Washington, D.C. 20505

21 July 2025

John Greenwald Jr.

27305 West Live Oak Road
Suite #1203

Castaic, CA 91384

Reference: F-2021-02420
Dear Requester:

This letter is a final response to your 21 September 2021 Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
request for:

1. All records generated during the processing of Civil Action Number 09-0940
(EGS);

2. All records generated during the processing of FOIA case F-2004-01956

We processed your request in accordance with the FOIA (5 U.S.C. § 552, as amended, and the
CIA Information Act, 50 U.S.C. § 3141, as amended).

With regard to Item 1, we completed a thorough search for records responsive to your request
and located the seven documents enclosed at Tab A, which we determined can be released in
segregable form with deletions made on the basis of FOIA exemptions (b)(3), (b)(5), and/or
(b)(6). Additional material was located and must be denied in its entirety on the basis of FOIA

exemptions (b)(1), (b)(3), (b)(5), and (b)(6).

With regard to Item 2, we completed a thorough search for records responsive to your request
and located one document, which can be released in its entirety, and 21 documents, which we
determined can be released in segregable form with deletions made on the basis of FOIA
exemptions (b)(3), (b)(5), and/or (b)(6). These documents are enclosed at Tab B. Additional
material responsive to Item 2 was located and must be denied in its entirety on the basis of FOIA

exemptions (b)(3), (b)(5), and (b)(6).

Please note that exemption (b)(3) pertains to information exempt from disclosure by statute. The
relevant statutes are Section 6 of the Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949, as amended, and
Section 102A(i)(1) of the National Security Act of 1947, as amended.

As the CIA Information and Privacy Coordinator, I am the CIA official responsible for this
determination. You have the right to appeal this response to the Agency Release Panel, in my
care, within 90 days from the date of this letter. Please explain the basis for your appeal.
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Please be advised that you may also seek dispute-resolution services from the CIA FOIA Public
Liaison or from the Office of Government Information Services (OGIS) of the National Archives
and Records Administration. OGIS offers mediation services to help resolve disputes between

FOIA requesters and Federal agencies.

To contact CIA directly with questions or to
appeal the CIA’s response to the Agency
Release Panel:

To contact the Office of Government
Information Services (OGIS) for mediation
or with questions:

Information and Privacy Coordinator
Central Intelligence Agency
Washington, DC 20505

TEL: (703) 613-1287

FAX: (703) 613-3007

Office of Government Information Services
National Archives and Records Administration
8601 Adelphi Road — OGIS

College Park, MD 20740-6001

TEL: (202) 741-5770

FAX: (202) 741-5769 / ogis@nara.gov

Sincerely,

o W

Stephen Glenn
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Enclosures



This document is made available through the declassification efforts
and research of John Greenewald, Jr., creator of:

The@BIaCioVatlt

The Black Vault is the largest online Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
document clearinghouse in the world. The research efforts here are
responsible for the declassification of hundreds of thousands of pages
released by the U.S. Government & Military.

Discover the Truth at: http://www.theblackvault.com


http://www.theblackvault.com
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From: |

Sent: Friday, January 22, 2010 5:00 PM

To:
Cec:

(b)(3)

Subject: RE: Bryant Declaration (b)(6)

Thank you!

From:

Sent: Friday, January 22, 2010 4:57 PM

To:
Cc:

Subject: Bryant Declaration
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C07083354

UNDETERMINED

Assignment File Brief Report

File Number: LD-2009-00096
Assignment Name: Larry Bryant v. CIA; 1:09-CV-00940

Responsible Division: LD Date Assigned: 06/02/2009

Lead Supervisor: | - (b)(3) CIAAct
- - (b)(6)

Plaintiff:

Defendant:

Assignment Type: FOIAS

Attorney Action: (b)(3) ClAAct

Paralegal Action :

File Status: Active Closed: | ]

| DESCRIPTION: |

Plaintiff, Director of the Washington, DC office of Citizens Against UFO Secrecy has filed a complaint challenging the Agency's denial of his
request for media status

l STAFF ASSIGNED |
Attomey 6/2/2009 (b)(3) CIAAct
Paralegal 6/2/2009 {b )(6)

02-Jun-09 1:56:56 PM UNDETERMINED Page 1 of 1
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Central Intelligence Agency

(b)(6)

' Reference: F-2008-01781
Dear Mr. Bryant:

This is in reference to your 23 August 2008 Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
request, received in the office of the Information and Privacy Coordinator on
18 August 2008, for the following CIA-received and CIA-generated records:

(1) As pertain to the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes, and all
other related documentation of the 1987 special meeting at FAA
headquarters in Washington, D.C,;

(2) As pertain to all similar cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly
occurring since Nov. 17, 1986, to date.

Please note that upon further review, the Agency is reopening the processing of
your request; a search will be conducted for records in existence through 15 June 2009.
You also requested news media status. Since your request pertains to UFOs and you are a
columnist with the newsstand periodical, UFO Magazine, we are placing you in the “news
media” fee category for this request. Accordingly, you would be responsible only for the
cost of reproducing any records released in response to your request. Copying costs are
ten cents per page less the first 100 pages.

Sincerely,

Dot h.;,&,,,\

Delores M. Nelson
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C07083359
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UNDETERMINED

FILE SUMMARY

File Number: LD-2009-00096

Assignment Name: Larry Bryantv. CIA; 1:09-CV-00940

Responsible Division: LD Date Assigned: 06/02/2009

Lead Supervisor: (b)(3)
CIAAct

Plaintiff: (b)(6)

Defendant:

Assignment Type: FOIA/PA

Attorney Action: | (R)S) Cladet

Paralegal Action:

File Status: Closed Closed: |  08/30/2012)

i DESCRIPTION: o I

Plaintiff, Director of the Washington, DC office of Citizens Against UFO Secrecy has filed a complaint challenging the Agency's denial of his

request for media status. The complaint was filed on 20 May 2008, and inspected at the Agency on 27 and 29 May.

| ___ STAFF ASSIGNED |
Attorney . 6/2/2009 -1| (b)(3)
Paralegal 6/2/2009 | CIAAct
(b)(B)
30-Aug-12 10:57:30 AM UNDETERMINED Page 10f3
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UNDETERMINED

FILE SUMMARY

File Number: LD-2009-00096
Assignment Name: Larry Bryantv. CIA; 1:09-CV-00940

RELATED FILES: ] i
| POINTS-OF-CONTACTS and CLIENTS ]
INAME |TITLE \OFFICE ] ]
. E | (b)®)
STREET ROOM  ciTY ~ [STATE §
ADDRESS 2: CELL PHONE: |PAGER: I
ke IPHONE IBLKFAX DIRECT ISECFAX
e I ] — (b)(6)
MISC: | '
CLASSIFICATION: |UNCLASSIFIED
CLBY: CLDRV: CLREAS: DECL: (b)(3)
ClAAct
b)) | VAME TITLE OFFICE (P)(6)
| m— [ (b)(6)
STREET B ROOM crry STATE
. , __ (b)(6)
ADDRESS 2: \CELL PHONE: |PAGER: |
g IPHONE IBLKFAX DIRECT SECFAX |
L | ) | (b)6)
MISC: |
CLASSIFICATION: [FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
CLBY:| CLDRV: CLREAS: DECL: (b)(3)
—— CIAAct
(b)(6)
[ FILE NOTES J
Date Added by Month June 2009
ADDED CREATOR CREATED NO_RStrict
30-Aug-12 10:57:31 AM UNDETERMINED T T T Page20f3
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UNDETERMINED

FILE SUMMARY

File Number: LD-2009-00096
Assignment Name: Larry Bryant v. CIA; 1:09-CV-00940

(b)(3)
ClAAct

(b)(8)

[ FILE HISTORY - i

30-Aug-12 10:57:31 AM UNDETERMINED Page3of 3
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

LARRY W.BRYANT,
Plaintiff,
V. Civil Action No.: 09-0940 (EGS)

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
and LEON PANETTA, Director, CIA,

Defendants.

S M N N N N N N N N S N

DECLARATION OF DELORES M. NELSON
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
I, DELORES M. NELSON, hereby declare and say:

1. 1am the Chief, Public Information Programs Division, Information Management
Services (“IMS”), Office of the Chief Information Officer (“CIO”), Central
Intelligence Agency (“CIA”). Since 21 April 2008, I also serve as the CIA
Information and Privacy Coordinator (“‘Coordinator”). Ihave served with the
CIA for approximately thirty-one years, and in addition to my current positions,
have held other Supervisory positions with the CIA.

2. Imake this declaration in support of the CIA’s motion for summary judgment in
this proceeding. |

3. In my current capacities, I am responsible for managing the Freedom of

Information Act (“FOIA”), Privacy Act, and Executive Order 12958 Mandatory

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C07083373
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Declassification Review programs in the CIA. These responsibilities include
directing searches of CIA records systems pursuant to public requests for records
under these programs and coordinating the reviews of any records retrieved in
such searches. These review processes include undertaking any intra-agency and
inter-agency coordination and referrals necessary in light of the information found
in responsive records. In addition, my responsibilities include fee category and
fee waiver determinations.

4. As part of my official duties I ensure that the CIA administratively processes
FOIA and Privacy Act requests including the search, retrieval, analysis, review,
redaction and release of documents in accordance with the law and as efficiently
as possible with the personnel and resources available.

5. Through the éxercise of my official duties, I have become familiar with Plaintiff’s
FOIA request for information that is the subject of this civil action. I make the
following statements based upon my personal knowledge, and information made
available to me in the course of performing my official duties.

L. PLAINTTFF’S FOIA REQUEST AND THE CIA’s RESPONSE

6. By “lette;"’l dated August 23, 2008 (received in the office of the Information and

Privacy Coordinator on August 28, 2008), Plaintiff submitted a FOIA naquc;t to

the CIA for the following “CIA-received and CIA-generated” records:

! The “letter” is actually a print-out of email correspondence between the Office of the
_Director of National Intelligence and Plaintiff with handwritten annotations addressed to
“Scott Koch [former CIA Information and Privacy Coordinator], changing date to “23”
August, and containing signature of Plaintiff. The text states in part “By snail- mail, 'm

sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted letter.”

2
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a. “As pertain to the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes, and all
other related documentation” of the “1987 special meeting at FAA
headquarters in Washington, D.C., to discuss and evaluate...the intrusive UFO
encounter experienced on Nov. 17, 1986, by the Japanese flight crew (No.
1628) of a 747 cargo jet...in Alaskan sky.”

b. “As pertain to all other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly
occurring since Nov. 17, 1986, to date.”

Plaintiff also stated that since he was submitting his request as “a representative

of the news media principally as a columnist for the monthly newsstand periodical

‘UFO Magazine’”, he asked that “all records-search/review fees” be waived. (A

true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s initial request is attached hereto as Exhibit A.)

. By letter dated September 30, 2008, the CIA acknowledged receipt of Plaintiff’s

request and assigned it reference number F-2008-01781. The letter went on to
explain that “there is no organized CIA effort to do research in connection with
UFO phenomena, nor has there been an organized effort to collect intelligence on
UFOs since the 1950s.” The letter also noted that CIA has no current program to
actively collect information on UFOs. The letter then discussed the release by
CIA of UFO-related documents (2,779 pages) in response to prior FOIA requests
and a special search conducted in 1993 at the direction of then CIA Director
James Woolsey, which included the search for and review of all Agency files on
UFOs. The letter also enclosed a copy of CIA’s fee schedule and stated the cost
for the UFO package was $267.90, ten cents per page less the first 100 pages free.

That is the cost of duplication. Since this information was previously released

3
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and the charge was for duplication only, it was not affected by fee category." The
letter further explained that requests for fee waivers® must be considered under the
standards that Agency regulations outlined at Part 1900 of Title 32 of the Code of
Federal Regulations (C.F.R.). In accordance therewith, the CIA informed Mr.
Bryant that because the information he .sought was already in the public domain,
and “its rc-release_ would not likely contribute significantly to public
understanding of the operations and activities of the United States Government,”
his request for a fee waiver was denied. The September 30, 2008 letter also
informed Plaintiff that he could appeal the denial of his request for a fee waiver
within 45 days from the date of the letter, but if CIA has started to process a
request, the Agency would accept an appeal of a fee waiver denial only “if the
requester agl;ees to be responsible for the costs in the event of an adverse
administrative or judicial decision.” With this letter, the CIA enclosed a copy of a
previously released article published by the Center for the Studies in Intelligence,
an Agency journal containing unofficial publications on intelligence topics. (A
true and correct copy of CIA’s September 30, 2008 letter and enclosures is

attached hereto as Exhibit B.)

2 The CIA did not formally address Plaintiff’s request for status as a new media
representative in its September 30, 2008 letter, although after explaining the cost of the
UFO package—ten cents per page less the first 100 pages, the letter stated “as a requester
in the ‘all other’ category.” Regardless, since the only charge was for duplication, the fee
was the same whether his fee category was determined to be news media or all other.

? Although Plaintiff used the term “waiver” in his request letter, based on context of his
letter (and subsequent appeal and complaint), it appears that there was confusion over fee

~ category (status) and fee waiver and that requester used the latter term to mean his

request for news media status. Notwithstanding that it appears Plaintiff did not request a
fee waiver, because of his use of the term waiver, the CIA treated it as such.

4
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8. By letter dated October 3, 2008°, Plaintiff appealed the CIA’s decision “to deny

my FOIA request status as a representative of the news media” regarding request
F-2008-01781. Plaintiff went on to state “[b]y this appeal, I hereby characterize
my mcords-seamﬁ—fm-wﬂver ‘request’ as a DEMAND” and cited 5 U.S.C. § 522
“a(4)(A)(ii)(IT), namely, ‘fees shall be limited to reasonable standard charges for
document duplication when...the request is made by...a representative of the news
media.”” (A true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s appeal request is attached hereto

as Exhibit C.)

9. By letter dated October 28, 2008, the CIA acknowledged Plaintiff’s letter in

which he appealed our determination to deny him “status as a representative of

the news media” and to deny his “request for a fee waiver.”

10. The CIA explained to Plaintiff that since records responsive to his FOIA request

had been previously released and no additional searches were conducted, he
would be responsible “for copying costs associated with this request regardless of
fee category determination.” That is, the copying fees would apply even if he |
were placed into the news media fee category. With respect to his appeal of the
denial of a fee waiver, the CIA reiterated that “if processing has been initiated, the
requester must agree to be responsible for costs in the event of an adverse
administrative or judicial decision.” (See 32 C.F.R. § 1900.13(d).) Accordingly,

the CIA declined to accept Plaintiff’s fee waiver denial appeal. (A true and

* The “letter” composed as email on October 3, 2008, is actually dated “6 Oct 2008” in a
handwritten annotation next to Plaintiff’s signature. The text states in part: “By snail-
mail, I'm sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted letter.” The appeal was
received in my office on October 14, 2008 (see date stamp).

5
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correct copy of CIA’s response to Plaintiff’s appeal request is attached hereto as
Exhibit D.) -
11. On May 20, 2009, Plaintiff commenced this action, alleging that Defendant

L1

“failed to grant Plaintiff news media representative status,” “a fee waiver so as
only to have to pay photocopying and reproduction fees,” (Compl., I{ 9 and 10),
and for the first time, alleged that Defendant “did not use the level of diligence
and good faith to conduct a search.” (1d., { 12).

12, By letter dated June 23, 2009, the CIA informed Plaintiff it would reopen his

request, granted him news media representative status for this request, and

conduct a search for “CIA-received and CIA-generated” records on the following:

a. “the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes, and all other related
documentation of the 1987 special meeting at FAA headquarters in
Washington, D.C.,”

b. “all other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly occurring
since Nov. 17, 1986, to date.” (A true and correct copy of this letter is
attached hereto as Exhibit E.)

13. By letter dated October 21, 2009, the CIA informed Plaintiff that no records
responsive to item (a) above were located and that with respect to item (b), U.S.
Government material (not originated by the CIA) was located and has been
referred to the originating agencies for their review and direct response to him.
The CIA also informed Plaintiff that “CIA regulations governing administrative

appeals provide that no appeal shall be accepted if the information in question is

6
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the subject of pending litigation in the federal courts.” (A true and correct copy of
this letter is attached hereto as Exhibit F.)

The CIA referred the three potentially responsive documents to the government
agencies which originated the documents: Department of State and National
Security Agency. As of the date of this declaration, NSA acknowledged mailing
a response to the Plaintiff on January 6, 2010.

II. CIA’S SEARCH FOR RESPONSIVE DOCUMENTS

A. CIA Records Systems

The CIA’s records systems are designed to support CIA’s intelligence activities
and responsibilities. The CIA’s abiﬁty to retrieve data .from a given records
system depends upon the type of information stored in that system and the way
the system is designed to retrieve that information. Records systems and indexing
systems vary among CIA components because they must reflect and respond to
the established responsibilities and needs of those individual components. For
example, some CIA records systems are organized to facilitate the collection of
foreign intelligence, while others facilitate the analysis of intelligence
information, depending upon the missions of the particular CIA component.

All CIA records are maintained by one of four directorates or the independent
offices and entities that report to the Director of the CIA: the National
Clandestine Service (“NCS”), the Directorate of Intelligence (“DI”), the
Directorate of Science and Technology (“DS&T”), the Directorate of Support

(“DS”) and the Director of CIA Area (“DIR Area”).

7
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17. The DI is the CIA directorate that analyzes, interprets and forecasts foreign

intelligence issues and world events of importance to the United States. It is
responsible for producing finished intelligence reports for dissemination to
policymakers in the United States Government. Appropriately trained personnel
regularly conduct FOIA and other searches of the DI records system as part of

their normal duties.

18. The DS&T is the CIA directorate that creates and applies technology to fulfill

intelligence requirements. The DS&T also maintained records produced by the
Foreign Broadcast Information Service, the primary collector of foreign open-
source information for the United States Government until the establishment of
the DNI Open Source Center in 2005°. Open-source information is information
that is generally available to the public, such as foreign newspapers, periodical
publications, and television and radio broadcasts. Appropriately trained personnel
regularly conduct FOIA and other searches of the DS&T récords system as part of

their normal duties.

19. The NCS is the organization within CIA responsible for the clandestine collection

of foreign intelligence information from human sources. The NCS records system
contains information on persons or entities that are of foreign intelligence or
counterintelligence interest to the CIA and other United States Government
agcnci&c.- Appropriately trained personnel regularly conduct FOIA and Privacy

Act searches of the NCS records system as part of their normal duties. NCS

3 The DNI Open Source Center (“OSC”) at CIA was established on 1 November 2005.
The DNI directed that the center be built on the capabilities and expertise of CIA’s FBIS
and report directly to the DCIA in implementing DNI strategy and guidance.

8
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operational files are exempt from FOIA search and review pursuant to the CIA

Information Act, 50 U.S.C. § 431.

20. The DS provides the CIA with mission-critical services, including the protection

21.

22.

of CIA personnel, security matters generally, facilities, communications, logistics,
training, medical services, and personnel resources. It maintains records on all
current and former CIA employees, whether employed in a contract or staff
capacity, as well as other individuals for whom security processing or evaluation
has been required. Appropriately trained personnel regularly conduct FOIA
searches of the DS records system as part of their normal duties.

The DIR Area includes the independent offices that report directly to the
Director, and is distinct from the CIA’s four main directorates (NCS, DI, DS&T,
and DS). The DIR Area includes the Office of General Counsel, Office of
Inspector General, Office of Congressional Affairs, Office of Public Affairs,
Chief Financial Officer, Chief Information Officer, and other entities such as the
Office of Diversity Plans and f’rograms. The DNI Open Source Center is also
within the DIR Area. Appropriately trained personnel regularly conduct FOIA
searches of the DIR records system as part of their normal duties.

B. Procedures for Processing FOIA Requests

The CIA has established the following procedures for processing FOIA réquests.
As previously noted, CIA’s Information and Privacy Coordinator, who also serves
as Chief, PIPD, is responsible for managing the FOIA, PA, and E.O. 12958
Mandatory Declassification Review programs at the CIA. My office is the initial

reception point in the CIA for all FOIA requests. Upon receipt, experienced

9
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FOIA officers in PIPD review the request to ensure that it is perfected, that is,
meets applicable legal and administrative requirements. Part of this review entails
checking to see if the CIA has previously searched for and released records on the
topic identified by the requester. If so, depending upon the volume, the requester
is provided with copies of the responsive records or a listing of such records as
well as with background on the search which generated the records. (See Exhibit
B.) If a request is perfected and a search of CIA component records is necessary,
PIPD officers determine which directorates® of the CIA reasonably may be
expected to possess records responsive to the request and then forward copies of

the requester’s letter to those directorates with instructions to search for any

responsive documents. The tasked directorates then conduct searches among all

directorate components and indices and databases that reasonably may be
expected to have any information responsive to the request. Directorate personnel
responsible for conducting these searches are professionals who regularly and
routinely conduct CIA record searches, whether for another component of the

CIA, the Director of CIA, Department of Justice, Congress, or a FOIA requester.

23. After a tasked component locates documents in response to a FOIA request,

officers must review those documents to determine whethe‘r they do, in fact,
respond to the request. Because of the nature of a particular records system, or
the search tools, indices, or terms employed, a search may locate many documents
that are not responsive to the request. In fact, it is quite common for the number .

of non-responsive documents to exceed the number of responsive documents.

®In the discussion of processing procedures in this Declaration, “directorates” will include
the DIR Area.

10
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24. After officers identify and remove any non-responsive documents, they must then

25.

review the remaining responsive documents to determine if any FOIA exemptions
apply, and whether they can reasonably segregate non-exempt information from
exempt information. In the course of reviewing documents for exempt
information and segregability, officers frequently identify information that must
be coordinated with or referred to another CIA component or another agency
because the other component or agency originated the information.” This
coordination and referral process itself can be quite time-consuming because other
components and agencies have their own missions and FOIA priorities.

When all of the components and agencies® have completed their respective
reviews, PIPD professionals incorporate all of the recommendations regarding
exemptions, segregation, émd release, resolve conflicting recommendations, and
ensure that the release or withholding determinations comply with the law and
published CIA regulations. Under the direction and supervision of the CIA
Information and Privacy Coordinator, a review is then conducted from a corporate
perspective on behalf of the entire CIA. A final recofd copy of each CIA-
originated document is produced and a response is provided to the requester.
Documents originated by other government agencies are forwarded to those

agencies for direct response to the requester.

C. CIA’s Records Search in Response to Plaintiff’s FOIA Request

" See Exec. Order No. 12958, as amended, § 3.6(b).

8«Agencies” in this context refers to one more other agencies having information or
equities in CIA documents as opposed to referrals, which are documents located by CIA
but originated by another agency. These are forwarded to the originating agency for
review and direct response to the requester.

11
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26. The CIA processed Plaintiff’s request following the procedures set forth above.

27. As noted above (§ 9), the CIA has previously searched for and released records
relating to UFOs in response to FOIA requests and litigation. In addition, in
1993-94, at the direction of then Director of Central Intelligence (DCI) James
Woolsey, the CIA conducted an Agency-Widc search for and reviewed all CIA
files relating to UFOs. This effort, conducted under the direction of the Executive
Assistant to the Director of Central Intelligence (“DCI”) resulted in a further
release of 1,757 pages, bringing the CIA's release of documents relating .to UFOs,
that is, the “UFO package” to 2,779 pages. It should be noted that this search was
Agency-wide and the intent of the review was to release as much information as
possible, without compromising intelligence sources and methods. Thus, the
subject of plaintiff’s request—"a 1987 special meeting at FAA headquarters...to
discuss and evaluate certain official evidence of the intrusive UFO encounter
experienced on Nov. 17, 1986...by a Japanese flight crew” over Alaska — falls

" squarely within the parameters of this search. In reviewing this case, it was the

second prong of Plaintiff’s request that prompted the CIA to reopen the
processing of his request, namely, the request for information “on all other similar
cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly occurring since Nov. 17, 1986.” As
was explained to Plaintiff in CIA’s Sept. 30, 2008 letter, there is no CIA program
to actively collect information on UEOs. However, the letter also acknowledged
that occasionally we may receive reports of sightings of objects in the UFO
category. Accordingly, a search was conducted by CIA for records concerning

“similar cases of airborne UFO encounters” since November 17, 1986. In

12
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addition, notwithstanding that records relating to the alleged 1987 special
meeting at FAA headquarters concerning the November 1986 encounter, if any,
should have been located during the special search for UFO related information
conducted in 1993-94, a new search was conducted for records specifically
relating to the meeting as described by the requester.

PIPD personnel experienced in the tasking of records searches tasked those CIA
directorates reasonably likely to have responsive records, if any existed. PIPD
tasked the Plaintiﬁ"s request to the DI, DS&T, DIR Area, and NCS. These
components were tasked to search through June 23, 2009, the date of the letter
informing requester that the case was being reopened.

As noted above, the DI analﬁes, interprets, and forecasts foreign-intelligence
related issues and world events of importance to the United States. The DI made
all reasonable efforts to identify and retrieve any records responsive to Plaintiff’s
FOIA request. The DI searched itls central data base, an all-source data base
containing intelligence reports and finished intelligence received and originated
by the CIA, for information on “other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters
rcpor;edly occurring since Nov. 17, 1986.” The following search terms were
used: “UFO”, “UFOS”, and “unidentified flying object or objects.”

Three responsive documents, all originated by other agencies, were located.
Records in the main DI system are disseminated intelligence reports and are not
indexed to retrieve information of the nature requested in item 1 of Plaintiff’s
request. Within the DI, the only component reasonably likely to possess records

relating to the meeting described in requester’s letter would have been the Office

13
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of Scientific and Weapons Research (* ‘OSWR“)S'. whose records have been
archived. Such records are indexed only at the folder level. The DI searched
using the following terms “UFO,” “U F O,” “U.F.0.,” as well as “FAA,” “F A
A,” and Federal Aviation Administration. In addition, the search officer looked
for folder titles listing meeting, briefing, roster, or minutes for the same time
period. No resﬁonsive records were located.

The DS&T also made all reasonable efforts to identify and retrieve records
responsive to plaintiff’s request. Given the relevant time period, the DS&T
searched archived records of the National Photographic Interpretation Center,
Foreign Broadcast Information Service, Office of Imagery Analysis, Office of
Technical Services, Office of the Director for S&T, Office of Development and
Engineering, Office of Research and Development and Office of Technical
Collection. The DS&T employed the following search terms: “FAA,” “Federal
Aviation Administration,” “UFO,” “unidentified flying object,” and “Callahan.”

No responsive records were located.

32. The DCIA Area also made all reasonable efforts to identify and retrieve any

records responsive to plaintiff’s FOIA request. The DCIA Action Center (DAC),
Office of Public Affairs, Open Source Center and Center for the Study of
Intelligence conducted records searches. All components searched for
“unidentified flying objects,” “UFO,” “UFOs,” “FAA,” or “Federal Aviation

Administration.” In addition, the following search terms were used by one or

® OSWR was formed in 1980 when the Offices of Scientific Intelligence and Weapons
Intelligence were merged. The name of the office was changed in 1995, and the office
was subsequently merged with a number of others during successive reorganizations.

14
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more components: “UFO encounter,” “Japanese flight crew 1628,” “aviation,”
“meeting at FAA 1987,” “FAA meeting,” “1987 FAA meeting,” “UFO and
Japan,” “UFO and 1628,” “UFO and CIA,” “UFO and 747,” “UFO and
extraterrestrial,” “Callahan.” (The term “unidentified flying object” was also used
in conjunction with other terms when “UFO” is listed in the preceding examples.
In addition, as was noted above, a special search was conducted in 1993-94
regarding UFOs at the request of Director Woolsey. These records are part of the
CIA UFO collection which was offered to the plaintiff in CIA’s initial response.
The search was overseen by the Executive Assistant to the DCL. The DAC
searched all of the records retired as part of this effort (“every single page™), and
CSI independently reviewed a subset as possibly containing responsive
information. All records were manually reviewed as part of this search. No
responsive records were located. The DAC found no reference to a meéting or
the FAA in 1987 (“or indeed, any other year”) or any documentation regarding
UFO encounters, extra-terrestials, or unexplained flying phenomena from 1986
onward. In addition, the individual who oversaw the 1993-94 search and review
effort as the Executive Assistant to the DCI searched his email concerﬁing this
project for “FAA” and located no responsive documents.

As previously noted, the NCS is responsible for the clandestine collection of
foreign intelligence information. ﬁe NCS records system contains information
on persons and entities that are of foreign intelligence or counter-intelligence

interest to the CIA and other United States Government agencies. After

15
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reviewing plaintiff’s FOIA request, NCS responded that its records system was
not set up to search on general subjects or topics such as UFOs.'®"!

In sum, the CIA tasked those components reasonably likely to possess
information responsive to Plaintiff’s request (if any) to conduct records searches.
The searches were conducted by information management professionals who are
familiar with the records systems of their respective components and who
routinely and regularly conduct searches of these records as part of their
professional responsibilities. These individuals were familiar with Pldnﬁff s
request and all sucl; searches were reasonably calculated to locate responsive
records, if any. As indicated above, no documents were located in response to
item (a) (“1987 special meeting at FAA™) of Plaintiff’s request and three records
originated by other government agencies were located in response to item (b)(“all

other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters™).

I hereby n\eclare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed this 22nd day of January, 2010.

Delores M. Nelson
Information & Privacy Coordinator
Central Intelligence Agency

'* Intelligence reports disseminated by NCS (formerly the Directorate of Operations) are
included in the DI records system where they may be searched by topic (and were
searched as part of the DI records search described above.)

"! The Directorate of Support to conduct searches in this case. Given its functions as .
CIA’s administrative and support arm, PIPD officers reasonably determined that the DS
was not likely to have records responsive to plaintiff’s request.

16
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

LARRY W. BRYANT,
Plaintiff,
V. Civil Action No.: 09-0940 (EGS)

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
and LEON PANETTA, Director, CIA,

Defendants.

L—'\-—’Vvu\—ﬂ\—f\-—/v\—f\—/\—'

DECLARATION OF DELORES M. NELSON
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
I, DELORES M. NELSON, hereby declare and say:

1. Tam the Chief, Public Information Programs Division, Information Management
Services (“IMS”), Office of the Chief Information Officer (“CIO”), Central
Intelligence Agency (“CIA”). Since 21 April 2008, I also serve as the CIA
Information and Privacy Coordinator (“Coordinator”). I have served with the
CIA for approximately twenty-nine years, and in addition to my current positions,
have held other supervisory positions with the CIA.

2. I'make this declaration in support of the CIA’s motion for summary judgment in
this proceeding.

3. In my current capacities, I am responsible for managing the Freedom of

Information Act (“FOIA™), Privacy Act, and Executive Order 12958 Mandatory
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Declassification Review programs in the CIA. These responsibilities include
directing searches of CIA records systems pursuant to public requests for records
under these programs and coordinating the reviews of any records retrieved in
such searches. These review processes include undertaking any intra-agency and
inter-agency coordination and referrals necessary in light of the information found
in responsive records. In addition, my responsibilities include fee category and

fee waiver determinations.

. As part of my official duties I ensure that the CIA administratively processes

FOIA and Privacy Act requests including the search, retrieval, analysis, review,
redaction and release of documents in accordance with the law and as efficiently

as possible with the personnel and resources available.

. Through the exercise of my official duties, I have become familiar with Plaintiff’s

FOIA request for information that is the subject of this civil action. I make the
folldwing statements based upon my personal knowledge, and information made

available to me in the course of performing my official duties.

L. PLAINTIFF’S FOIA REQUEST AND THE CIA’s RESPONSE

6. By “letter”' dated August 23, 2008 (received in the office of the Information and

Privacy Coordinator on August 28, 2008), Plaintiff submitted a FOIA request to

the CIA for the following “CIA-received and CIA-generated” records:

! The “letter” is actually a print-out of email correspondence between the Office of the
Director of National Intelligence and Plaintiff with handwritten annotations addressed to
“Scott Koch [former CIA Information and Privacy Coordinator], changing date to *“23”
August, and containing signature of Plaintiff. The text states in part “By snail- mail, I'm
sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted letter.”

2
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a. “As pertain to the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes, and all
other related documentation” of the “1987 special meeting at FAA
headquarters in Washington, D.C., to discuss and evaluate...the intrusive UFO
encounter experienced on Nov. 17, 1986, by the Japanese flight crew (No.

- 1628) of a 747 cargo jet...in Alaskan sky.”

b. “As pertain to all other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly
occurring since Nov. 17, 1986, to date.”

Plaintiff also stated that since he was submitting his request as “a representative

of the news media principally as a columnist for the monthly newsstand periodical

‘UFO Magazine'”, he asked that “all records-search/review fees” be waived. (A

true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s initial request is attached hereto as Exhibit A.)

7. By letter dated September 30, 2008, the CIA acknowledged receipt of Plaintiff’s
request and assigned it reference number F-2008-01781. The letter went on to
explain that “there is no organized effort to do research in connection with UFO
phenomena, nor has there been an organized effort to collect intelligence on

UFOs since the 1950s.” The letter also noted that CIA has no current program to

-actively collect information on UFOs. The letter then discussed the release by

CIA of UFO-related documents (2,779 pages) in response to prior FOIA requests

and a special search conducted in 1993 at the direction of then CIA Director

James Woolsey, which included the search for and review of all Agency files on

UFOs. The letter also enclosed a copy of CIA’s fee schedule and stated the cost

for the UFO package was $267.90, ten cents per page less the first 100 pages free.

That is the cost of duplication. Since this information was previously released
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and the charge was for duplication only, it was not affected by fee category.” The
letter further explained that requests for fee waivers® must be considered under thg
standards that Agency regulations outlined at Part 1900 of Title 32 of the Code of
Federal Regulations (C.F.R.). In accordance therewith, the CIA informed Mr.
Bryant that because the information he sought was already in the public domain,
and “its re-release would not likely contribute significantly to public
understanding of the operations and activities of the United States Government,”
his -request for a fee waiver was denied. The September 30, 2008 letter also
informed Plaintiff that he could appeal the denial of his request for a fee waiver
within 45 days from the date of the letter, but if CIA has started to process a
request, the Agency would accept an appeal of a fee waiver denial only “if the
requester agrees to be responsible for the costs in the event of an adverse
administrative or judicial decision.” In an effort to assist Plaintiff further, CIA
also included a copy of an article from the CIA’s internal magazine Studies in
Intelligence, Summer 1997, entitled “CIA’s Role in the Study of UFO’s, 1947-

90.” The item was provided at no cost because it was under 100 pages. (A true

2 The CIA did not formally address Plaintiff’s request for status as a new media
representative in its September 30, 2008 letter, although after explaining the cost of the
UFO package—ten cents per page less the first 100 pages, the letter stated “as a requester
in the ‘all other’ category.” Regardless, since the only charge was for duplication, the fee
was the same whether his fee category was determined to be news media or all other.

? Although Plaintiff used the term “waiver” in his request letter, based on context of his
letter (and subsequent appeal and complaint), it appears that there was confusion over fee
category (status) and fee waiver and that requester used the latter term to mean his
request for news media status. Notwithstanding that it appears Plaintiff did not request a
fee waiver, because of his use of the term waiver, the CIA treated it as such.
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and correct copy of CIA’s September 30, 2008 letter and enclosures is attached
hereto as Exhibit B.)

8. By letter dated October 3, 2008*, Plaintiff appealed the CIA’s decision “to deny
my FOIA request status as a representative of the news media” regardin request
F-2008-01781. Plaintiff ;went on to state “[b]y this appeal, I hereby characterize
my reoords-search—fee—waivcr-‘request’ as a DEMAND” and cited 5 U.S.C. § 522
“a(4)(A)(ii)(II), namely, ‘fees shall be limited to reasonable standard charges for
document duplication when...the request is made by...a representative of the news
media.”” (A true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s appeal request is attached hereto
as Exhibit C.)

9. By letter dated October 28, 2008, the CIA acknowledged Plaintiff’s letter in
which he appealed our determination to deny him “status as a representative of
the news media” and to deny his “request for a fee waiver.”

10. The CIA explained to Plaintiff that since records responsive to his FOIA request
had been previously released and no additional searches were conducted, he
would be responsible “for copying costs associated with this request regardless of
fee category determination.” That is, the copying fees would apply even if he
were placed into the news media fee category. With respect to his appeal of the
denial of a fee waiver, the CIA reiterated that “if processing has been initiated, the

requester must agree to be responsible for costs in the event of an adverse

* The “letter” composed as email on October 3, 2008, is actually dated “6 Oct 2008” in a
handwritten annotation next to Plaintiff’s signature. The text states in part: “By snail-
mail, I'm sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted letter.” The appeal was
received in my office on October 14, 2008 (see date stamp).
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administrative or judicial decision.” (See 32 C.F.R. § 1900.13(d).) Accordingly,
the CIA declined to accept Plaintiff’s fee waiver denial appeal.” (A true and
correct copy of CIA’s response to Plaintiff’s appeal request is attached hereto as
Exhibit D.)

11. On May 20, 2009, Plaintiff commenced this action, alleging that Defendant
“failed to grant Plaintiff news media representative status,” “a fee waiver so as
only to have td pay photocopying and reproduction fees,” (Compl., 1 9 and 10),
and for the first time, alleged that Defendant “did not use the level of diligence
and goo& faith to conduct a search.” (Id., § 12).

12. By letter dated June 23, 2009, the CIA informed Plaintiff it would reopen his
request, granted him news media representative status for this request, and
conduct a search for “CIA-received and CIA-generated” records on the following:

a. “the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes, and all other related
documentation of the 1987 special meeting at FAA headquarters in
Washington, D.C.,”

b. “all other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly occurring
since Nov. 17, 1986, to date.” (A true and correct copy of this letter is
attached hereto as Exhibit E.)

13. By letter dated October 21, 2009, the CIA informed Plaintiff that no records
responsive to item (a) above were located and that with respect to item (b), U.S.

Government material (not originated by the CIA) was located and has been

5 Although I signed the CIA’s October 28, 2008 letter (as well as the initial response
letter), initial FOIA requests and FOIA appeals are processed by two different branches.
The appeals letter was signed in my capacity as Executive Secretary of the Agency
Release Panel pursuant to 32 C.F.R. 1900.41(c)(2) and should have so indicated.
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referred to the originating agencies for their review and direct response to him.

! The CIA also informed Plaintiff that “CIA regulations governing administrative
appeals provide that no appeal shall be accepted if the information in question is
the subject of pending litigation in the federal courts.” (A true and correct copy of
this letter is attached hereto as Exhibit F.)

14. The CIA referred the three potentially responsive documents to the government
agencies which originated the documents: Department of State and National
Security Agency.

II. CIA’S SEARCH FOR RESPONSIVE DOCUMENTS
A. CIA Records Systems

15. The CIA’s records systems are designed to support CIA’s intelligence activities
and responsibilities. The CIA’s ability to retrieve data from a given records
system depends upon the type of information sltored in that system and the way
the system is designed to retrieve that information. Records systems and indexing
systems vary among CIA components because they must reflect and respond to
the established responsibilities and needs of those individual components. For
example, some CIA records systems are organized to facilitate the collection of
foreign intelligence, while others facilitate the analysis of intelligence
information, depending upon the missions of the particular CIA component.

16. All CIA records are maintained by one of four directorates or the independent
offices and entities that report to the Director of the CIA: the National

Clandestine Service (“NCS”), the Directorate of Intelligence (“DI”"), the
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Directorate of Science and Technology (“DS&T”), the Directorate of Support
(“DS”) and the Director of CIA Area (“DIR Area”).

The DI is the CIA directorate that analyzes, interprets and forecasts foreign
intelligence issues and world events of importance to the United Statr;s. It is
responsible for producing finished intelligence reports for dissemination to
policymakers in the United States Government. Appropriately trained personnel
regularly conduct FOIA and other searches of the DI records system as part of
their normal duties. |

The DS&T is the CIA directorate that creates and applies technology to fulfill
intelligence requirements. The DS&T also maintained records produced by the
Foreign Broadcast Information Service, the primary collector of foreign open-
source information for the United States Government until the establishment of
the DNI Open Source Center in 2005°. Open-source information is information
that is generally available to the public, such as foreign newspapers, periodical
publications, and television and radio broadcasts. Appropriately trained personnel
regularly conduct FOIA and other searches of the DS&T records system as part of

their normal duties.

19. The NCS is the organization within CIA responsible for the clandestine collection

of foreign intelligence information from human sources. The NCS records system
contains information on persons or entities that are of foreign intelligence or

counterintelligence interest to the CIA and other United States Government

8 The DNI Open Source Center (“OSC”) at CIA was established on 1 November 2005.
The DNI directed that the center be built on the capabilities and expertise of CIA’s FBIS
and report directly to the DCIA in implementing DNI strategy and guidance.
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agencies. Appropriately trained personnel regularly conduct FOIA and Privacy
Act searches of the NCS records system as part of their normal duties. NCS
operational files are exempt from FOIA search and review pursuant to the CIA
Information Act, 50 U.S.C. § 431.

20. The DS provides the CIA with mission-critical services, including the protection
of CIA personnel, security matters generally, facilities, communications, logistics,
training, medical services, and personnel resources. It maintains records on all
current and former CIA employees, whether employed in a contract or staff
capacity, as well as other individuals for whom security processing or evaluation
has been required. Appropriately trained personnel regularly conduct FOIA
searches of the DS records system as part of their normal duties.

21. The DIR Area includes the independent offices that report directly to the
Director, and is distinct from the CIA’s four main directorates (NCS, DI, DS&T,
and DS). The DIR Area includes the Office of General Counsel, Office of
Inspector General, Office of Congressional Affairs, Office of Public Affairs,
Chief Financial Officer, Chief Information Officer, and other entities such as the
Office of Diversity Plans and Programs. The DNI Open Source Center is also

~ within the DIR Area. Appl;opz'iately trained personnel regularly conduct FOIA
searches of the DIR records system as part of their normal duties.
B. Procedures for Processing FOIA Requests

22. The CIA has established the following procedures for processing FOIA requests.

As previously noted, CIA’s Information and Privacy Coordinator, who also serves

as Chief, PIPD, is responsible for managing the FOIA, PA, and E.O. 12958

Approved for Release: 2025/06/11 C07083374

ORI




C07083374

23,

Approved for Release: 2025/06/11 C07083374

Mandatory Declassification Review programs at the CIA. My office is the initial
reception point in the CIA for all FOIA requests. Upon receipt, experienced
FOIA officers in PIPD review the request to ensure that it is perfected, that is,
meets applicable legal and administrative requirements. Part of this review entails
checking to see if the CIA has previously searched for and released records on the
topic identified by the requester. If so, depending upon the volume, the requester
is provided with copies of the responsive records or a listing of such records as
well as with background on the search which generated the records. (See Exhibit
B.) If a request is perfected and a search of CIA component records is necessary,
PIPD officers determine which directorates’ of the CIA reasonably may be
expected to possess records responsive to the request and then forward copies of
the requester’s letter to those directorates with instructions to search for any
responsive documents. The tasked directorates then conduct searches among all
directorate components and indices and databases that reasonably may be
expected to have any information responsive to the request. Directorate personnel
responsible for conducting these searches are professionals who regularly and
routinely conduct CIA record searches, whether for another component of the
CIA, the Director of CIA, Department of Justice, Congress, or a FOIA requester.
After a tasked component locates documents in response to a FOIA request,
officers must review those documents to determine whether they do, in fact,
respond to the request. Because of the nature of a particular records system, or

the search tools, indices, or terms employed, a search may locate many documents

"In the discussion of processing procedures in this Declaration, “directorates” will include
the DIR Area.

10

Approved for Release: 2025/06/11 C07083374



C07083374

by

24.

25.

Approved for Release: 2025/06/11 C07083374

that are not responsive to the request. In fact, it is quite common for the number
of non-responsive documents to exceed the number of responsive documents.
After officers identify and remove any non-responsive documents, they must then
review the remaining responsive documents to determine if any FOIA exemptions
apply, and whether they can reasonably segregate non-exempt information from
exempt information. In the course of reviewing documents for exempt
information and segregability, officers frequently identify information that must
be coordinated with or referred to another CIA component or another agency
because the other component or agency originated the information.® This
coordination and referral process itself can be quite time-consuming because other
components and agencies have their own missions and FOIA priorities.

When all of the components and agencies’ have completed their respective
reviews, PIPD professionals incorporate all of the recommendations regarding
exemptions, segregation, and release, resolve conflicting recommendations, and

ensure that the release or withholding determinations comply with the law and

published CIA regulations. Under the direction and supervision of the CIA

Information and Privacy Coordinator, a review is then conducted from a corporate
perspective on behalf of the entire CIA. A final record copy of each CIA-

originated document is produced and a response is provided to the requester.

® See Exec. Order No. 12958, as amended, § 3.6(b).

%“Agencies” in this context refers to one more other agencies having information or
equities in CIA documents as opposed to referrals, which are documents located by CIA
but originated by another agency. These are forwarded to the originating agency for
review and direct response to the requester.

11
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Documents originated by other government agencies are forwarded to those
agencies for direct response to the requester.
C. CIA’s Records Search in Response to Plaintiff’s FOIA Request

26. The CIA processed Plaintiff’s request following the procedures set forth above.

27. As noted above (1 9), the CIA has previously searched for and released records
relating to UFOs in response to FOIA requests and litigation. In addition, in
1993-94, at the direction of then Dii'e:ctor of Central Intelligence (DCI) James
Woolsey, the CIA conducted an Agency-wide search for and reviewed all CIA
files relating to UFOs. This effort, conducted under the direction of the Executive
Assistant to the Director of Central Intelligence (“DCI”) resulted in a further
release of 1,757 pages, bringing the CIA’s release of documents relating to UFOs,
that is, the “UFO package” to 2,779 pages. It should be noted that this search was
Agency-wide and the intent of the review was to release as much information as
possible, without compromising intelligence sources and methods. Thus, the
subject of plaintiff’s request—*“a 1987 special meeting at FAA headquarters...to
discuss and evaluate certain official evidence of the intrusive UFO encounter
experienced on Nov. 17, 1986...by a Japanese flight crew” over Alaska — falls
squarely within the parameters of this search. In reviewing this case, it was the
second prong of Plaintiff’s request that prompted the CIA to reopen the
processing of his request, namely, the request for information “on all other similar
cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly occurring since Nov. 17, 1986.” As
was explained to Plaintiff in CIA’s Sept. 30, 2008 letter, there is no CIA program

to actively collect information on UFOs. However, the letter also acknowledged

12
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that occasionally we may receive reports of sightings of objects in the UFO
category. Accordingly, a search was conducted by CIA for records concerning
“similar cases of airborne UFO encounters” since November 17, 1986. In
addition, notwithstanding that records relating to the alleged 1987 special
meeting at FAA headquarters concerning the November 1986 encounter, if any,
should have been located during the special search for UFO related information
conducted in 1993-94, a new search was conducted for records specifically
relating to the meeting as described by the requester.

PIPD personnel experienced in the tasking of records searches tasked those CIA
directorates reasonably likely to have responsive records, if any existed. PIPD
tasked the Plaintiff’s request to the DI, DS&T, DIR Area, and NCS. These
components were tasked to search through June 15, 2009, the date of the letter
informing requester that the case was being reopened.

As noted above, the DI analyzes, interprets, and forecasts foreign-intelligence
related issues and world events of importance to the United States. The DI made
all reasonable efforts to identify and retrieve any records responsive to Plaintiff’s
FOIA request. The DI searched its central data base, an all-source data base
containing intelligence reports and finished intelligence received and originated
by the CIA, for information on “other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters
reportedly occurring since Nov. 17, 1986.” The following search terms were
used: “UFO”, “UFOS”, and “unidentified flying object or objects.”

Three responsive documents, all originated by other agencies, were located.

Records in the main DI system are disseminated intelligence reports and are not

13
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indexed to retrieve information of the nature requested in item 1 of Plaintiff’s
request. Within the DI, the only component reasonably likely to possess records
relating to the meeting described in requester’s letter would have been the Office
of Scientific and Weapons Besearch (“OSWR™)'®, whose records have been
archived. Such records are indexed only at the folder level. The DI searched
using the following terms “UFO,” “U F O,” “U.F.0.,” as well as “FAA,” “F A
A,” and Federal Aviation Administration. In addition, the search officer looked
for folder titles listing meeting, briefing, roster, or minutes for the same time
period. No responsive records were located.

The DS&T also made all reasonable efforts to identify and retrieve records
responsive to plaintiff’s request. Given the relevant time period, the DS&T
searched archived records of the National Photographic Interpretation Center,
Foreign Broadcast Information Service, Office of Imagery Analysis, bfﬁce of
Technical Services, Office of the Director for S&T, Office of Development and
Engineering, Office of Research and Development and Office of Technical
Collection. The DS&T employed the following search terms: “FAA,” “Federal
Aviation Administration,” “UFO,” “unidentified flying object,” and “Callahan.”

No resporisive records were located.

32. The DCIA Area also made all reasonable efforts to identify and retrieve any

records responsive to plaintiff’s FOIA request. The DCIA Action Center (DAC),

Office of Public Affairs, Open Source Center and Center for the Study of

1 OSWR was formed in 1980 when the Offices of Scientific Intelligence and Weapons

Intelligence were merged. The name of the office was changed in 1995, and the office
was subsequently merged with a number of others during successive reorganizations.
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Intelligence conducted records searches. All components searched for
“unidentified flying objects,” “UFO,” “UFOs,” “FAA,” or “Federal Aviation
Administration.” In addition, the following search terms were used by one or
more components: “UFO encounter,” “Japanese flight crew 1628,” “aviation,”
“meeting at FAA 1987,” “FAA meeting,” “1987 FAA meeting,” “UFO and
Japan,” “UFO and 1628,” “UFO and CIA,” “UFO and 747,” “UFO and
extraterrestrial,” “Callahan.” (The term “unidentified flying object” was also used
in conjunction with other terms when “UFO” is listed in the preceding examples.
In addition, as was noted above, a special search was conducted in 1993-94
regarding UFOs at the request of Director Woolsey. These records are part of the
CIA UFO collection which was offered to the plaintiff in CIA’s initial response.
The search was overseen by the Executive Assistant to the DCI. The DAC
searched all of the records retired as part of this effort (“every single page”), and
CSIindependently reviewed a subset as possibly containing responsive
information. All records were manually reviewed as part of this search. No
responsive records were located. The DAC found no reference to a meeting or
the FAA in 1987 (“or indeed, any other year”) or any documentation regarding
UFO encounters, extra-terrestials, or unexplained flying phenomena from 1986
onward. In addition, the individual who oversaw the 1993-94 search and review
effort as the Executive Assistant to the DCI searched his email concerning this
project for “FAA” and located no responsive documents.

As previously noted, the NCS is responsible for the clandestine collection of

foreign intelligence information. The NCS records system contains information

15
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on persons and entities that are of foreign intelligence or counter-intelligence
interest to the CIA and other United States Government agencies. After
reviewing plaintiff’s FOIA request, NCS responded that its records system was
not set up to search on general subjects or topics such as UFOs. "2

In sum, the CIA tasked those components reasonably likely to possess
information responsive to Plaintiff’s request (if any) to conduct records searches.
The searches were conducted by information management professionals who are
familiar with the records systems of their respective components and who
routinely and regularly conduct searches of these records as part of their
professional responsibilities. These individuals were familiar with Plaintiff’s
request and all such searches were reasonably calculated to locate responsive
records, if any. As indicated above, no documents were located in response to
item (a) (“1987 special meeting at FAA”) of Plaintiff’s request and three records
originated by other government agencies were located in response to item (b)(“all

other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters”).

I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

' Intelligence reports disseminated by NCS (formerly the Directorate of Operations) are
included in the DI records system where they may be searched by topic (and were
searched as part of the DI records search described above.)

2 The Directorate of Support to conduct searches in this case. Given its functions as
CIA’s administrative and support arm, PIPD officers reasonably determined that the DS
was not likely to have records responsive to plaintiff’s request.

16
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Executed this 21* day of January, 2010.

Delores M. Nelson
Information & Privacy Coordinator
Central Intelligence Agency
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7'1"-or a'better Cavaiu!rHl-Spsed lntamet mlexpeﬂence,.use azfqysslﬁ&n}qa b?ow E&gg 23 Zg0 B)
Y _ F-2003 01751 | | Settings | Help | Sigacut (b)(6)

a _'-'_-i["_'l e ; [Search Mall}[Search the Web] Show seacch cotions

[SéndH Sava Deatt] ];B&‘scard,l

To: Jenmfer LHudﬁor{ ] _ (b)(3) NatSecAct
' (B)6) |

hz 8% 90y

Ce: |
Bee: | _
Subject: [Re: FOIA Request re CIA-UFO Cover-up

ﬁ Attachments: '

Labeis | Attach More Files]

Mlgﬁig_q 1

]

THANK YOU, MS. HUDSON, FOR this clarification. Via a signed printout of this e-exchange. I'm
sending my below-quoted FOIA request to Scott Koch, EQIA coomdinatorfortbe 1. S, Central .
Intelligence Agency — for him to conduc the necessary records search within zil relevant CIA
components (t0'include.that compartment in which resides the current versicn of Majestic-12

records), and thereupon to preduce the requésted records within the current FOIA response-time ¢
limits. -~ Larry W. Bryan1 | .+ (b)6)

fa!a—wﬁmm»:ﬁ-.;mm;

On 8122108, Jennifer L Hudsor| wrote: (b)(3) NatSecAct
> Mr. Bryant, z '

* - (b)(6)
'|> Because'ODNI'was not-establistied until April 2008, it is uniikely we would |
-[> have records responsive 16 your request. - The exception would be any ' 4
> FBIS-prcrduae’d documents-that were originated after that date, as covered '

> in your réquest, DF -200800036. i
>1 suggést you send this directly to the CIA if you haven't already done so . ;

[Send] ISaveDraftI [Discard]

Get your mail on your mobile phone af hitp://mail.googie.com/hostedicavtel.net using your phone's web browser.

You are currently using 215-MB (3%) of your 7057 MB
Last.zccount activity: 31 rnmuies ago cn this computer. m_@};
©2008 Gocgle - Tesins of Service - Privacy Policy - Erogram Policies - Google Home

hup - mail google conma‘cavielneihialebwkigSaebi v sbikrniet ltmﬁ?cﬁicb!éci&pr:cv&lh:l TbebSced 1e619as&es=r Page ol )
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nex: ‘[J:'2.'J' .-0‘.0.-1}-)- i S g
et $127.0.0.11) [amnv:.s’d—new, po:t 10026)
ea¢ 13 Aug 2009 -21:12:532. 0400 -(EDT)

6Qt 7 W
"Receiveda; trom’ [86 160.907 135} (dynmic ~66- 180-90-135~d.\.¢lup cavtel.net [66.160.90.135))

by - remdxobl. cavr.e’l net wostts.x] ‘With-ESMTP .id 7117161643
[ Wed, 13- Kug 2009 21 12 24--0-100 (EDT)

: I{Unverified)
& osoﬁzbmcaesuowcbcet&s J.GO -80. 923>
1,15 27 *0400

: "'wre ‘CIA~UFO Cover=up - f5~n:?}f-3"“u
tex‘t p]’.ain, charset-v"us--nscii" :fofmaitu"fldwéd" :

Infomation :Manager - ' ! e

e, ’otfice of-the »D:.::ector of National rntella.qence
Washington, falell "20511

E‘ROM Larry W. Bryant

DATE i~ Augast.z?.. 2008 {&E

John J. Calla.han —— & rét:.red'U. s. I"ederal Aviation Admimstrat:.on

personnél- fraﬁ
meut:.ng 'S conc}l:us
never: ha.ppened. W

Accordingly, I.'_-
fcrllow;nq CIh—re eiw

{1} J\s pertain to t.he convenmg, '.":afr.endance :oster. br:.eﬁngs,
minutes; and: a1l -other ‘related” dammentation of -theabove-identified
meeting;

(2} as. pertain Jt.o “all other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters
reportedly: occurr:l.ng’ :since™ Nbv‘ S o 1336, to date.

Since I submit t‘.his :equest as .a representative of the news media
(principally as a.colitmnist -for the. monthly newsstand periodical "UFO
Magazine"), I ask’ ‘that: “you- H’I.‘LVG .all . -records-search/review fees
incident- to. your fnlf:.].hng ~this- request. - For -a-sampling of my
free-lance- publ:tcatinn credits, see the author's blog at

http: anoview sterous com .

Bditor, Us‘o Hagazine _
chaimn, Select Committee on Intelligence, U. S. Senate

Chairman, Committee on Science and Technology, U. 5. House of Representatives
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. Central Intelligence Agency

September 30, 2008

Mr. Larry W. Bryant (b)(6)

|

Reference: F-2008-01781
Dear Mr. Bryant:

This is a final response to your 23 August 2008 Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) request, received in the office of the Information and Privacy Coordinator on
28 August 2008, for the following CTA-received and CIA-generated records:

(1) As pertain to the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes,
and all other related documentation of the 1987 special meeting at
FAA headquarters in Washington, D.C.;

(2) As pertain to all other similar cascs of airborne UFO encounters
reportedly occurring since Nov. 17, 1986, to date.

We have assigned your request the reference number above. Please use this number when
corresponding so that we can identify it easily.

On the general subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs), there is no
organized CIA effort to do research in connection with UFQ phenomena, nor has there
been an organized effort to collect intelligence on UFOs since the 1950s. At that time, the
Air Force, specifically the Air Technical Intelligence Center at Wright Patterson Air Force
Base, had the primary responsibility for the investigation of all reports of UFO sightings.
The CIA’s role was in connection with a Scientific Advisory Panel, established to
investigate and evaluate reports of UFOs. The panel was concerned only with any aspect
of UFO phenomena which might prove to present a potential threat to the United States
national security. The panel later issued a report of its findings, the Report of the
Scientific Panel on Unidentified Flying Objects dated 17 January 1953, also known as the
Robertson Report. The report was released by the Air Force Office of Public Information
on 9 April 1958. The Air Force investigation, called Project Bluebook, was terminated in
1969. We understand that the Air Force turned its records on this subject over to the
National Archives and Records Administration where they are currently available for
inspection and purchase. There is currently no CIA program to actively collect
information on UFOs, although since the time of the Robertson Report there have been
sporadic instances of correspondence dealing with the subject, and we occasionally receive
various kinds of reports of sightings of objects in the UFO category.
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As of this date, however, the Agency has released to numerous previous requesters
1,022 pages of UFO-related documents under the FOIA. Most of this material was located
as a result of a previous search for records conducted on behalf of an earlier requester for
information regarding UFOs up through 1979, and as a result of a recent updated search
for records conducted on behalf of an earlier requester for information regarding UFOs
from 1979 through 15 March 1990. Any releasable material as a result of these earlier,
thorough searches is included in this package. These documents are not indexed, and most
of the material deals with matters rélated to the report by the Scientific Advisory Panel.
We should advise you that most of the reports dealing with the UFO sightings considered
by the Panel originated with other government agencies such as the Air Force, and that
much of the later CIA-originated reports concern sightings as reported in the foreign news
media. In accordance with our enclosed fee schedule, the material referred to above costs
ten cents per page less the first 100 pages as a requester in the “all other” category.

Also, as a result of former Director Woolsey’s 14 December 1993 radio interview,
a recent further release of 1,757 pages has been made bringing the total amount of pages to
2,779. Therefore, should you wish to purchase this package, please send us your check or
money order for' US$267.90 to me, made payable to the Treasurer of the United States and
cite the reference number above to ensure proper credit to your account.

You also have the option of reviewing the initial release of 991 pages on the CIA’s
electronic FOIA intemet site. The access for this site via homepage URL is:

Tittp:\\www.foia.ucia.gov.

I must consider your request for a fee waiver under the standards the Agency FOIA
regulations outline, which you will find at Part 1900 of Title 32 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR). I have reviewed your request under those standards and determined
that your petition does not meet them because disclosing the information you seek is
already in the public domain and its re-release would not likely contribute significantly to
public understanding of the operations and activities of the United States Government. [
therefore deny your request for a fee waiver. -

You may appeal this decision, in my care, within 45 days from the date of this
letter. Should you choose to appeal the denial of your request for a fee waiver, you are
encouraged to provide an explanation supporting your appeal. Agency regulations also
specify that if the Agency has started to process a request, the Agency may only accept an
appeal of a fee waiver denial if the requester agrees to be responsible for the costs in the
event of an adverse administrative or judicial decision. '
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_ In an effort to assist you further, enclosed is a copy of an article from the CIA’s
internal magazine Studies in Intelligence, Summer 1997, entitled “CIA’s Role in the Study
of UFOs, 1947-90.” This item is being provided at no cost since it is under 100 pages. We
trust that the information enclosed and that provided above will be helpful.

Delores M. Nelson
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Enclosure
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While Agency concern over
UFOs was substantial until
the early 1950s, CIA has
since paid only limited and
peripheral attention to the
phenomena.

9

Gerald K. Haines is the National
Reconnaissance Office historian.

An extrzordinary 95 percenc of all
Americans have at least heard or read
something about Unidencificd Flying
Objects (UFOs), and 57 percenc
believe chey are real.! Former US
Presidencs Carter and Reagan claim
to have seen a UFO. UFOlogists—a
neologism for UFO buffs—and pri-
vace UFO otganizations are found
throughout the United States. Many
are convinced thac the US Govern-
menc, and particularly CIA, are
engaged in a massive conspiracy and
coverup of the issue. The idea that
CIA has secredy concealed its
research into UFOs has been 2 major
theme of UFO buffs since the mod-
ern UFO phenomena emerged in che
laze 1940s.2

In late 1993, after being pressured by
UFOlogists for the release of addi-
tional CIA information on UFOs,?
DCI R James Woalsey ordered
anocher review of all fileson
UFQs. Using CIA records compiled
from chat review, this study wraces
CIA incerest and involvement in the
UFO concroversy from the late 1940s
to 1990. [c chronologically examines
the Agency's efforts o solve the mys-
tery of UFOs, its programs that had,
an impact on UFO sightings, and its
attempts to conceal CIA involvement
in the endre UFQ issie. Whae
emerges from this examination is thac,
while Agency concarn over UFOs was
subsaantial undl the carly 1950s, CIA -
has since paid only limiced and periph-
eral awendon to the phenomena.

Bad:gruund

The emergence in 1947 of the Cold
War confronmtion between the

RerAGE

CIA’s Role in the Study of UFOs, 1947-90 S |

United States and the Soviet Univa
alsa saw che first wave of UFQ sighe-
ings. The first repore of a *flying
saucer” over cthe United Stares came
on 24 Juae 1947, when Kennerh
Arnold, a privace pilot and repurable
businessman, while looking for a
downed plane sighted nine disk-
shaped objeces near Me. Rainiet,
Washington, craveling ac an estimared
speed of over 1,000 mph. Arnold's
report was followed by 2 flood of addi-
tional sightings, including reports
from military and civilian pilots and
air craffic conrrollers all over the
United States.* In 1948, Air Force.
Gen. Nathan Twining, head of the
Air Technical Service Command,
established Project SIGN (inicially
named Project SAUCER) to collecr,
collace, evaluate, and disuribuce wichin.
the government all informacion relac-
ing to such sightings, on the premise
that UFOs mighe be real and of

nacional security concern.? ..

The Technical Intelligence Division |
of the Air Macerial Command
(AMC) ac Wrighe Field (later
Wrighc-Parterson Air Force Base) in
Dayron, Ohio, assumed concrol of
Project SIGN and its wock on
23 January 1948. Alchough ac firsc
fearful thac the objects mighc be
Saviet secrec weapans, the Air Force
soon concluded that UFOs were real
buc easily explained and noc excraor-
dinary. The Air Force report found
thac almost all sightings stemmed
from one or more of three causes:
mass hysteria and hallucinacion,
hoax, or misinterpretation of known
objects, Nevertheless, the report rec-

. ommended continued milicary

intelligence-control over the investi-
gation of all sighcings and did noc

L*] 1999 &7
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rule our che possibility of extrarerres-
trial phenomena. ¢

Amid mounting UFQ sighdngs, the
Air Force continued to colleet and
evaluate UFO dat in the lace 1940s
under 2 new project, GRUDGE,
which tried to alleviace public anxiery
aver UFOs via a public relations cam-
paiga designed co persuzde the public
thac UFOs constituted nothing
unusual or extraordinary. UFO sighe-
ings were explained as balloons,
conventional aircraft, planets, mete-
ors, opdcal illusions, solar reflections,
or even “large hailstones.” GRUDGE
officials found no evidence in UFO
sightings of advanced foreign weapons
ign or development, and chey con-
cluded that UFOs did not threaten
US sceurity. They recommended thac
the project be reduced in scope
because the very existence of Air

Foree official interest encouraged peo-,

ple to believe in UFOs and
contribuced to 2 “war hysteria” atmo-

. sphere. On 27 December 1949, the

Air Focce announced the project’s
termination.”

Wich increased Cold War tensions,
the Korean war, and concinued UFQ
sightings, USAF Direcvor of Incelli-
gence Maj. Gen. Charles P. Cabell
ordered 2 new UFQ project in 1952.
Projece BLUE BOOK became the
major Air Force effort to study the
UFO phenomenon throughour the
1950s and 1960s.® The task of idenci-
fying and explining UFOs concinued
to Bl on the Air Material Commmd.
at Wrighe-Pacterson. Wich a small
seaff, che Air Technical Intelligence
Center (ATIC) tried to persuade the
public chac UFOs were noc extraordi-
nary.’ Projects SIGN, GRUDGE,
and BLUE BOOK set the tone for
the official US Government position_
regarding UFOs for the next 30 years.

Early CIA Concerns, 1947-52.

CIA dosely monitoted the Air Force
effore, aware of the mounting number
of sightings and increasingly con-
cerned thar UFOs mighe pose 2
potential securicy threat. '° Given che
discribucion of the sightings, CIA offi-
cials in 1952 questioned whether chey
mighe reflect "midsummer

madness.”" ! Agency officials accepred
the Air Force's conclusions about
UFO teporrs, although they con-
cluded char “since there is 2 remore
possibility that they may be interplan-
ctary aircraft, it is necessary to
investigace each sighting.”"?

A massive buildup of sightings over
the United Seates in 1952, especially
in July, larmed the Truman adminis-
tration. On 19 and 20 July, cadar
scopes ac Washingroa Nacional Air-
port and Andrews Air Force Base
wacked mysterious blips. On 27 July,
the blips reappeared. The Air Force
scrambled intercepror aireraft to inves-
tigae, buc chey found noching. The
incidents, however, caused headlines
across the country. The Whice House
wanted to know what was happening,
and the Air Force quickly offered the
explanation that the radar blips might
be che result of “temperature
inversions.” Later, 2 Civil Acronautics
Administration investigacion con-
fiemed chac such radar blips were
quite common and were caused by
temperacure inversions. '

Although it had monitored UFO
reports foc at lease chree years, CIA
reacted to the new rash of sightings by
forming 2 special study group within
the Office of Scientific [acelligence
(OSI) and che Office of Cucrenc Incel-
ligence (OCI) to review the
sicuation.' Edward Tauss, acting

~...chigf of QSI's Weapons and Equip-

menc Division, reported foc che group

Approved for Release: 2025/06/11 C07083374

thac most UFO sightings could be eas-
ily explained. Nevertheless, he
recommended chat the Agency con-
tinue monitoring the problem, in
coordinacion wich ATIC. He also
urged thac CIA conceal its interesc
from the media and the public, *in
vtcw of their probab!c alarmisc cenden-
cies” to accepe such incerest as
confirming che existence of UFQs.

Upon receiving the report, Depury
Direcror for [acelligence (DDI) Rob-
ert Amory, Jr. assigned cesponsibilicy
for the UFO investigacions co OS['s
Physics and Elecxronics Division,
with A. Ray Gordon as che officer in
charge. ' Each branch in the division
was to contribute to the investgacion,
and Gordon was to cocrdinate closely
wich ATIC. Amory, who asked che
group to focus on the national secu-
ricy implicadons of UFOs, was

telaying DCI Walter Bedell Smich’s
concerns. 7 Smith wanted to know
whether or not the Air Focee investiga-
tion of flying saucers was sufficiencly
objective and how much more money
and manpower would be necessary o
derermine the cause of che small pec-
cenaage of unexplained flying saucers:
Smich believed “there was only one
chance in 10,000 thac the phenome-
non posed a threac to che securicy of
the councery, buc even thac chance
could noc be taken." According ro
Smich, ic wds CIA's responsibilicy by
statute to coordinace the intelligence
effort required co solve the problem.
Smith also wanted to know what use
could be made of the UFO phenome-
non in connection wich US
psychological warfare effores. '*

Led by Gordon, the CIA Study
Group met with Air Focce officials ac
Wrighe-Pacterson and reviewed cheir
daca and findings. The Air Force
claimed that 90 percenc of the
teported sightings were easily
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Amateur photographs of alleged UFOs
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accounted for. The ocher 10 percent .

were characeerized 2s “a number of
incredible reports from credible
observers.” The Air Force rejected
the cheories thac the sightings
involved US or Soviet secrer weapons
development or thac they involved
men from Mars™; there was no evi-
‘dence to support these concepes.
The Air Force bricfers soughe o
explain chese UFO repores as the mis-
i tion of known objects or
licde understood natural
phenomena.'? Air Force and CIA
officials agreed char outside knowl-
edge of Agency interest in UFOs
would make the problem more
serious.® This concealment of CIA
interest concributed gready two lacer
charges of 2 CIA conspiracy and
coverup.

The CIA Scudy Group also searched
the Soviet press for UFQ reports, buc
found none, causing the group to
conclude chat the abseace of reports
had to have been the resulc of delibec-
ate Soviet Governmene policy. The
group also envisioned the USSR's
possible use of UFOs as a psychologi-
al warface tool. In addition, chey
worried thar, if the US air warning
system should be deliberately over-
loaded by UFQ sightings, the Soviets
might gain a surprise advantage in
any nuclear actack.?

Because of the tense Cold War sicua-
tion and increased Soviet
capabilicies, cthe CIA Scudy Group
saw serious nadonal securicy con-
cerns in che flying saucer situacion,
The group believed chat the Soviers
could use UFQ repores co touch off
mass hysteria and panic in the
Undited States. The graup also
believed thac the Soviees might use
UFO sighdings co overload the US
aur warning system so thac ic could
not distinguish real cargets from

| : 3 -t I.
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Because of the tense Cold
War situation and
increased Soviet
capabilities, the CIA Study
Group saw serious national
security concerns in the
flying saucer situation.

29

phantom UFQs. H. Marshall Chad-
well, Assistanc Director of OSI,
added chac he considered che prob-
lem of such importance “thac ic
should be brought to the aceadion of
the Nadonal Security Council, in
order that 2 communitywide coordi-
nated effort cowards it solution may
be initiated.™®

Chadwell bricfed DCI Smich on the
subject of UFOs in December 1952.
He urged action because he was con-
vinced chat “something was going on
that must have immediate accendion”
and that “sightings of unexplained
objects ac geeac alticudes and cravel-
ing ac high speeds In the vicinirty of
major US defense insulladons ace of
such nature thac chey are noc aceribuc-
able to natucal phenomena or known
cypes of aerial vehicles.” He drafted
2 memorandum from the DCI o che
National Securicy Council (NSC)

and a proposed NSC Direcive escab-

lishing the investigation of UFOs as
2 priority project throughout the
intelligence and che defense research
and development communicy.
Chadwell also urged Smith to estab-
lish an external research project of
top-level sciencists to scudy the prob-
lem of UFQs.** Afcer chis briefing,
Smich directed DDI Amory o pre-
pare 2 NSC Incelligence Directive
(NSCID) for submission to che NSC
on the need o concinue che invesciga-
tion of UFOs and to coordinate such

invessigatioris with the Air Force.
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On 4 December 1952, che Incelli-
gence Advisory Commitcee (1AC)
wook up the issuc of UFOs, % Amory,
as acting chairman, presenced DCI
Smich's request o the commictee
thac it informally discuss the subject
of UFOs. Chadwell then bricfly
reviewed che situacion 2nd che actve
program of the ATIC relating to
UFOs. The commirttee agreed thac
the DCI should “enlist che secvices *
of selected scientists to review and
apptaise the available evidence in the
light of pertinent sciendific theories”
and draft an NSCID on the
subject.”? Maj. Gen. John A. Sam-
ford, Director of Air Force
Intelligence, offered full
coopecation. '

At the same time, Chadwell looked
into Brirish effores in this area. He
learned che British also were acdve in
scudying che UFO phenomena. An
eminenc Bricish sciendse, R. V. Jones,
headed 2 sunding commiteee created
in June 1951 on flying saucers.

Jones’ and his commitree’s conclu-
sions on UFOs were similar o chose
of Agency officials: the sightings
were noc enemy aircraft bur miscepee-
sencations of natural phenomena.
The Bricish noted, however, thac dur-
ing a tecen air show RAF piloes and
senioc military officials had observed
a “perfect flying saucer.” Given the
press response, according to the
officer, Jones was having 2 most diffi-
cult dme teying co correct public
opinion regarding UFOs. The public
was convinced they were real. ®

[n January 1953, Chadwell and H. P.
Roberson, 2 noted physicist from che
California [nstituce of Technology.
put tagether a distinguished panel of
aonmilitary selendises co scudy the
UEQskue. Icincluded Roberton as

7
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chairman; Samuel A. Goudsmic, 2
nuclear physicist from the Brookhaven
Nacional Laboratories; Luis Alvarez, 2
high-cnergy physicisg; Thornten Page,
the deputy director of the Johas Hop-
kins Operadions Research Office and
an experc on radar and electronics; and
Llayd Berkner, a director of the
Brookhaven Nadional Laboratories and

a specialist in geophysics.

The charge to the panel was to review
the available evidence on UFOs 2nd
to consider che possible dangers of the
phenomena ta US national securicy.
The panel mer from 14 to 17 January
1953, It reviewed Air Force dacaon
UFQ case histories and, after spend-
ing 12 hours studying the
phenomena, declared that reasonable
explanations could be suggesced for
most, if noc all, sighdngs. Foc exam-
ple, after reviewing morion-picture
film taken of 2 UFO sighting neac
Tremoncon, Urah, on 2 July 1952
and onc near Greac Falls, Monwna, -
on 15 August 1950, che panel con-
cluded d\ftu:lt:c images omc
Tremoncon film were caused by sun-
light reflecting off seagulls and chac
the images ac Greac Falls were sua-
light reflecting off the surface of two
Air Force interceprors.?!

The panel concluded unanimously
thac there was no evidence of a direct
threat to national security in the UFO
sightings. Nor could the panel find
any evidence thar the objects sighted
mighe be extracerrestrials. [cdid find
thac condnued emphasis on UEQ
reporting might chreacen “cthe orderly
functioning” of the governmenc by
clogging the chanaels of communica-
tion with irrelevanc repores and by

- inducing “hysterical mass behavior”
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UFQ phenomena and use chem to dis-
rupe US air defenses.

To meer these problems, the panel rec-
emmended thac the National Securicy
Council debunk UFO reports and
inscitute 2 policy of public education
to reassure the public of che lack of
evidence behind UFOs. It suggested
using the mass media, adverzising,
business clubs, schools, and even the
Disncy. corporation to ge the

across. Reporting ac the heighc of
McCarthyism, the panel also recom-
mended chac such privace UFQ
groups s the Civilian Flying Saucer
Iavestigators in Los Angeles and the
Acrial Phenomena Research Organiza-
tion in Wisconsin be monirored for
subversive activities.

The Robertson panel's condlusions
were scrikingly similar to those of the
.earlier Air Focce project reports on
SIGN and GRUDGE and to chose of
che CIA's own OSI Seudy Group. All
investigative groups found that UFO
reports indicated no direct chreac o
national security and no evideace of
visics by extracercestrials.

Following che Robertson panel find-
ings, the Agency abandoned efforts to

" deafean NSCID on UFOs.** The Sci-

entific Advisory Panel on UFQs (the
Roberwson panel) submitred ics report
to the [AC, the Secrerary of Defense,
the Director of the Federal Civil
Defense Administracion, and che
Chairman of the National Securicy
Resources Board. CIA officials said
no furcher consideration of the sub-
ject appeared warranted, although
they continued to monitor sightings
in che incerest of nacional security.
Philip Strong and Fred Duranc from

flying saucers carefully restricred, not-
ing noc only chat the Robertson panel
report was classified buc also chacany
mention of CIA sponsorship of the
panel was fotbidden. This acticude
would later cause the Agency major
problems relating co its credibiliry. *

The 1950s: Fading CIA lateresc in
UFOs

Afcer the report of the Robertson
pand, Agency officials puc the entice
issue of UFOs on the back bumer. In
May 1953, Chadwell eransferred chief
responsibility for keeping abreast of
UFOs to OSI's Physics and Electronic
Division, while the Applied Science
Division continued to provide any nec-
essary suppore.’? Todos M. Odarenko,
chief of the Physics and Electronics
Division, did not want to take on the
prablem, contending thac it would
require oo much of his division’s ana-
lytic and clerical dme. Given the
findings of the Robertson panel, he
proposed to consider che project “inac-
tive” and to devote only one analyst
part-time and a file dlerk to maincain 2
refecence file of the activities of che Air
Force and other agencies on UFQOs.
Neicher che Navy nor the Army
showed much interest in UFOs,
according to Odarenko.

A nonbeliever in UFQOs, Odarenko
soughc to have his division relieved of
the responsibilicy for monitoring UFO
reports. [n 1955, for example, he rec-
ommended that the entire project be
terminated because no new informa-
tion concerning UFQs had surfaced.
Besides, he argued, his division wa¥ fac-
ing a serious budget reduction and

could not spare the resources.?? Chad-

harmful 1o constituted auchoricy. .. . =~ OS[ also briefed the Office of
“7s..The panel also worried that pocendial... National Estimates on the findings.”
- < FEemies concemplating an awack ot = 1A officials wanted knowledge of
the Uniced Scates mighe exploic the any Agency interest in the subject of

well and other Agency officials,

‘however, continued ta worry about

UEQs. OF special coneern wele@ver:" .
seas repores of UFQ sightdngsand

! 7
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claims thac German engineers held by ~

the Soviets were developing a “flying
saucer” 25 2 future weapon of war.

To most US political and milicary
leaders, the Sovier Union by the mid-
19505 had become a dangerous oppo-
nenc. Sovict progress in nuclear
wezpons and guided missiles was par-
tculady afarming. In the summer of
1949, the USSR had detonated an
atomic bomb, [n August 1953, only
ninc months after the United Staces
tested 2 hydrogen bomb, the Soviecs
deronated one. In the spring of
" 1953, 2 top seeret RAND Corpora-
tion study also pointed ouc the
vulnerbilicy ofSAC bases o 2 sur-
prise actack by Soviec long-range
bombers. Concern over the danger
of 2 Soviet attack on the United
Scates condinued to grow, and UFO
sightings added to che uneasiness of

us pollqnnakeu.‘

Mounding repoces of UFOs over casc-
era Eucope and Afghanistan also
prompted concern that the Soviets
were making rapid progress in chis
area. CIA officials knew thac the
Bricish and Canadians were :lrady
experimenting with “flying saucers.”
Project Y was a Canadian-British-US
developmenal operation to produce
a nonconvencional flying-saucer-type
aireraft, and Agency officials feared
the Soviers were testing similar
devices. "t

Adding to the concern was a flying
saucer sighcing by US Senator
Richard Russell and his party while
traveling on a train in che USSR in
October 1955. Afer extensive incer-
views of Russell and his group,

however, CIA afficials concluded
thac Russcll's sighting did noc sup-

port the cheory that the Soviees had
developed saucerlike or unconven-
tlcml.ur- rrafe. Herberr Scoville, Je.,

66
BLUE BOOK investigators
were able to attribute many
UFO sightings to U-2
flights.

39

the Assistane Direcror of OSI, wrote
chac the objects absceved probably
were normal jet aiceraft in a sceep
dimb.®?

Wilton E. Lexow, head of che CIA's
Applied Sciences Division, was also
skeprical. He quesdoned why the
Soviets were continuing to develop
conventional-type aircraft if they had
a “flying saucer.”® Scoville asked
Lexow to assume responsibilicy for
fully assessing the capabilities and
limications of nonconvendonal air-
craft and to mainmin the OSI cencral
file on che subjece of UFOs.

CIA's U-2 and OXCART as UFOs

[n November 1954, CIA had entered
inco the world of high technology
with its U-2 overhead reconnaissance
project. Working with Lockheed's
Advanced Development fcility in
Bucbank, California, known as the
Skunk Works, and Kelly Johnson, an
eminenc 2eronaucical engineer, the

Agency by August 1955 was testing a

high-alcitude experimenal aircraft—
the U-2. It could fly ar 60,000 fee;
tn the mid-1950s, most commercial
airliners flew becween 10,000 feec
and 20,000 fect. Consequently,

ance the U-2 saarred test flights, com-
mercial pilacs and air traffic
contrallers began reporting a large
increase in UFQ sightings. ¥ (U)

The early U-2s were silver (chey were
lacer painted black) and reflected che
rays from che sun, especially ac sun--
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rise and sunser. They often appeared
as fiery objects to observers below.
Air Force BLUE BOOK investiga-
tors aware of the secrec U-2 ﬁigf
tried to explain away such sighcings
by linking chem to nactural phenom-
ena such 2s ice crystals and
temperacure inversions. By checking
with the Agency's U-2 Project Swaff
in Washington, BLUE BOOK inves-
tigators were able to aceribuce many
UFQ sighcings to U-2 flighs. They
were » however, not to reveal
the crue cause of che sighcing to the
public.

According co later estimaces from
CIA officials who worked on the U-
2 peoject and che OXCART (SR-71,
ot Blackbird) project, over half of all
UFQ cepors fr rom the late 1950s
through the 1960s were accounced
for by manned reconnaissance flighes
(namely the U-2) over the United
Sates.”® This led che Air Force to
make mislezding and decepdve stace-
menes co the public in ocder to allay
public fears and to protect an extrzor-
dinarily sensitive national securicy
project. While perhaps juscified, chis
deceprion added fuel o the lacer con-
spiracy theories and che coverup
controversy of the 1970s. The per-
centage of what the Air Force
considered unexplained UFO sighe-
ings fell 0 5.9 percentin 1955 and
w 4 percenc in 1956.4

At the same time, pressure was build-
ing for the release of che Roberwson
pand reparc on UFOs. In 1956,
Edward Ruppele, former head of the
Air Force BLUE BOOK project,
publicly revealed che existence of che
panel. A besc-selling book by UFOL-
ogist Donald Keyhoe, a reticed
Marine Corps major, advocated
release of all government informa-
tpn selating o UFQs. Civilian e

, “-UFO-g:ougs«wch as the National®"
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[nvestigations Committee on Aerial
Phenomena (NICAP) and che Aerial
Phenomena Research Organization
(APRO) immediately pushed for
release of the Robertson panel
repor.” Under pressure, che Air
Force approached CIA for permission
to declassify and release the report.
Despice such pressure, Philip Scrong,
Depugy Assisant Direcror of OSE,
refused to declassify che report and
declined to disclose CIA sponsorship
of the panel. As an alternacive, the
Agency prepared a sanitized version of
the repore which deleted any reference
to CIA and avoided mention of any
psychological warfare potential in che
UFQ controversy.

The demands, however, for more gov-
ernment information abouc UFOs did
not lec up. On 8 March 1958, Key-
hoe, in an incerview with Mike
Wallace of CBS, claimed decp CIA
involvemenc with UFOs and
sponsorship of che Robertson panel.
This prompted 2 series of leteets o
the Agency from Keyhoe and Dr.
Leon Davidson, a chemical engineer
and UFQOlogisc, They demanded che
release of the full Robercson panel
ceport and confirmation of CIA
involvement in the UFQ issue.
Davidson had convinced himself thac
che Agency, nor the Air Force, carried
most of the responsibilicy for UFO
analysis and chac “the activities of the
US Government are responsible foc
che flying saucer sighrings of che lasc
decade.” Indeed, because of che
undisclosed U-2 and OXCART
ﬂighr.'l. Davidson was closer to the
teuth chan he suspected. Cl, neverthe-
less held fiem co its policy of not
revealing ics role in UFO investiga-
tions and refused to declassify che full
Robertson panel reporr.®?

In 2 meeting with Air Focce represenca-
cives to discuss how to handle future

74

inquires such as Keyhoe's and David-
son's, Agency officials confirmed their
opposition to the declassification of
the full report and worried that Key-
hoe had the ear of former DCI VAdm.
Roscoe Hillenkoetter, who served on
the board of governors of NICAP,
They debaced whecher to have CIA
General Counsel Lawrence R Hous-
ton show Hillenkoeaer the reporcas 2
possible way to defuse the situacion.
CIA officer Frank Chapin also hinced
thag Davidson mighe have ulterior
modives, “some of them pechaps not
in the best inceres of this country,”
and suggested bringing in the FBI o
investigate,® the record is
unclear whether the FBI ever insd-
tuted an investigadon of Davidson or
Keyhoe, or whether Houston ever saw
Hillenkoetter about the Roberson
report, Hillenkoerter did resign from
the NICAP in 1962.%

The Agency was also involved wich
Davidson and Keyhoe in two racher
famous UFQ cases in the 19505,
which helped contribute to 2 growing
sense of public distrust of CIA with
regard to UFQOs. One focused on
what was reported to have been 2 tape
recocding of a radio signal from a fly-
ing saucer; the other on reported
photographs of a flying saucer. The -
“radio code” incidenc began inno-

" cently enough in 1955, when owo
. eldecly sisters in Chicago, Mildred

and Marie Maier, reported in the four-
nal of Space Flight their experiences
with UFQs, including the recording
of a cadio program in which an uni-

dencified code was teportedly heard.

The siscers taped the program and
acher ham radio aperators also
‘claimed co have heard the "space mes-
sage.” OSI became interested and -
asked the Scientific Conaact Branch
td obain 2 copy of the recording.

& X
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Field officers from the Conrace Divi-
sion (CD), one of whom was Dewelc
Walker, made contact with the Maier
sisters, who were “chrilled thacche
goverament was interesced,” and ser
up 2 dme ¢o mect with them. In rry-
ing to secure the tape recording, the
Agency officers reported thac they had
scumbled upon a scene from Arenic
and Old Lace. “The only thing lack-
ing was che elderberry wine,” Walker
abled Headquarters. After reviewing
the sisters” scrapbook of clippings
from theic days on the stage, che offic-
ers secured 2 copy of the recording. ™
OSI analyzed che rape and found ic
was nothing more than Morse code
from 2 US radio stadion.

The maceer rested there uncil
UFOlogist Leon Davidson calked
with the Maier sisters in 1957: The
sisters remembered they had calked
with 2 Mr. Walker who said he was
from the US Air Force. Davidson
then wrote to a Me. Walker, believing
him to be 2 US Air Force Incelligence
Officer from Wrighe-Partesson, to ask
if the tape had been analyzed ac
ATIC. Dewecle Walker ceplied o
Davidson that the ape had been for-
warded to proper auchoricies for
evaluarion, and no informacion was
available concerning the resules. Noc
satisfied, and suspecting that Walker
was really a CIA officer, Davidson
next wrote DCI Allen Dulles demand-
ing to learn wha the coded message
revealed and who Mt, Walker was. "
The Agency, waating to keep
Walker's identicy as a CIA employee
secrer, replied thac anocher agency of
the government had analyzed the tape

- in question and that Davidson would -

be heacing from the Air Force, On
$ August, the Air Force wrote David-
son saying that Walker “was and is an

.--Air Force Officec” and chac che tape
+*Wag3nalyzed by another governmentc

organization.” The Air Force lecter

Approved for Release: 2025/06/11 C07083374



c07083374

confirmed thac the recording con- -
mined only idencifiable Morse code
which came from 2 known US-
licensed mdio station.”

Davidson wroce Dulles again. This
time he wanted 20 know the idendrcy
of the Morse operator and of the

chat had conducted the analy-
sis. CIA and che Air Force were now
in 2 quandary. The Agency had pre-
‘viously denied that it had actually
analyzed che cape. The Air Fores had
also denied analyzing che tapé and

claimed that Walker was an Alr Foree -

officer. CIA officers, under cover,
contacted Davidson in Chicago and
promised to gee the code ranslation
and the idencification of the eransmic-
cex, if possible. .

In another acvempr to pacify David-
son, 2 CIA officer, again under cover
and wearing his Air Force uniform, ~
conacted Davidson in New Yock
City. The CIA officer explained chac
there was no super agency involved
aad thac Air Force policy was not to
disclose who was doing what, While
seeming to accepe chis argument,
Davidson nevertheless pressed for dis-
closure of the recording message and
the source. The officer agreed 1o see
what he could do.” Afer checking
with Headquarrers, the CIA officer
phoaed Davidson to report thacz
thorough check had been made and,
because the signal was of known US
origin, the tape and the notes made
at the dme had been destroyed to
conserve file space.®

Incensed over what he perceived was
2 runaround, Davidson told the CIA
officer thac “he and his agency,
whichever ic was, were accing like
Jimmy Hoffz and the Teamster

6%

Agency officials felt the
need to keep informed on
UFO:s if only to alert the

DCI to the more
sensational UFO reports
and flaps.

29

Union in destroying records which
mighe indict chem., e Belicving chac
any more concace with Davidson
would only encourage more specula-
tion, the Conract Division washed is
hands of che issue by reporting to the’
DCI and to ATIC char ic would nat
respond to or try to contact Davidson
again.® Thus, 2 minor, rather
bizarre incident, handled poarly by
both CIA and the Air Focee, rurned
into 2 major flap that added fud to
the growing mystery succounding
UFOQs and CIA's role in their

investigadon.

Another minar flap a few months
lacer added to che growing questions
surcounding the Agency's true role
with regard co flying saucers. CIA's
concern over secrecy again made mat-
ters worse. [n 1958, Major Keyhoe
charged that the Agency was deliber-
ately asking eyewitnesses of UFOs
not ¢o make cheir sighdings public.

The incident stemmed from a
Navember 1957 request from OSI to
the CD ¢o obain from Ralph C.
Mayher, a photographer for KYW-
TV in Cleveland, Ohio, certain pho-
tographs he cook in 1952 of an
unidentified flying object. Hacey
Real, 2 CD officer, contacted May-
her and obtained capies of the

‘pharographs for analysis. Oa 12

December 1957, Joha Hazen,
another CD officer, ceturned the five
photographs of the alleged UFO w0

Mayher wichous comment. Mayher

asked Hazen for the Agency's evalua-

LIRY
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tion of the photos, aplumng that he
was crying o organize 2 TV program
to brief the public on UFOs, He
wanted to mention on the show thac
2 US incelligence organization had
viewed the photographs and thoughr
them of interest. Aldhough he
advised Mayher not to take this
approach, Hazen staced thas Mayher
was a US citizen and would have o
make his owa decision as o what to
do.®

Keyhoe later concacted Mayher, who

-told him his story of CIA and the

phorographs. Keyhoe then asked the
Agency w confirm Hazen's cmploy-
ment in wridag, in an efforc co
expose CIA’s role in UFQ investiga-
dons. The Agency refused, despite

- the fact chac CD field cepresencarives

were normally overt and carried cre-
depuials idendifying their Agency
association. DCI Dulles's aide, John
S. Eacmaa, mecely senc Keyhoe £
noacommitcal lecter noting thac,
because UFOs were of primary con-
ceen w0 the Department of the Air
Force, the Agency had refecred his
lecter to the Air Focce for an appro-
priate response. Like the response o
Davidson, the Agency reply w Key-
hoc only fueled the speculation that
the Agency was deeply involved in
UFQ sightings. Pressure for release
of CIA informacion an UFOs coatin-
ued o grow.*

Although CIA had a declining incer-
escin UFQ cases, ic continued co
monitor UFO sightings. Agency offi-
cials fele the need to keep informed

on UFQs if only to alert the DCl 1o
the moce sensational UFQ reports
and flaps.%
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The 1960s: Declining CIA Involye-
ment and Mounting Controversy

In the early 19605, Keyhae, David-
son, and other UFOlogists
mainained their assaule oa che
Agency for release of UFO informa-
don, Davidson now claimed chac
CIA “was solely responsible for creac-
ing che Flying Saucer furor as a tool
for cold war psychological warfare
since 1951." Despice calls for Con-
gressional hearings and che release of
all macerials relating co UFOs, licde
changed. -

In 1964, however, following high-
level White Hause discussions on
whar to do if an alien intelligence was
discovered in space and 2 new ouc-
break of UFO reports and sightings,
DCI John McCone asked for an
updaced CIA evaluation of UFOs.
Responding to McCone's request,
OSI asked che CD to obain various
tecenc samples and reports of UFQ
sightings from NICAP, Wich Key-
hae, onc of the founders, no longs:
acrive in the organizacion, CIA offic-
ers mee with Richard H. Hall, che
acting director. Hall gave the officers
samples from the NICAP dabase on
the most recenc sighrings.® -

Afeer OSI officers had reviewed the
material, Donald F. Chamberlain,
QSI Assistant Director, assured
McCone that little had changed since
the early 1950s. There was scill no evi-
dence chat UFOs were a threac to che
securicy of the United States o thac
they were of “foreign origin.” Cham-
berlain told McCone thac OSI still
monitored UFQ reports, including
the official Air Force investigation,
Project BLUE BOOK.9

At the same time thar CIA was con-
“ducting this latest incernal review of
- UFQ5, . public pressure forced the Air
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Force to establish a special ad hoc
commirtee to review BLUE BOOK.
Chaired by Dr. Brian O'Brien, 2
member of the Air Force Scientific
Advisory Board, the panel included
Cal Sagan, the famous astronomer
from Cornell University, [es repore
offered nothing new. It declared thac
UFOs did noc threaten the national
security and that it could find “no
UFQ case which represented cechno-
logical or sciencific advances oucside
of 2 tecrestrial famework.” The com-
mitree did recommend chac UFOs be
studied incensively, with 2 laading uni-
versity acting as a coordinaror for the
project, to setde che issuc
conclusively,”

The House Armed Services Cammic-
tee also held brief hearings on UFOs
in 1966 chat produced similar resules.
Secrerary of the Air Force Harold
Brown assured the commiree thac
most sightings were easily explained
and chac chere was no evidence chat
“strangers from outer space” had been .
visiting Earth. He told the committee
members, however, thac the Air Focee
would keep an open mind and con-
tinue to investigace all UFQ repores.”

Following the report of its O'Brien -
Commitree, the House hearings on

UFOs, and Dr. Robertson's disclosure

on a CBS Reperts program thac CIA
indeed had been involved in UFO
analysis, the Air Force in July 1966
again approached the Agency for
declassificarion of the encire Robertc-
son panel report of 1953 and the full
Durant report on the Robereson panel
deliberations and findings. The
Agency agzin refused mfudgc. Karl
H. Weber, Depucy Director of OSI,
wrote the Air Force that “We ace
most anxious thac further publicicy
noc be given to the information thac
the panel was sponsored by the CIA."
Weber noted that there was already a
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sanitized version available to che
public.”? Weber's cesponse was racher
shorwighted and ill considered. It
oaly drew more actention to the 13-
year-old Robertson panel repore and
ClIA’s role in the investigation of
UFQs. The science editor of The Sas-
urday Review drew mationwide
acrencion to the CLA's role in invesd-
gating UFOs when he published an
article eridcizing the “sanidzed ver-
sion” of the 1953 Robertson pancl
report and called for release of the
entire document.”

Unknown to CIA officials, Dr. James
E. McDonald, a noted acmospheric
physicist from the Universicy of Ari-
zona, had already seen the Duranc
repost on the Robertson panel pro-
ceedings ac Wright-Pacerson on 6
June 1966. When McDonald
recurned to Wright-Pacterson on 30
June to copy che report, however, the
Air Foree refused to lec him see ic
again, sadng that ic was 2 GIA classi-
fied documene. Emerging 2s 2 UFO

- auchoricy, McDonald publicly

claimed chac the CIA was behind the
Alr Foree secrecy policies and
coverup. He demanded the release of

" the full Robertson panel report and

the Duraac repore.”

Bowing to public pressure and the rec-
emmendacion of its own O'Brien
Commirtee, the Air Force announced
in August 1966 chat it was secking 2
contract with a leading university o
underake 2 program of intensive
investigations of UFQO sightings. The
new program was designed o bluac
continuing charges chac the US Gov-
ecnment had concealed whar ic knew
about UFOs. On 7 Ocrober, the Uni-
versiry of Colarado accepred 2
$325,000 concrace wich the Air Force
for an 18-month scudy of flying sau-
cets, Dr. Edward U, Condon, 2 -~ - -
physiciscat Colorado and a former
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Ditecror of the National Bureau of -
Standasds, agreed to head the pro-
gram, Pronouncing himself an
“agnostic” an the subject of UFOs,
Condon observed chac he had an
open mind on the question and
thought chac le extraterritorial
origins were “improbable buc not
impossible."? Brig. Gen. Edward
Giller, USAF, and Dr. Thomas
Ratchford from the Air Force -
Research and Development Office
became the Air Force coordinacors
for che project. '

In February 1967, Giller contacted
Arthur C. Lundahl, Director of
CIA's Narional Photographic Incer-
pretacion Center (NPIC), and
proposed an informal lizison through
which NPIC could provide the Con-
don Committee with technical

advice and services in examining pho-
tographs of alleged UFOs. Lundahl
and DDI R Jack Smich approved

the arrangemenc as a way of “presecv-
ing a window" on the acw cffort.
They wanted the CIA 2nd NPIC o
maintain 2 low profile, however, and
to take no pare in writing any conclu-
sions for the committee. No work
done for the commiccee by NPIC
was to be formally acknowledged. 7

Rarchford next requested thac Con-
don and his commitcee be allowed to
visic NPIC to discuss the technical
aspects of the problem and to view
the special equipment NPIC had foc
photoanalysis. On 20 Febeuary 1967,
Condon and four members of his
commicee visited NPIC. Lundahl
emphasized to the group that any
NPIC work to assisc the commiteee
musc nac be idendified s CIA work.
Moreover, work performed by NPIC
would be scricdy of a technical
nature. After receiving these guide-
lines, che group heard a serics of
briefings on the services and equip-

Additional sightings in the
eacly 1970s also fueled
beliefs that the CIA was

somehow involved in a vast
conspiracy.

29

ment noc available elsewhere thar CIA
had used in its analysis of some UFO
photography furnished by Racchford.
Condon and his commirtee were
impressed.”

Condon and che same group met
again in May 1967 ac NPIC to hear
an analysis of UFQO photographs
taken a¢ Zanesville, Ohio, The analy-
sis debunked chac sighcing. The
committee was again impressed wich
the rechnical work performed, and
Condon remarked thac for the fiesc
time 2 sciencific analysis of 2 UFO
would stand up o investgation. ™

“The group also discussed the com-

mictee's plans to call on US cidizens
for additional photographs and o
issue guidelines for raking useful
UFQ photographs. In addicion, CIA
officials agreed thac the Condon
Commitees could release the full
Durant report wich oaly minoc

delecions.

[n April 1969, Condon and his com-
mitcee released cheir ceport on .
UFOs. The report concluded chac
liccle, if anything, had come from the
scudy of UFOs in the pasc 21 years
and chac further excensive study of
UFO sighcings was unwarranced. [e
also recommended thar the Air Force
special unic, Project BLUE BOOK,
be disconcinued. [tdid noc mencion
CIA participacion in the Condon
commitcee’s investigadion.”™ A spe-
<ial panel established by the National
Academy of Sciences reviewed the

. Condon report and concurred wich "~ |
... its conglusion thac “no high priocicy- -+ =engaged in the study of the UFO phe-
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in UFO investigations is warranted
by daca of the past two decades.” It
concluded its coview by declzring,
“On the basis of present knowledge,
the least likely explanacion of UFOs
is the hypothesis of extraterrestrial
visiadons by intelligent beings.”
Following the recommendacions of
the Condon Committee and the
Nacional Academy of Sciences, the
Seczetary of the Air Force, Robert C.
Seamans, Jr., 2nnounced on 17
December 1969 che termination of
BLUE BOOK.*

The 1970s and 1980s: The UFO
Lssue Refuses To Die

The Condon repore did not sacisfy
many UFOlogists, who considered it
a coverup for CIA activides in UFO
tescacch. Addicional sightings in che
eady 1970s fueled beliefs thac the
CIA was somchow involved in 2 vast
conspiracy. On 7 June 1975, Will-
iam Spaulding, head of 2 small UFO
group, Ground Saucer Watch
(GSW), wrote to CIA requesting 2
copy of the Roberwson panel report
and all records relating o UFOs.%! -
Spaulding was convinced thac the
Agency was withholding majoc files

" on UFQs. Agency officials provided

Spaulding wich a copy of the Robert-
son panel report and of che Duranc
reporc.? :

On 14 July 1975, Spaulding 2gain
wrate the Agency questioning the
authenticity of the reports he had
received and alleging a CIA coverup
of its UFO acrivities. Gene Wilson,
CIA's [nformacion and Privacy
Coordinacor, replied in an acrempe
co sadisfy Spaulding, ®Ac no dme
prior to the formadon of the Roberc-
son Panel and subsequent co the
issuance of che panel’s report has CIA

m
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nomens.” The Roberson panel ~
repor, according to Wilson, was “the
summation of Agency interest and
involvement in UFOs.” Wilson also
inferred that there were no addicional
documencs in CIA’s ion chat
related o UFOs. Wilson was ill

informed.®

In Seprember 1977, Spaulding and
GSW, unconvinced by Wilson's
response, filed 2 Freedom of Informa-
tion Act (FOIA) lawsuit against the
Agency thac specifically requested all
UFQ documents in CIA's ion.
Deluged by similar FOIA requests for
Agency informacion on UFQs, CIA
officials agreed, after much legal
maneuvering, to conduct 2 “reason-
able scarch™ of CIA files for UFO
maresials. ¥ Despite an Agency-wide
unsympathetic atticude coward the
suit, Agency officials, led by Launie
Ziebell from the Office of General
Counsel, conducted a chocough
search for records perraining to
UFOs. Persistent, demanding, and
cven threatening ar times, Zicbell 2nd
his group scoured the Agency. They
even turned up an old UFQ file
under a secrecary’s deske. The search
finally produced 355 documencs tocal-
ing approximarely 900 pages. On.14
December 1978, the Agency released
all bue 57 documents of sbour 100
pages to GSW. I withheld these 57
documents on national security
grounds and to protect sources and

_ methods. ¥

Although the released documenes pro-
duced no smoking gun and revealed
only 2 low-level Agency intecest in the

"UFO phenomena after the Robertson

panel report of 1953, the press treated
the release in a sensacional manner.
The New York Times, for example,
claimed char the declassified docu-

«..ments ¢onfirmed intensive . .-

g

78

governmenct concetn over UFOs and
thac the Agency was secretly involved
in che surveillance of UFOs.% GSW
then sued for the release of the with-
held documencs, claiming chac the
Agency was still holding ouc key
information.” [cwas much like the
John F. Kennedy assassinacion issue.
No martter how much material the
Agency released and no marer how
dull and prosaic the information, peo-
ple continued to believe in 2 Agency
coverup and conspiracy.

DCI Saansfield Turner was so upset
whean he read The New York Times
article thac he asked his senior offic-
ers, “Are we in UFOs?™ Afec
reviewing the records, Don Wortman,
Depury Director for Administration,
reported co Turner chac there was “na
organized Agency effort to do research
in connection with UFQ phenomena
nor has there been an organized efforc
to collect intelligence on UFOs since
the 1950s." Wortman assuced Turner
thac the Agency records held only
“sporadic instaances of correspondence
dealing wich the subject,” including
various kinds of repocts of UFO sighe-
ings. There was no Agency program
co collect actively information on
UEQs, and the macerial released to
GSW had few deletions.™ Thus
assured, Turner had che General .
Counsel press for a summary judg-
menc againsc the new lawsuic by
GSW. In May 1980, the courts dis-
missed the lawsui, finding thar the
Agency had conducted a thorough
and adequate search in good faich.”

During the lace 1970s and 1980s, the
Agency coatinued its low-key interest
in UFQs and UFQ sightings. While
mosc scientiscs now dismissed flying
~saucers reporcs as a quaine parc of che

_.1950s and 19605, some in che

“Rgency and in che [ncelligence Com-
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muntity shifed their incerest to
studying parapsychology and psychic
phenomena associated with UFO
sighdngs. CIA officials also looked ac
che UFO problem to determine whart
UFQ sightings might cell them about
Soviet progress in rockees and
missiles and reviewed its counterintel-
ligence aspects. Agency analysts from
the Life Science Division of OSI and
OSWR officially devoted 2 small
amount of cheir time co issues relat-
ing to UFOs. These included
counterincelligence concemns thac the
Soviers and the KGB were using US
citizens and UFO groups to obcain
information on sensitve US weapons
development programs (such as the
Scealth aircraft), the vulnerabilicy of
che US aic-defense nerwork to pene-
tration by foreign missiles mimicking
UFQs, and evidence of Soviet
advanced technology associaced with
UFQ sighcings.

ClA also mainained Intelligence
Community coordination with other
agencies tegarding their work in para-
psychology, psychic phenomena, and
“remote viewing” experimencs. In
general, the Agency took a conserva-
tive scientific view of chese
unconventional scientific issues.
There was no formal or official UFO
projece within the Agency in the
1980s, 2nd Agency officials purposely

- kepe files on UFOs to 2 minimum to

avoid creating records chat might mis-

 lead the public if released.®

The 1980s zlso produced rencwed
charges that the Ageacy was sdll with-
holding documens relacing o the
1947 Roswell incident, in which a
flying saucer supposedly crashed in
New Mexico, and the surfacing of doc-
uments which purportedly revealed

the existence of 2 top secret US

research and developmen incelligéitce: st et

Approved for Release: 2025/06/11 C07083374




C07083374

66

Approved for Release: 2025/06/11 C07083374

UFOs

Like the JFK assassination
conspiracy theories, the

: UFO issue probably will . o Gt ¥
operation responsible only co the  ~ 4. See Hecror Quinanills, Jr., “The
President on FI’.JOFOJ in r.b: late 1940s not go awey soon, RO Investigation of UFQs,” Vol. 10, No.
and early 1950s. UFOlogists had matter what the Agency 4o Sl b ol 6l 1968):

; 3 pp-95-110 and CIA, ned memo-
long argued thar, following a flying does or says. randum, “Flying Saucers,” 14 Augusc
saucer crash in New Mexica in 1947, 1952 Se:ahoGood.M@
the government noc only recovered ’ , Secres, p. 253, Dusing Wodd War I,
debris from the crashed saucer bue S US pilocs reporved “foa fighters”
also four oc five alien bodies. Accord- | NOTES (beigh lights railing US aitcrafc).

; UEOlogists, th Fearing they might be Japanese or
ing to some gists, the German secret weapons, OSS iavesti-
government clamped tighe secucity L. See the 1973 Gallup Poll resules gated bur could find no concrete
around the project and has refused to prinecd in The New York Tima, 29 cvidence of enemy weapons and often
divulge ics investigation resules and B L s fled such reporss in the “crackpor”
tescarch ever since.” In Seprember (New Yocls Peomethass Baoks, caegory. The OSS also invesagazed
i : possible sighdngs of German V-1 and
1994, the US Air Force releaseda | 1983), p. 3 5 ;

e ' p- 3 . V-2 rockets before their operational
ncwrcportonduRmdlm:udzn: . use during the war. See Jacobs, UFO
that concluded that the debris found . Sec Klass, UFOs, p. 3; James §. Gor- Consroveryy, p. 33. The Cenceral Incel-
in New Mexico in 1947 probably don, “The UFO Expeiénce,” Aslantic ligence Groug, the predecessac of the
came from 2 oace top secret ballooa Monzhly (August 1991), pp. 82-92; CIA, slsa monitored reports of “ghost
operation, Project MOGUL, David Michacl Jacobs, The UFQ Con- cockers” in Sweden in 1946, See
designed to monicor the atmosphere eroversy in America (Bloomingron: CIG, Intelligence Report, 9 Apeil
for evidence of Soviet nuclear tests. [ndians Universicy Press, 1973); e, ‘

g Howard Blum, Qut There: The Gov- .

i L ernmens’s Secree Quess for 5. Jacobs, The UFO Conrovery, p. 156
Circa 1984, a series of documents Exsreterrestrials (New York: Simea and Quinanilla, “The [nvestigacion
surfaced which some UFOlogiscs said and Schuseer, 1990); Timochy Good, of UFOs," p. 97.
proved chac Presidenc Truman cre- Abave Top Secree: The Worldwide -
ated 2 cop secret commictee in 1947, g{m C""“w;%{:‘ni';::‘:q '?”u;l 6. Sr::lgs :{\Ju- Foree, Air mﬁﬂb&m-

] ] OrTaw, t tneber, e " uidﬂﬂliﬁﬂd ial O iu:r.r:
Ul'f"pomw th % :::,“R‘h‘ ey a:f‘“f Communion: The True Seary (New Projece SIGN, no. E-TR 2274, (A,

reckage ? 3 Yorke Morrow, 1987). February 1949, Records of the US Air
any other UFQ crash sighe for scien- Boros Comastesls, Antivides ind
dfic study and o examine any alien I September 199 Organizations, Record Group 341,
bodies recovered from such sices. ’ “qu:inm of,\:&::‘&a:n * National Archives, Washington, DC.
Maost if noc all of these documencs 2pproached the DCI with 2 package
have proved to be fabricacions. Yet of heavily sanitized CIA material on 7. Sec US Air Force, Projects GRUDGE
the controversy persists.? UFOs celeased to UFQlogise Seancon. and BLUEBOOK Reports I- 12 (Wash-
T. Friedman. Peterson and Friedman am.ﬁcv Nmﬂptﬂﬂm

. 5. oy § wanted to know the for th mmittee on enomena,

l;k: t'he JEK assassinacion coaspiracy “:::doi “;od“;::: wtlwi 1968) and Jacobs, The UFO Conro-
. _eonc. the UFO issue p cobably inco the maccer. See Richard . Wac- veryy, pp. 50-54.
will not go away soon, no marter shaw, Execurive Assiscant, note
whac che Agency does or says. The author, | November 1994; Wasshaw, 8. See Cabell, memorandum to Com-
belief chac we are noc alone in che note o John H. Wright, Information manding Generals Major Air
universe is too emotionally appealing and Privacy Coordi 31 Jaauary Comemands, *Reporting of lnforma-
and che discrusc of our mm“m e 1994; 2nd Wrighe, memorandum to tion on Unconvencional Aircraft,” 8
: : Executive Secreaariat, 2 Macch 1994. September 1950 and Jacobs, The
100 pervasive 10 make the issuc ame- SR
sk dicional sciendific scudies (Excepe where noted, all citacions o UFO Controversy, p. 65.
T SRR, SN CIA records in this article ate to the

- of casional explanacion and evidencz. records collecred for the 1994 Agency- 9. See Ait Force, Projectt GRUDGE and

; ' wide search thac are held by the Execu- BLUE BOOK and Jacobs, The UFO ™"~
tive Assisanc o the DCI).- - _ ‘B o Compraversy, p. 67.. - § T

.

79

Approved for Release: 2025/06/11 C07083374



C07083374

10.

1L

12,

13.

14,

Approved for Release: 2025106!1 1 C07083374

UFG.

(S) See Edward Tauss, memorandum
&ii Dcp;:y Assistane Dimcno;.SSI. n
“Flying Saucers,” 1 August 1952, See
alsa Uﬁiwd Kingdom, Report by the
“Flying Saucer” Working Party, “Uni-
dendified Flying Objects,” no dace
(approximately 1950).

See Dr. Stone, OS[, memorandum co
Dr. Willard Machle, OSI, 15 March
1949 and Ralph L. Clark, Acting

* Assiscane Directoe, OSI, memoran-

dum for DDI, “Recenc Si

ightings of
Unexplained Objects,” 29 July 1952,

Stone, memomandum o Machle, Ses
also Clack, memarandum for DD,
29 July 1952,

Sec Klass, UFOx, p. 15. For a brief
review of the W n sightings see
Good, Above Top Secret, pp. 269-271.

See Ralph L. Clark, Acting Assistanc
Director, OSI, memocandum o DDI
Robere Amory, Jr., 29 July 1952.

OSI and OCI wete in the Dicecrorace

- of Intelligence. Established in 1948,

15

17.

80

OSI secved as the CIA’s focal poine
for the analysis of foreign sciendific
and rechnological pmencs. In
1980, OSI was merged into the Office
of Science and Weapoans Reseacch.
The Office of Current Incelligence
(OCI), escablished on 15 January
1951 was o provide all-source currenc
intelligence o the President and the
Nartional Security Council.

_ Tauss, memorandum for Depury

Assistanc Director, ST (Philip Scrong),
1 Augusc 1952.

. On 2 January 1952, DCI Walcer

Bedell Firrlid't created 2 Depury Direc-
worate for [ncelligence (DDI) composed
of six overt CIA organizacions—OSI,
QClI, Office of Collection and Dissemi-
nadon, Office Nadonal Estimates,
Office of Research and Reports, and
the Office of Incelligence ina-

ton—to produce intelligence analysis
for US pali .

See Minutes of Branch Chief's Meecs -

ing, 11 August 1952.

18. Smith expressed his opinions aca
nference

mecting in the DCI

Room amended by his top officers.
Sec Depury Chief, Requiremencs
Saff, FI, memorandum for Depucy
Direcror, Plans, “Flying Savcess,” 20
Auguse 1952, Directorate of Opera-
tions Records, [nformacion
Managemenc Saff, [ob 86-00538R,
Box L. ()

See CIA memorandum, uasigned,
“Flying Saucers,” 11 Augusc 1952.

0. See CIA, memoradum, unsigned,

“Flying Saucers,” 14 August 1952.

- See CIA, memorandurn, unsigned,

“Flying Saucers,” 19 Auguse 1952,

. See Chadwell, memorandum for

Smith, 17 September 1952 and 24
Seprember 1952, “Flying Saucers.”

See also Chadwell, memorandum for -

DCI Smith, 2 October 1952 and
Klass, UFOs pp. 23-26.

. Chadwell, memorandum for DCI

with acachmencs, 2 December 1952,
See also Klass, UFOy, pp. 26-27 and
Chadwell, memorandum, 25 Novem-
ber 1952.

24. See Chadwell, memorandum, 25

November 1952 and Chadwell, mem-
orandum, “Approval in Principle -
Excernal Research Project Concerned
with Unidentified Flying Objects,” no
dace. See also Philip G. St os1,
memacandum for the record, *Meec-
ing with Dr. Julius A. Serarron,
Executive Vice Presidenc and Provost,
MIT and Dr. Max Millikan, Dicector
of CENIS." Serong belicved thac in
order to undercake such a review they
would aeed the full backing and sup-
pore of DCI Smidh,

. See Chadwell, memorandum for

DCL * Unidencified Flying Objecs.”
2 December 1952, See also Chad-

well, memorandum for Amory, DDI,__

“Approval in Principle - External

Research Project Concerned wich Uni-..

defitified-Flying Objects,” no date.

26.

27.

29.

3L

32

33

34.

3.

The [AC was crezted in 1947 to serve
25 2 coordinating body in esablishing
intelligence requiremencs. Chaired by

the DCI, the [AC included represenca-

dves from the Deparement of State,
the Army, the Air Force, the Joint
Chicks of Scaff, che FBI, and che AEC,

See Klass, UFOr, p. 27,

. See Richard D. Draid, Acting Secte-

ary, IAC, *Minutes of Meeting held
in Director’s Conference Room,
Adminisoradion Building, CIA," 4
December 1952

(S) See Chadwell, memorandum for
the recocd, “Bridsh Acdvity in che
Field of UFOs,” 18 December 1952,

. See Chadwell, memorandum for
.DCI, “Consuleanes for Advisory Panel

on Unidendified Flying Objecs,” 9
January 1953; Curds Peebles, Waech
the Skies! A Chronicle of the Flying Sau-
cer Myth (Washington, DC:
Smichsonizn Instirution Press, 1994).
pp- 73-90; and Jacobs, The UFQO Con-
froversy, pp. 91-92.

See Fred C, Ducant III, Report on che
Roberson Panel Meeting, January
1953. Dugne, on coatrace with OSI
and 1 past president of the American
Rocket Sociery, actended the Robert-
son panel meetings and wrote 1
summary of the proceedings.

See Repoct of the Scientific Panel on
Unidentified Flying Objects (che Rob-
ecuon Repor), 17 January 1953 and
the Duranc report on the panel
discussions.

See Rabertson rt and Duranc
Repart. See also Good, Aboue To
Secrer, pp. 337-38, Jacobs, The UFO
Caneroversy, p. 95, and Klass, UFO?,
pp. 28-29. . o

See Reber, memorandum wiAC, 18
February 1953,

See Chadwell, memorandum for
DDI, “Unidencified Flying Objects,”

e e
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37.

39

41,

41,
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10 February 1953; Chadwell, leccer o
Roberwon, 28 ]:.nu.uy 1953; and
Reber, memorandum for [AC, “Uni-
dencified Flying Objecss,” 18
Februl.ry 1953 On briefing the
ONE, see Durant, memorandum for
the record, “Bricfing of ONE Board
on Unidentified g Objecss,” 30
January 1953 and dis-
seminaced to the feld, “Unidencified
Flying Objecss,” 6 February 1953,

See Chadwell, lercer to Julius AL Serac-
toa, Provose MIT, 27 January 1953.

See Chadwell, memorandum for
Chief, Physics and Electronics Divi-.
sion/OSI (Tedos M. Odarenko),”
“Unidenificd Flying Objecus,” 27
May 1953.

; SacOdarenl.:o.- memorzndum co I

Chadwell, “Unidencified Flying
Objecss,” 3 July 1953, Secalso
Qdarenko, memorandum to Chad-
well, “Cucrent Saarus of Unidencified
Flying Objects (UFOB) Project,” 17
December 1953.

See Odarenko, memorandum, “Uni-

dencified Flying Objects,” 8 Augusc
1955.

. See FBIS, reporr, “Miliary Uncoaven-
donal Ai " 18 August 1953 and
various “Milicary-Air, Uncon-

ventional Aircraft,” 1953, 1954, 1955.

Developed by the Canadml affiliace
of Britzin's A. V. Roe, Led., Projecc Y
did produce a small-scale model thae
huveud a few feet off che ground. See
Odarenko, memorandum to Chad-
well, “Flying Saucer Type of Planes™
25 May 1954; Frederic C. E. Oder,
memorandum ta Odacenko, “USAF
Peoject Y,” 21 May 1954; 2ad
Odarenko, T. M. Klordbeck. Ops/St,
and Sidney Graybeal, ASD/SI, memo-
andum for the record, “[neelligence
Responsibilicies for Non-Canven-
tional Types of Air Vehicles." 14 June
1954.

See Reuben Efron, memorandum,

“Observation of Flying Object Near -~

43,

45.

46.

47.

48.

Baku,” 13 Ocober 1955; Scoville,
memorandum for che cecord, “lntes-
view wich Senator Richard B, Russdl,”
27 Ocxober 1955; and Wilton E.
Lexow, memocandum for informacion,

'chomdS' ghdng of Unconventianal
19 1955.

See Lexow, memorandum for informa-
don, “Reporred Sighd

Unconvendonal Al " 19 Ocrober
1955. Seealso Frank C. Bolser, mem-
orandum for George C. Miller,
Deputy Chief, SAE'SL “Possible
Soviet Flying Saucers, Check On;”
Lexaw, memocandum, “Possible
Soviet Flying Saucers, Follow Up
On,” 17 December 1954; Lexow,
memarandum, “Possible Sovier Flying
Saucers,” 1 December'1954; and A
H. Sullivan, Jr., memorandum, “Possi-
ble Sovict Flying Saucers,” 24
November 1954.

. See Gregory W. Pedlow and Donald

E. Welzenbach, The Central Inzelli-
gerce Agency and Overhead
Reconnaissance: The U-2 and
OXCART Programs, 1954-1974
(Washingron, DC: CIA History Suﬂ'
1992), pp. ?2-73

See Pedlow and Welzenbach, Over-
head Reconnaissance, pp. 72-73, This
also was canfirmed in a telephone
incerview beoween the author and
Joha Parongosky, 26 July 1994
Paco oversaw the day-to-day
affairs of the OXCART program.

See Jacabs, The UFQ Controversy,
p- 135.

Snel"ecbles. Wu:b the Skiez, pp. 128-
146; Ruppe re an Unidenti-
ﬂ ng Oé_rm (New York:
y. 1956); Keyhoe, The Fly-
ing Saucer Conspiracy (New York:

Holt. 1955); and Jacobs, The UFO
Controversy, pp. 347-49.

See Serong, lewer to Lloyd W, Berkner:

Scrong, leccer co Thorton Page; Scrong,
lewer w Roberwson; Serong, lecter o
Samuel Goudsmic; Strong, letter to
Luis Alvarez, 20 December 1957; and

" November 1957 and P:

49.

50.

5L
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Saong, memorandum for Major James
F. Byme, Assistnc Chief of Saff, lacel-

hﬂ' Deparcment of the Air Force,
ificadon of che ‘Repore of the

Sciendfic Pand on Unidendfied Flying
Objects,”™ 20 December 1957 So:
also Berkner, lerer o §

w
Strong, 4 December 1957. The
mngmmdmm:whﬁ:d
cheir association wi Agency
released.

See Wilton E. Lexow, memorandum
for the recoed, “Comments on Leters
with Unidencified Flyi

jects,” 4 1958; ]. S. Earman,
m o Maj‘:gfamnc:j. Tacker,
Office of the Secreaary of the Air
Focce, Informadon Service, 4 April
1958; Davidson, letter to Berkner, 8
April 1958; Berkner, lecter to David-
son, 18 April 1958: Beckner, lerer to
Scrong, 21 April 1958; Davidson, lec-
ter to Tacker, 27 April 1938;
Davidsoa, leter to Allen Dulles, 27
April 1958; Ruppels, lecrer to David-
son, 7 May 1958; Suong, letter to
Berkner, 8 May 1958; Davidson, let-
ter to Berkner, 8 May 1958; -
Davidson, lecwer to Earman, 16 May
1958; Davidson, lerrer to Goudsmit,
18 May 1958; Davidson, letter to
Page, 18 May 1958; and Tacker, les-
ter to Davidson, 20 May 1958.

See Lexow, memorandum foc
Chapin, 28 July 1958.

See Good, Aboue Top Secres, pp. 346-
47; Lexow, memorandum for the
recoed, “Meecing with the Air Force
Personnel Concerning Scientific Advi-
sory Panel Report on Unidencified
Flying Objects, daced 17 Januacy
1953 (S),” 16 May 1958. See alsa La
Rac L. Teel, Depucy Division Chief,
ASD, memocandum for the record,’
“Meeting wich Mr. Chapin on Reply-
ing to Lean Davidson's UFQ Letter |
and Subscquent Telephone Conversa-
ton with Major Thacker, [sic]" 22
May 1958.

52, Sec Edwin M. Asherafe, Chief,

Coaacr Division (Scientific), lp;m_o- .
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3.

54.

53.

56.

57. See

58.

59.

Gl.

62.

63,

randum to Chief, Chicago Office,
“Radia Code Rmardmg, 4 March
1955 and Ashcraft, memorandum to
Chief, Support Branch, OSI, 17
Masch 1955.

The Conmex Division was created to
collect fareign incelligence informa-
tion from soucces within che Unired
Seaces, See the Directorate of [nrelli-
gence Histocical Series, The Origin
and D:wbpm of Consace Division,
11 July 1946-1 July 1965 (Washing-
wrz DC; CIA Historical Saff, June
1969).

See George O. Forrest, Chicf, Chi-
cago Office, memorandum to Chief,
Contace Division for Science, 11
March 1955.

See Support Division (Connell), mem-
orandum to Dewelt E. Walker, 25
Apdl 1957.

See ]. Arnold Shaw, Assistant o the
Director, lester to Davidson, 10 May
1957.

ugorr (Connell) memorandum

l. V.. Skakich, 27 Augusc 1957
a.r:d. Lamounain, memorandum to
Suppor (Connell), 20 December 1957.

See Lamountain, cable to Support
{Connell), 31 July 1958,

See Support (Connell) cable wo Skak-
ich, 3 October 1957 and Skakich,
cable to Connell, 9 October 1957.

. See Skakich, cable ro Connell, 9 Ocro-

ber 1957.

See R P. B. Lohmann, memorandum
for Chicf, Contace Division, DO, 9
January 1958.

See Support, cable co Skakich, 20 Feb-
ruary 1958 and Connell (Suppore)
cable to Lamountain, 19 December

1957,

See Edwin M. Ashcrafk, Chief, Con-

"+ wce Division, Office of Operacions,

82

.+ viewed ac “a high level

65.
1970z with the GSW FOIA court case.

66.

67.

G8.

memorandum for Austin Bricker, Jc.,
Assistant to the Ditector, “Inquiry by
Major Donald E. Keyhoe on John
Hazen's Association with the
Agency,” 22 January 1959,

. Sec Jahn T. Hazen, memorandum to

Chicf, Concact Division, 12 Decem-
ber 1957. Sce also Asheraft,
memofandum to Cleveland Residenc
Agenr, “Ralph E. Mayher,” 20 Decem-
ber 1957. to this

memarandum, the hs were

recurned
ta us without commenc.” The Air
Force hicld the original negarives. The
CIA recoeds were pmbahl‘r destroyed.

The isuc would resurface in the

See Rubere Amory, Jr., DDI, memo-
randum for .:Isl&u.nt DiFrlncmd
Sdientific [neelligence, “Flying Sau-
cers,” 26 March 1956, See algwo
Wallaee R. Lamphire, Office of che
Direvtur, Planning and Coordination
Swff, memorandum for Richard M.
Bissull, Jr..*Unidencified Flying Sau-
cers (UFQ)." L1 June 1957; P!'u.hp
Strong, memorandum for che Direc-
tor, NI'IC, “Reported Pbow?:phy of
Unidentified Flying Objeces,” 27
Octolwr 1958; Scoville, memnndum
to Lawnence Houscon,

Couunscl, “Reply to Honocble Jozph
E. Garth.” 12 July 1961; and Hous-
con, hiter to Gareh, 13 July 1961.

See. lur cxample, Davidson, letter co
Congnxsman Joseph Garch, 26 June
1961 and Cael Vinson, Chairman,
Hous Commictee on Armed Ser-
vices. letrer co Rep. Robert AL Everert,
2 Scprember 1964,

See Maxwell W, Huncer, staff mem-
ber. Narional Aeconaurics and Space
Counvil, Execurive Office of che Presi-
denr. mwemoraadum for Robert F.
Parkanl, Office of International Scien-
dfic Allaies, Deparement of Stace,
'Thuul_llu on the Space Alien Race
Quesion.” 18 July 1963, File SP 16,
Reconls of the Department of State,
Recunl Group 59. National Archives.

69.

71

72.

73.

74.
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See also F. J. Sheridan, Chief, Wash-
ingron Office, memorandum ro

ief, Contacr Division, “Nadonal
[nvesdgation Committee on Aerial
Phenomena (NICAP}. 25 January

" 1965.

Chamberlain, memorandum for DCI,
“Evaluacion of UFOs,” 26 January
1965.

. Sec Jacobs, The UFQ Consroversy, p.

199 and US Air Force, Sciendfic Advi-
sory Board, Ad Hoc Commicree
(O'Brien Commirtee) to Review
Projecc BLUE BOOK, Special .Rz:n
{Washington, DC: 1966). See

The New York Times, 14 August
1966, p. 70.

See "Congress Reassured on Space Vis-
its,” The New York Times, 6 April
1966.

Weber, lecer to0 Col. Gerald E. Jor-
gensen, Chief, Communicy Relations
Division, Office of Information, US
Air Force, 15 Auguse 1966. The
Durant report was a deailed summary
of the Robertson panel proceedings.

See John Lear, “The Dispuced CIA
Document on UFOs,” Samurday
Review (Seprember 3, 1966), p. 45.
The Lear article was otherwise unsym-
pacheric co UFO sightings and the
ibilicy chac extraterricarials were
involved. The Air Force had been
<ager to provide Lear with che full
repore. See Walter L. Mackey, Execu-
tive Officer, memorandum for DCI,
“Air Focce Request ro Declassify CIA
Material on Unidentified Flying
Objects (UFO),” [ Seprember 1966.

See Klass, UFOr, p. 40, Jacobs, The .
UFQ Controversy, p. 214 and Everer |
Clark, “Physicist Scores ‘Saucer Sea-
eus,”™ The New York Times, 21
Occober 1966, See also James E.
McDonald, “Seatement on Unidenri-
fied Flying Objects,” submitted co the
House Committee on Science.and
Astronaurics, 29 July 1968, :

A
5
§
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Condon is quoted in Walcer Sullivam,
“3 Aides Selecred in Saucer [aquiry,”
The New York Times, B October
1966. See also “An Ouwpoken Scien-
dst, Edward Uhler Condon,” The
New York Times, 8 Qc:’:t“ﬂ' 1966.
Condon, an cutgoing, sciendist,
had carlier become embroiled in 2 con-
troversy with the House Unamerican
Activities Commirtee thar claimed
Condan was “one of the weakest links
in our acamic icy.” Seealso Pee-
bles, Wazh the Skier, pp. 163-195.

See Lundahl, memocandum for DDI,
7.February 1967.

, See memorandum for the record,

“Visit of Dr. Condon o NPIC, 20
Februacy 1967,” 23 Feb 1967.
See alsg the analysis of the photo-
graphs in memorandum for Lundahl,
“Photo Analysis of UFO Phacogra-
phy,” 17 Februacy 1967.

78. See memorandum for the record,

79.

80.

“UFQ Briefing for Dr. Edward Con-
don, § May 1967, 8 May 1967 and
attached “Guidelines to UFO Photog-
raphers and UFO Phocographic
Informarion Sheet,” See also Condan
Commiree, Press Release, | May
1967 and Klass, UFOs, p. 41. The
Zaneville photographs rurned out to
be 2 hoax

See Edward U, Condon, Scienci 6-ﬁ:
Seudy of Unidentified Flying Objects
(New York: Bantam Books, 1969)
and Klass, UFOx, p. §1. The report
conained the Durant repore with

only minor deletions.

See Office of Assistant Secrecary of
Defense. News Release, “Air Facce to
Terminace Project BLUEBOOK," 17
December 1969, The Air Force
reticed BLUEBOOK records to the
USAF Acchives ac Maxwell Air Force
Base in Alabama. [n 1976 che Aic -
Force turned over all BLUEBOQOK
files ca che Nacional Archives and
Records Administration, which made
them available to the public without
major restrictions. Some names have

-y e

been withheld from the documents.
See Klass, UFOr, p. 6.

81. GSW was a small group of UFO buffs
based in Phoenix, Arizons, 2nd
headed by William H. Spaulding.

82. Scc Klass, UFOs, p. 8.

83. Sec Wilson, lerter to Spaulding, 26
March 1976 and GSW. v. CIA Civil
Action Case 78-859,

84. GSW v, CIA Civil Action Case 78-
859,p.2.

85. Author interview with Launie Zicbell,
23 June 1994 and auchor interview
with OSI 2nalyse, 21 July 1994. See
also affidavics of George Owens, CIA
[nformation and Privacy Act Coordi-
naror; Karl H. Weber, OSI; Sidney D.
Scembcidge, Office of Security; and
Rudedge P. Hazzard, DS&T; GSW v,
CIA Civil Acdon Case 78-859 and
Sayre Stevens, Depury Direcror for
Nacional Foreign Assessment, memo-
randum for Thomas H. White,
Assisant for [nfocmacion, [nforma-
dion Review Commircee, “FOIA
Id.a;“dgudon Ground Saucer Wacch,™ no

86. See “CIA Papers Detail UFO Surveil-
lance,” The New York Times, 13
January 1979; Parrick Huyghe, "UFO
Files: The Untold Scocy,” The New
York Times Magazine, 14 Octobee
1979, p. 106; and Jerome Clark,
“UFOQ Updare,” UFO Report, Auguse.
1979. ’

87. Jerome Clark, “Latest UFQ News
Briefs From Around the World,”
UFO Updaze, August
v. CIA Civil Action No. 78-859.

88. See Wortman, memorandum for DCI

Turner, “Your Quescion, ‘Are we in
UFOs?' Annotated to The New York
Times News Release Article,” 18 Janu-
ary 1979.

89. See GSW v, CIA Civil Action 78-

859. See also Klass, UFOr, pp. 10712,

g

1979 aad G5W .

UFOs

90. (§) See John Brennan, memorandum

9l

for Richard Warshaw, Execurive Assis-
ane, DCI, “Requested [nformadion
on UFOs,” 30 September 1993;
Author interviews with OSWR ana-
lyst, 14 June 1994 and OSI analyse,
21 July 1994. This author found
almost no docimentazion on Agency
involvement with UFOs in che 1980s.

There is 2 DIA Psychic Center and che
INSA scudies parapsychology, that
beanch of psychology chac deals wich
the invescigadon of such psychic phe-
mmummmnaaz
pesception, epathy, The
reportedly Is also 2 member of an [nci-
dent Response Tam tw investgate
UFOQ landings, if one should occur.
This team has never met. The lack of
solid CIA documencation on
UFO-relared activities in the 1980s
leaves che entire issue soméwhac

murky for chis period.

Much of the UFO licerature presendy
focuses on contictees and abductees.
See John E. Mack, Abduction, Human
Encouncers with Aliens (New Yotk
Chades Scribner's Sons, 1994) and
Howard Blum, Out There (New York:
Simon and Schuster, 1990).

See Charles Berliz 2nd William L.
Moare, The Rorwell Incident (New
York: Berkeley Books, 1988); Moore,
“The Roswell Incident: New Evidence
in the Search for a Crashed UFO,”
(Bucbanl, California: Fair Witness
Project, 1982), Publicacion Number
1201; and Klass; UFOrx, pp. 280-281.
[n 1994 Coagressman Steven H.
Schiff (R-NM) called for an official
scudy of the Roswell incidene, The
GAQ is conducting a separate invesci-
gation of the incidenr. The CIA is
nat involved in che investigation, See
Klass, UFOr, pp. 279-281; Joha H.
Wrighe, [nformacion and Privacy
Coordinator, lercer to Derek Skreen,
20 Seprember 1993; and OSWR ana-
lyst incerview. See also the made-for-
TV film, Roswell, which appeared on
cable TV on 31 July 1994 and Pee-
bles, Watch the Skies, pp. 245-251.
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92. See John Diamond, “Air Force Probes
1947 UFQ Claim Findings Arc
Down ta Earth,” 9 September 1994,
Associated Press release; William J.
Broad, "W of 2 ‘Spaceship: OF
This Earth (and U.S.)," The New York
Times, 18 Seprember 1994, p. 1; and
USAF Col. Richard L. Weaver and
1sc Le, James McAndrew, The Roswell
Repare, Facs Versus Fiction in New
Mexico Desert (Washington, DC:
GPO, 1995).

93. See Good, Above Top Secrer; Moare
and S. T. Friedman, “Philip Klass and
M]-12: What ase che Faces,” (Bur-
bank California: Fair-Witness Project,
1688), Publicacion Number 1290;

i Klass, “New Evideace of M]-12

| Hoax,” Skeptical [nquirer, vol. 14

I (Wincer 1990); and Moore and Jaime

H. Shandera, The M/-12 Docurnens:

An Analytical Report (Burbank, Cali- y

fornia: Faic-Wicness Project, 1990),

Publication Number 1500, Walter

Bedell Smich supposedly replaced For-

restal on 1 August 1950 following )

Foreestal's deach, All members listed

were deceased when the MJ-12 “docu- -”

ments” surfaced in 1984, See Pecbles,

Watch the Skies, pp. 258-268.

; De. Bland, editar of The George

o C Marshall Papers, discovered thac one
of the so-called Majestic-12 docu-
ments was 2 complete fraud. [c
conained the exact same language asa
leteer from Marshall to Presidencial
candidate Thomas Dewey regaeding
che “Magic" intercepes in 1944, The
dates and names had been altered and
“Magic” changed o "Majic.” More-
over, it was a photocopy, not an
original. No original M]-12 docu- -
mencs have ever surfaced. Telephone
conversation berween che auchor and
Bland, 29 Augusc 1994
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

32 CFR Parts 1900, 1901, 1907, 1908, and
1909

Freedom of Information Act; Privacy Act;
and Executive Order
12958;Implementation Agency: Central
Intelligence Agency.

ACTION: Interim rule.

§1900.02 Definitions

For purposes of this part, the following
terms have the meanings indicated:

(a) Agency or CIA means the United
States Central Intelligence Agency acting
through the CIA Information and Privacy
Coordinator;

(b) Days means calendar days when the
Agency is operating and specifically excludes
Saturdays, Sundays, and legal public holidays.
Three (3) days may be added to any time limit
imposed on a requester by this part if
responding by U.S. domestic mail; ten (10)
days may be added if responding by
international mail;

(c) Control means ownership or the
authority of the CIA pursuant to federal statute
or privilege to regulate official or public
access to records,

(d) Coordinator means the C1A
Information and Privacy Coordinator who
serves as the Agency manager of the
infarmation review and release program
instituted under the Freedom of Information
Act;

(e) Direcr costs means those expenditures
which an agency actually incurs in the
processing of a FOIA request; it does not
include overhead factors such as space, itdoes
include:

(1) Pages means paper copies of standard
office size or the dollar-value equivalent in
other media; :

(2) Reproduction means generation of a
copy of a requested record in a form
appropriate for release;

(3) Review means all time expended in
examining a record to determine whether any
portion must be withheld pursuant to law and
in effecting any required deletions, but
excludes personnel hours expended in
resolving general legal or policy issues; it also
means personnel hours of professional time;

(4) Search means all time expended in
looking for and relrieving material that may be
responsive to a request utilizing available
paper and electronic indices and finding aids;
it also means personnel hours of professional
time or the dollar-value equivalent in computer
searches;

(f) Expression of interest means a written
communication submitted by a member of the
public requesting information on or

concerning the FOIA program and/or the
availability of documents from the CIA;

(g) Federal agency means any execulive
department, military department, or other
establishment or entity included in the
definition of agency in 5 U.S.C 552(f);

(h) Fees means those direct costs which
may be assessed a requester considering the
categories established by the FOIA; requesters
should submit information to assist the Agency
in determining the proper fee category and the
Agency may draw reasonable inferences from
the identity and activities of the requester in
making such determinations; the fee categories
include:

(1) Commercial means a request in which

_the disclosure sought is primarily in the

commercial interest of the requester and which
furthers such commercial, trade, income, or
profit interests;

(2) Non-commercial educational or
scientific institution means a request from an
accredited United States educational
institution at any academic level or instittion
engaged in research concerning the social,
biological, or physical sciences or an
instructor or researcher or member of such
institutions; it also means that the information
will be used in a specific scholarly or
analytical work, will contribute to the
advancement of public knowledge, and will be
disseminated 1o the general public;

(3) Representaiive of the news media
means a request from an individual actively
gathering news for an entity thal is organized
and operated to publish and broadcast news to
the American public and pursuant to their
news dissemination function and not their
commercial interests; the lerm news means
information which concerns current events,
would be of current interest (o the general
public, would enhance the public
understanding of the operations or activities of
the U.S. Government, and is in fact
disseminated to a significant element of the
public at minimal cost; freelance journalists
are included in this definition if they can
demonstrate a solid basis for expecting
publication through such an organization, even
though not actually employed by it; a
publication contract or prior publication
record is relevant to such status;

(4) All other means a request from an _

individual not within paragraph (h)(1), (2), or
(3) of this section;

(i) Freedom of Information Act or “FOIA"
means the statutes as codified at 5 U.S.C 552;

(j) [nzerested parry means any official in
the executive, military, congressional, or

judicial branches of government, United States

or foreign, or U.S. Government contractor
who. in the sole discretion of the CIA, has a
subject matter or physical interest in the
documents or information at issue;

(k) Originator means the U.S. Government
official who originated the document at issue

or successor in office, or such official who has
been delegated release or declassification
authority pursuant to law;

(1) Porential requester means a person,
organization, or other entity who submits an
expression of interest;

(m) Reasonably described records means
a description of a document (record) by unique
identification number or descriptive terms
which permit an Agency employee to locate
documents with reasonable effort given
existing indices and finding aids;

(n) Records or agency records means all
documents, irrespective of physical or
electronic form, made or received by the CIA
in pursuance of federal law or in connection
with the transaction of public business and
appropriate for preservation by the CIA as’
evidence of the organization, functions,
policies, decisions, procedures, operations, or
other activities of the CIA or because of the
informational value of the data contained
therein; it does not include: g

(1) Books, newspapers, magazines,
Journals, magnetic or printed transcripts of
electronic broadeasts, or similar public sector
materials acquired generally and/or
maintained for library or reference purposes;
1o the extent that such materials are
incorporated into any form of analysis or
otherwise distributed or published by the
Agency, they are fully subject to the disclosure
provisions of the FOIA;

(2) Index, filing, or musewn documents
made or acquired and preserved solely for
reference, indexing. filing. or exhibition
purposes; and

(3) Routing and transmitial sheets and
notes and filing or destruction notes which do
not also include information, comment, or
statements of substance;

(0) Responsive recards means those
documents (i.¢., records) which the Agency
has determined to be within the scope of a
FOIA request.

§1900.13 Fees for Record Services

(a) In general. Search, review, and
reproduction fees will be charged in
accordance with the provisions below relating
to schedule, limitations, and category of
requester. Applicable fees will be due even if
our search locates no responsive records or if
some or all of the responsive records must be
denied under one or more of the exemptions of
the Freedom of Information Act.

(b) Fee waiver requests. Records will be
furnished without charge or at a reduced rate
whenever the Agency determines:

(1) That, as a matter of administrative
discretion, the interest of the United States
Government would be served, or

(2) That it is in the public interest because
it is likely to contribute significantly to the
public understanding of the operations or
activities of the United States Government and
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is not primarily in the commercial interest of
the requester; the Agency shall consider the
following factors when making this
determination:

(i) Whether the subject of the request
concerns the operations or activities of the
United States Government; and, if so,

(if) Whether the disclosure of the
requested documents is likely to contribute to
an understanding of United States Government
operations or activities; and, if so, .

(iii) Whether the disclosure of the
requested documents will contribute to public
understanding of United States Government
aperations or activities; and, if so,

(iv) Whether the disclosure of the
requested documents is likely to contribute
significantly to public understanding of United
States Government operations and activities;
and

(v) Whether the requester has a
commercial interest that would be furthered by
the requested disclosure; and, if so,

(vi) Whether the disclosure is primarily in
the commercial interest of the requester.

(c) Fee waiver appeals. Denials of
requests for fee waivers or reductions may be
appealed'to the Chair of the Agency Release
Panel via the Coordinator. A requester is
encouraged to provide any explanation or
argument as to how his or her request satisfies
the statutory requirement set forth above.

(d) Time for fee walver requests and
appeals. Tt is suggested that such requests and
appeals be made and resolved prior to the
initiation of processing and the incurring of
costs. However, fee waiver requests will be
accepted at any time prior to the release of
documents or the completion of a case, and fee
waiver appeals within forty-five (45) days of
our initial decision subject to the following
condition: If processing has been initiated,
then the requester must agree to be responsible
for costs in the event of an adverse
administrative or judicial decision.

(e) Agreement 1o pay fees. In order to
protect requesters from large and/or
unanticipated charges, the Agency will request
specific commitment when it estimates that
fees will exceed $100.00. The Agency will
hold in abeyance for forty-five (45) days
requests requiring such agreement and will
thereafter deem the request closed. This
action, of course, would not prevent an
individual from refiling his or her FOLA
request with a fee commitment at a subsequent
date.

(f) Deposirs. The Agency may require an
advance deposit of up to 100 percent of the
estimated fees when fecs may exceed $250.00
and the requester has no history of payment, or
when, for fees of any amount, there is evidence

that the requester may not pay the fees which
would be accrued by processing the request.
The Agency will hold in abeyance for forty-
five (45) days those requests where deposits
have been requested.

(g) Schedule of fees - 1) In general. The
schedule of fees for services performed in

responding to requests for records is

established as follows:

Personnel Search and Review

Clerical/Technical Quarter $5.00

hour

Professional Quarter 10.00
/Supervisory hour

Manager/Senior Quarter 18.00
Professional hour

Computer Search and Production

Search (on-line) Flat rate 10.00

Search (off-line) Flat rate 30.00

Other aclivity - Per minute 10.00

Tapes (mainframe Each 9.00

| __casseute)

Tapes (mainframe Each 9.00
cartridge)

Tapes (mzinframe Each 20.00
reel)

Tapes (PC 9mm) Each 25.00

Diskette (3.5™) Each 4.00

CD (bulk recorded) | Each 10.00

CD (recordable) Each 20.00

Telecommunications | Per minute .50

Paper (mainframe Per page 10

inter)
Papér (PC b/w laser | Per Page .10
|_printer) :

Paper PC color Per page 1.00
printer

Paper Production

Photocopy (standard | Per page .10
or legal)

Microfiche Per frame .20
Pre-printed Per 100 5.00
(if available) pages )
Published Per item NTIS

(if available)

(2) Application of schedule. Personnel
search time includes time expended in either
manual paper records searches, indices
searches, review of computer search resuits for
relevance, personal computer system searches,
and various reproduction services. In any
event where the actual cost to the Agency of a
particular item is less than the above schedule
(e.g., a large production or run of a document
resulted in a cost of less than $5.00 per
hundred pages), then the actual lesser cost will
be charged. Items published and available at
the National Technical Information Service
(NTIS) are also available from CLA pursuant

to this part at the NTIS price as authorized by
statute.

(3) Other services. For all other types of
output, production, or reproduction (e g.,
photographs, maps, or published reports),
actual cost or amounts authorized by statute.
Determinations of actual cost shall include the
commercial cost of the mediz, the personnel
time expended in making the item to be
released, and an allocated cost of the
equipment used in making the item, or, if the
production is effected by a commercial
service, then that charge shall be deemed the
actual cost for purposes of this part.

(h) Limitations on collecrion of fees. --
(1) In general. No fees will be charged if the
cost of collecting the fee is equal to or greater
than the fee itself. That cost includes the
administrative costs to the Agency of billing,
receiving, recording, and processing the fee for
deposit to the Treasury Department and, as of
the date of these regulations, is deemed to be
$10.00.

(2) Requests for personal information.
No fees will be charged for requesters seeking
records about themselves under the FOIA;
such requests are processed in accordance with
both the FOIA and the Privacy Act in order to
ensure the maximum disclosure without
charge.

(i) Fee categories. There are four
categories of FOIA requesters for fee
purposes: "Commaercial use” requesters,
“educational and non-commercial scientific
institution” requesters, “representatives of the
news media” requesters, and “all other"
requesters. The categories are defined in
§1900.02, and applicable fees, which are the
same in two of the categories, will be assessed
as follows:

(1) “Commercial use" requesters:
Charges which recover the full direct costs of
searching for, reviewing, and duplicating
responsive records (if any);

(2) “Educarional and non-commercial
scientific institution” requesters as well as
“representatives of the news media”
requesters: Only charges for reproduction
beyond the first 100 pages;

(3) "All other" requesters: Charges which
recover the full direct cost of searching for and
reproducing responsive records (if any)
beyond the first 100 pages of reproduction and
the first iwo (2) hours of search time, which
will be furnished without charge.

(i) Associared requests. A requester or
associated requesters may not file a series of
multiple requests, which are merely discrete
subdivisions of the information actually sought
for the purpose of avoiding or reducing
applicable fees. In such instances, the Agency
may aggregate the requests and charge the
applicable fees.
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’ . LARRY W BRYANT) | (b)@)

Item 2 9 Appeal Letter re LWB S FOIA Request to
CIA

- Fri, Oct 3, 2008 at

Tof ] - o (b)(6)

J TO: Director, U. S. Central Intelligence Agency
ATTN: Chairman, Agency Records-Release Panel
Washington, DC 20505

B S I T e e LA

W0z 7T 1068

FROM: Larry W. Brvant (b)(6)

DATE: October 3, 2008

This letter appeals the Sept. 30, 2008, decision of.CIA information and privacy coordinator
Delores:M. Nelson to-deny my FOIA—requesterstalus :3s -a representative:of the news.media
as regards my FOIA request of August 23, 2008 (CIA reference F-2008-01781 -- sent originally
on.August 13th to the Director of National !nteﬂ;gence) ,

Ms. Nelson's below-quoted denial invokes warmed-over official UFOlogical history to deflect the
crux of my request.-- i.e,, that any action taken by any CIA personnel to unlawfully suppress/
dissuade public exposure of UFO reality (as was done in the case the Alaskan UFO encounter
of 1986) has contemporary news value, thus warranting your waiver of all records-search fees.

Ample evidence defining my requester status remains posted upon my blog site of http://
ufoview posterous.com . Applicable federal case law (most notably the years-old lawsuit
waged against your agency by the Washington, D.C.-based National Security Archive)
confirms that no “representative of the news media" need justify his/her FOIA request as
seeking records "likely [to] contribute significantly.to public understanding of the operations
and activities of the United States govemment."- What's more, the package of previously
released CIA-maintained UFO-related records would be a most unlikely repository for such
agency :ncnmrnaimg documentatlon as that penamung to the 1986 Alaskan case.

By *hrs appeai I heretry charactenze my records—search fee—wawer mquest" as a DEN‘AND
in light of the: current edition ¢f the U. S.-Freedom of Information Act's dictum as:expressed in
subparagraph (a)(4)(A)(ii)(Il), namely: "fees shall be limited to reasonable standard charges for
document duplication when . . . the request is made by . . . a representative of the news
medlal Accordingly, | mtend to file suit in U. S. District Court to challenge any denial of this
appea
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©* As you process and grant this appeal, | also ask that you forward a copy of all its related
correspondence to the CIA inspector general for him to investigate the Ctrcums_t_ances.
principals, and activities related to former FAA official John J. Callahan's revelgtlon that one or
more CIA personnel have unlawfully applied official pressure upon Callahan's right not to.
engage in any ClA-directed/supported cover-up of the 1986 Alaskan case. Your compi_ymg
with this 1G-referral request not only would contribute significantly to public understanding of
the operations and activities of the U. S. Central Intelligence Agency; it also would help secure
accountability for any CIA policy/practice that interferes with the public's stakeholdership in
pursuit of UFOtruth. . @ .

By snail-mail, I'm sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted letter.

(b)(6) !J"‘ LOCT Zoog
e

LARRY W. BRYANT
Copies furnished to:

Editor, UFO Magazine

Jonathan L. Katz, Esq.

Chairman, Select Committee on Intelligence, U. S. Senate
Director, U. S. Government Accountability Office

— i —— o ——— —— e — — — — S ———————— —

TEXT OF MS. NELSON'S LETTER TO LWB (30 Sep 08):
Reference: F-2008-01781
Dear Mr. Bryant:

Thislis a final response to your 23 August 2008 Freedom of Information Act (FO!A) request,
received in the office of the Information and Privacy Coordinator on 28 August 2008, for the -
following ClA-received and ClA-generated records: '

(1) As pertain to the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes, and all other related
documentation of the 1987 special meeting at FAA headquarters in Washington, D.C.;

(2) As pertain to all other similar cases of airborne UFQ encounters reportedly occurring since
Nov. 17, 1986, to date.

We have assigned your request the reference number above. Please use this number when
corresponding so that we can identify it easily.

On the general subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs), there is no organized CIA effort
to do research in connection with UFO phenomena, nor has there been an organized effort to
collect intelligence on UFOs since the 1950s. At that time, the Air Force, specifically the Air
Technical Intelligence Center at Wright Patterson Air Force Base, had the primary
responsibility for the investigation of all reports of UFO sightings. The CIA's role was in
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connection with a Scientific Advisory Panel, established to investigate and evaluate reports of
UFOs. The panel was concerned only with any aspect of UFO phenomena which might prove
to present a potential threat to the United States national security. The panel later issued a
report of its findings, the Report of the Scientific Panel on Unidentified Fiying Objects dated 17
January 1953, also known as the Robertson Report. The report was released by the Air Force
Office of Public Information on 9 April 1958, The Air Force investigation, called Project
Bluebook [sic], was terminated in 1969. We understand that the Air Force turned its records
on this subject over to the National Archives and Records Administration where they are
currently available for inspection and purchase. There is currently no CIA program to actively
collect information on UFOs, although since the time of the Robertson Report there have been
sporadic instances of correspondence dealing with the subject, and we occasionally receive
various kinds of reports of sightings of objects in the UFO category.

As of this date, however, the Agency has released to numerous previous requesters 1,022
pages of UFO-related documents under the FOIA. Most of this material was located as a
result of a previous se:arch for records conducted on behalf of an earlier requester for
information regarding UFOs up through 1979, and as a result of a recent updated seaich fer
records conducted on behalf of an earlier requester for information regarding UFOs from 1879
through 15 March 1990. Any releasable material as a result of these earlier, thorough
searches is included in this package. These documents are not indexed, and most of the
material deals with matters related to the report by the Scientific Advisory Panel. We should
advise you that most of the reports dealing with the UFQ sightings considered by the Panel
originated with other government agencies such as the Air Force, and that much of the later
ClA-originated reports concern sightings as reported in the foreign news media. in accordance
with our enclosed fee schedule, the material referred to above costs ten cents per page less
the first 100 pages as a requester in the "all other" category.

Also, as a result of former Director Woolsey's 14 December 1993 radio interview, a recent
further reiease of 1,757 pages has been made bringing the total amount of pages to 2,779.
Therefore, should you wish to purchase this package, please send us your check or money
order for US$267.90 1o me, made payable to the Treasurer of the United States and cite the
reference number above to ensure proper credit to your account.

You aiso have the option of reviewing the initial release of 3991 pages on the CiA's electronic
FOIA internet site. The access for this site via homepage URL is: http://www foig.ucis.goy .

| must consider your request for a fee waiver under the standards the Agency FOIA regulations
outline, which you will find at Part 1900 of Title 32 of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR). |
have reviewed your request under those standards and determined that your petition does not
meet them because disclosing.the information you seek is already in the public domain and its
re-release would not likely contribute significantly to public understanding of the operations and
activities of the United States Government. | therefore deny your request for a fee waiver.

You may appeal this decision, in my care, within 45 days from the date of this letter. Should
you choose to appeal the denial of your request for a fee waiver, you are encouraged to provide
an explanation supporting your appeal. Agency regulations also specify that if the Agency has
started to process a request, the Agency may only accept an appeal of a fee waiver denial if
the requester agrees to be responsible for the costs in the event of an adverse administrative or
judicial decision.
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In an effort to assist you further, enclosed is a copy of an article from the CIA's internal
magazine Studies in Intelligence, Summer 1997, entitied "CIA's Role in the Study of UFOs,
1847-90." This item i3 being provided at no cost since it is under 100 pages. We trust that
the information enclosed and that provided above will be helpful.
Sincerely,

Delores M. Nelson
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Enclosure

T L r e —
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EXHIBIT D
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October 28, 2008

~ Mr. Larry W. Bryant (b)6)

Reference: F-2008-01781
Dear Mr. Bryant:

We received your 3 October 2008 letter appealing our 30 September 2008 final response
to your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request for “the following CIA-received and CIA-
generated records:

(1) As pertain to the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes, and all
other related documentation of the 1987 special meeting at FAA headquarters in
Washington, D.C.; o
(2) As pertain to all other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly
occurring since Nov. 17, 1986, to date.”

Specifically, you appealed our determination to deny you status as a representative of the news
media, and to deny your request for a fee waiver.

Initially, please be advised that FOIA requesters have no appeal rights regarding an
agency’s fee category determination. Please also be advised that since records responsive to the
subject of your request have been previously released, and no additional searches were
conducted following receipt of your request, you would be responsible for copying costs
associated with this request regardless of fee category determination. As we noted in our final
response letter of 30 September 2008, copying costs are ten cents per page less the first 100
pages. These copying fees would apply even if we were to place you into the representative of -
the news media fee category.

With regard to your request for a fee waiver, Agency regulations are clear that fee waiver
appeals will be accepted within forty-five (45) days of our initial decision subject to the
following condition: If processing has been initiated, then the requester must agree to be
responsible for costs in the event of an adverse administrative or judicial decision. This
regulation is codified in 32 C.F.R. § 1900(d). Since you neither agreed to this condition in your
initial FOIA request, nor in your appeal letter, we cannot accept your fee waiver denial appeal.
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As noted in our final response letter, if you wish to obtain copies of all 2,779 previously
released responsive pages, please send me your check or money order for US$267.90, made
payable to the Treasurer of the United States, and cite the reference number above to ensure
proper credit to your account.

Sincerely,

Delores M. Nelson
Information and Privacy Coordinator
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Central Intelligence Agency

23 June 2009

Mr. Larry W. Bryant

(b)(6)

Reference: F-2008-01781
Dear Mr. Bryant:

This is in reference to your 23 August 2008 Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
request, received in the office of the Information and Privacy Coordinator on
18 August 2008, for the following CIA-received and CIA-generated records:

(1) As pertain to the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes, and all
other related documentation of the 1987 special meeting at FAA
headquarters i in Washington, D.C.; and

'(2) As pertain to all similar cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly
occurring since Nov. 17, 1986, to date.

Please note that upon further review, the Agency is reopening the processing of
your request; a search will be conducted for records in existence through 15 June 2009.
You also requested news media status. Since your request pertains to UFOs and you are a
columnist with the newsstand periodical, UFO Magazine, we are placing you in “news
media” fee category for this request. Accordingly, you will be responsible only for the
cost of reproducing any records released in response to your request. Copying costs are
ten cents per page less the first 100 pages.

Delores M. Nelson
Information and Privacy Coordinator
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EXHIBIT F
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- 21 October 2009

Mr. Larry W. Bryant

(b)(6)

Reference: F-2008-01781

Dear Mr. Bryant:

This is a final response to your 23 August 2008 Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) -
request, and subsequent litigation, for the following CIA-received and CIA-generated records:

(1) As pertain to the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes, and
all other related documentation of the 1987 special meeting at FAA
headquarters in Washington, D. C.;

(2) As pertain to all other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters
reportedly occurring since November 17, 1986, to date.

We processed your request in accordance with the FOIA, 5 U.S.C. § 552, as amended, and the CIA
Information Act, 50 U.S.C. § 431, as amended. Our processing included a search for records as -
described in our 23 June 2009 letter existing through the date of 15 June 2009.

No records responsive to item 1 were located. With respect to item 2, we have located
United States Government material that was not originated by CIA. This material appears to be
relevant to your request and has been referred to its originating agency for review and direct
response to you. Please note that the CIA regulations governing administrative appeals provide
that no appeal shall be accepted if the information in question is the subject of a pending litigation
in the federal courts.

Sincerely,

Dot M. Mot

Delores M. Nelson
Information and Privacy Coordinator
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

LARRY W. BRYANT,
Plaintiff,
V. Civil Action No.: 09-0940 (EGS)

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
and LEON PANETTA, Director, CIA,

Defendants.
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DECLARATION OF DELORES M. NELSON
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

I, DELORES M. NELSON, hereby declare and say:

1. I'am the Chief, Public Information Programs Division, Information Management
Services (“IMS”), Office of the Chief Information Officer (“CIO”), Central
Intelligence Agency (“CIA”). Since 21 April 2008, I also serve as the CIA
Information and Privacy Coordinator (“Coordinator”). I have served with the
CIA for approximately twenty-nine years and, in addition to my current positions,
have held other supervisory positions with the CIA.

2. I'make this declaration in support of the CIA’s motion for summary judgment in
this proceeding.

3. In my current capacities, I am responsible for managing the Freedom of

Information Act (“FOIA”), Privacy Act, and Executive Order 12958 Mandatory
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Declassification Review programs in the CIA. These responsibilities include
directing searches of CIA records systems pursuant to public requests for records
under these programs and coordinating the reviews of any records retrieved in
such searches. These review processes include undertaking any intra-agency and
inter-agency coordination and referrals necessary in light of the information found
in responsive records. In addition, my responsibilities include fee category and
fee waiver determinations.

As part of my official duties I ensure that the CIA administratively processes
FOIA and Privacy Act requests including the search, retrieval, analysis, review,
redaction and release of docu.ments in accordance with the law and as efficiently
as possible with the personnel and resources available.

Through the exercise of my official duties, I have become familiar with Plaintiff’s
FOIA request for information that is the subject of this civil action. I make the
following statements based upon my personal knowledge, and information made

available to me in the course of performing my official duties.

I. PLAINTIFF’S FOIA REQUEST AND THE CIA’s RESPONSE

6.

By “letter”! dated August 23, 2008 (received in the office of the Information and
Privacy Coordinator on August 28, 2008), Plaintiff submitted a FOIA request to

the CIA for the following “CIA-received and CIA-generated” records:

' The “letter” is actually a print-out of email correspondence between the Office of the
Director of National Intelligence and Plaintiff with handwritten annotations addressed to
“Scott Koch [former CIA Information and Privacy Coordinator], changing date to “23”
August, and containing signature of Plaintiff. The text states in part “By snail- mail, I'm
sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted letter.”

" :
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a. “As pertain to the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes, and all
other related documentation” of the “1987 special meeting at FAA
headquarters in Washington, D.C., to discuss and evaluate...the intrusive UFO
encounter experienced on Nov. 17, 1986, by the Japanese flight crew (No.
1628) of a 747 cargo jet...in Alaskan sky.”

b. “As pertain to all other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly
occurring since Nov. 17, 1986, to date.”

Plaintiff also stated that since he was submitting his request as “a representative

of the news media principally as a columnist for the monthly newsstand periodical

‘UFO Magazine’”, he asked that “all records-search/review fees” be waived. (A

true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s initial request is attached hereto as Exhibit A.)

. By letter dated September 30, 2008, the CIA acknowledged receipt of Plaintiff’s

request and assigned it reference number F-2008-01781. The letter went on to
explain that “there is no organized effort to do research in connection with UFO
phenomena, nor has there been an organized effort to collect intelligence on
UFOs since the 1950s.” There is currently no CIA program to actively collect
information on UFOs. The letter then discussed the release by CIA of UFO-
related documents (2,779 pages) in response to prior FOIA requests and a special
search conducted in 1993 at the direction of then CIA Director James Woolsey,
which included the search for and review of all Agency files on UFOs. The letter
also enclosed a copy of CIA’s fee schedule and stated the cost for the UFQ
package was $267.90, ten cents per page less the first 100 pages free. That is the

cost of duplication. Since this information was previously released and the charge

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C07083377



COT083377

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C07083377

was for duplication only, it was not affected by fee category.” The letter further
explained that requests for fee waivers® must be considered under the standards
that Agency regulations outlined at Part 1900 of Title 32 of the Code of Federal
Regulations (C.F.R.). In accordance therewith, the CIA informed Mr. Bryant that
because the information he sought was already in the public domain, and “its re-
release would not likely contribute significantly to public understanding of the
operations and activities of the United States Government”, his request for a fee
waiver was denied. The September 30, 2008 letter also informed Plaintiff that he
could appeal the denial of his request for a fee waiver within 45 days from the
date of the letter, but if CIA has started to process a request, the Agency may
accept an appeal of a fee waiver denial only “if the requester agrees to be
responsible for the costs in the event of an adverse administrative or judicial
decision”. (A true and correct copy of CIA’s September 30, 2008 letter and

enclosures is attached hereto as Exhibit B.)

? The CIA did not formally address Plaintiff’s request for status as a new media
representative in its September 30, 2008 letter, although after explaining the cost of the

* UFO package—ten cents per page less the first 100 pages, the letter stated “as a requester
in the ‘all other’ category.” Regardless, since the only charge was for duplication, the fee
was the same whether his fee category was determined to be news media or all other.

3 Although Plaintiff used the term “waiver” in his request letter, based on context of his
letter (and subsequent appeal and complaint), it appears that there was confusion over fee
category (status) and fee waiver and that requester used the latter term to mean his
request for news media status. Notwithstanding that it appears Plaintiff did not request a
fee waiver, because of his use of the term waiver, the CIA treated it as such.

4
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8. By letter dated October 3, 2008*, Plaintiff appealed the CIA’s decision “to deny

my FOIA request status as a representative of the news media” as regards request
F-2008-01781. Plaintiff went on to state “By this appeal I hereby characterize my
records-search-fee-waiver ‘request’ as a DEMAND” and cited 5 U.S.C. § 522
“a(4)(A)(i1)(II), namely, ‘fees shall be limited to reasonable standard charges for
document duplication when...the request is made by...a representative of the news
media.”” (A true and correct copy of Plaintiff’s appeal request is attached hereto

as Exhibit C.)

. By letter dated October 28, 2008, the CIA acknowledged Plaintiff’s letter in

which he appealed our determination to deny him “status as a representative of

the news media” and to deny his “request for a fee waiver.”

10. The CIA explained to Plaintiff that since records responsive to his FOIA request

had been previously released and no additional searches were conducted, he
would be responsible “for copying costs associated with this request regardless of
fee category determination.” That is, these copying fees would apply even if he
were placed into the news media fee category. With respect to his appeal of the
denial of a fee waiver, the CIA reiterated that “if processing has been initiated, the
requester must agree to be responsible for costs in the event of an adverse

administrative or judicial decision.” (See 32 C.F.R. § 1900.13(d).) Accordiﬁgly,

* The “letter” composed as email on October 3, 2008, is actually dated “6 Oct 2008” in a
handwritten annotation next to Plaintiff’s signature. The text states in part: “By snail-
mail, I'm sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted letter.” The appeal was
received in my office on October 14, 2008 (see date stamp).

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C07083377




c07083377

11.

12,

13.

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C07083377

the CIA declined to accept Plaintiff’s fee waiver denial ap}:-f.-,al.5 (A true and
correct copy of CIA’s response to Plaintiff’s appeal request is attached hereto as
Exhibit D.)

On May 20, 2009, Plaintiff commenced this action, alleging that Defendant
“failed to grant Plaintiff news media representative status”, “‘a fee waiver so as
only to have to pay photocopying and reproduction fees,” (Compl., ] 9 and 10),
and for the first time, Defendant “did not use the level of diligence and good faith
to conduct a search.” (Id.,  12).

By letter dated June 23, 2009, the CIA informed Plaintiff it would reopen his
request, granted him news media representative status for this request, and
conduct a search for “CIA-received and CIA-generated” records on the following:

a. “the convening, attendance roster, briefings, minutes, and all other related
documentation of the 1987 special meeting at FAA headquarters in
Washington, D.C.”,

b. “all other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly occurring
since Nov. 17, 1986, to date.” (A true and correct copy of this letter is
attached hereto as Exhibit E.)

By letter dated October 21, 2009, the CIA informed Plaintiff that no records
responsive to item (a) above were located and that with respect to item (b), U.S.
Government material (not originated by the CIA) was located and has been

referred to the originating agencies for their review and direct response to him.
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The CIA also informed Plaintiff that “CIA regulations governing administrative
appeals provide that no appeal shall be accepted if the information in question is
the subject of pending litigation in the federal courts.” (A true and correct copy of
this letter is attached hereto as Exhibit F.)

14. The CIA referred the three potentially responsive documents to the government
agencies which originated the documents: Department of State and National
Security Agency.

IL. CIA’S SEARCH FOR RESPONSIVE DOCUMENTS
A. CIA Records Systems

15. The CIA’s records systems are designed to support CIA’s intelligence activities
and responsibilities. The CIA’s ability to retrieve data from a given records
systems depends upon the type of information stored in that system and the way
the system is designed to retrieve that information. Records systems and indexing
systems vary among CIA components because they must reflect and respond to
the established responsibilities and needs of those individual components. For. _
example, some CIA records systems are organized to facilitate the collection of
foreign intelligence, while others facilitate the analysis of intelligence
iﬂformation, depending upon the missions of the particular CIA component.

16. All CIA records are maintained by one of four directorates or the independent
offices and entities that report to the Director of the CIA: the National
Clandestine Service (“NCS”), the Directorate of Intelligence (“DI”), the
Directorate of Science and Technology (“DS&T"”), the Directorate of Support

(“DS”) and the Director of CIA Area (“DIR Area”).

7
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17. The DI is the CIA directorate that analyzes, interprets, and forecasts foreign
intelligence issues and world events of importance to the United States. It is
responsible for producing finished intelligence reports for dissemination to
policymakers in the United States Government. Appropriately trained personnel
regularly conduct FOIA and other searches of the DI records system as part of
their normal duties.

18. The DS&T is the CIA directorate that creates and applies technology to fulfill
intelligence requirements. The DS&T also maintained records produced by the
Foreign Broadcast Information Service, the primary collector of foreign open-
source information for the United States Government until the establishment of
the DNI Open Source Center in 2005°. Open-source information is information
that is generally available to the public, such as foreign newspapers, periodical
publications, and television and radio broadcasts. Appropriately trained personnel
regularly conduct FOIA and other searches of the DS&T records system as part of
their normal duties.

19. The NCS is the organization within CIA responsible for the clandestine collection
of foreign intelligence information from human sources. The NCS records system
contains information on persons or entities that are of foreign intelligence or
counterintelligence interest to the CIA and other United States Government
agencies. Appropriately trained personnel regularly conduct FOIA and Privacy

Act searches of the NCS records system as part of their normal duties. NCS

¢ The DNI Open Source Center (“OSC”) at CIA was established on 1 November 2005.
The DNI directed that the center be built on the capabilities and expertise of CIA’s FBIS
and report directly to the DCIA in implementing DNI strategy and guidance.
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operational files are exempt from FOIA search and review pursuant to the CIA

Information Act, 50 U.S.C. § 431.

20. The DS provides the CIA with mission-critical services, including the protection

21,

of CIA personnel, security matters generally, facilities, communications, logistics,
training, medical services, and personnel resources. It maintains records on all
current and former CIA employees, whether employed in a contract or staff
capacity, as well as other individuals for whom security processing or evaluation

has been required. Appropriately trained personnel regularly conduct FOIA

searches of the DS records system as part of their normal duties.

The DIR Area includes the independent offices that report directly to the
Director, and is distinct from the CIA’s four main directorates (NCS, DI, DS&T,
and DS). The DIR Area includes the Office of General Counsel, Office of
Inspector General, Office of Congressional Affairs, Office of Public Affairs,
Chief Financial Officer, Chief Information Officer, and other entities such as the
Office of Diversity Plans and Programs. The DNI Open Source Center is also
within the DIR Area. Appropriately trained personnel regularly conduct FOIA
searches of the DIR records system as part of their normal duﬁes.

B. Procedures for Processing FOIA Requests

22. The CIA has established the following procedures for processing FOIA requests.

As previously noted, CIA’s Information and Privacy Coordinator, who also serves
as Chicf, PIPD, is responsible for managing the FOIA, PA and E.O. 12958
Mandatory Declassification Review programs at the CIA. My office is the initial

reception point in the CIA for all FOIA requests. Upon receipt, experienced
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FOIA officers in PIPD review the nequcsf to ensure that it is perfected, that is,
meets applicable legal and administrative requirements. Part of this review entails
checking to see if the CIA has previously searched for and released records on the
topic identiﬁed by the requester. If so, depending upon the volume, the requester
is provided with copies of the responsive records or a listing of such records as
well as with background on the search which generated the records. (See Exhibit
B.) If a request is perfected and a search of CIA component records is necessary,
PIPD officers determine which directorates’ of the CIA, reasonably may be
expected to possess records responsive to the request and then forward copies of
the requester’s letter to those directorates with instructions to search for any
responsive documents. The tasked directorates then conduct searches among all
directorate components and indices and databases that reasonably may be
expected to have any information responsive to the request. Directorate personnel
responsible for conducting these searches are professionals who regularly and
routinely conduct CIA record searches, whether for another component of the
CIA, the Director of CIA, Department of Justice, Congress or a FOIA requester.
After a tasked component locates documents in response to a FOIA request,
officers must review those documents to determine whether they, in fact, respond
to the request. Because of the nature of a particular records system, or the search

tools, indices, or terms employed, a search may locate many documents that are
not responsive to the request. In fact, it is quite common for the number of non-

responsive documents to exceed the number of responsive documents.

"In the discussion of processing procedures in this Declaration, “directorates” will include
the DIR Area.
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After officers identify and remove any non-responsive documents, they must then
review the remaining responsive documents to determine if any FOIA exemptions
apply, and whether they can reasonably segregate non-exempt information from
exempt information. In the course of reviewing documents for exempt
information and segregability, officers frequently identify information that must
be coordinated with or referred to another CIA component or another agency
because the other component or agency originated the information.® This
coordination and referral process itself can belquite time-consuming because other
components and agencies have their own missions and FOIA priorities.

When all of the components and agencies’ have completed their respective
reviews, PIPD professionals incorporate all of the recommendations regarding
exemptions, segregation, and release, resolve conflicting recommendations, and
ensure that the release or withholding determinations comply with the law and
published CIA regulations. Under the direction and supervision of the CIA
Information and Privacy Coordinator, a review is then conducted from a corporate
perspective on behalf of the entire CIA. A final record copy of each CIA-
originated document is produced and a response is provided to the requester.
Documents originated by other government agencies are forwarded to those

agencies for direct response to the requester.

C. CIA’s Records Search in Response to Plaintiff’s FOIA Request

¥ See Exec. Order No. 12958, as amended, § 3.6(b).

*“Agencies” in this context refers to one more other agencies having information or
equities in CIA documents as opposed to referrals, which are documents located by CIA
but originated by another agency. These are forwarded to the originating agency for
review and direct response to the requester.

11
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26. The CIA processed Plaintiff’s request following the procedures set forth above.

27. As noted above (] 9), the CIA has previously searched for and released records
relating to UFOs in response to FOIA requests and litigation. In addition, in
1993-94, at the direction of then Director of Central Intelligence (DCI) James
Woolsey, the CIA conducted an Agency-wide search for and reviewed all CIA
files relating to UFOs. This effort, conducted under the direction of the Executive
Assistant to the Director of Central Intelligence (“DCI”) resulted in a further
release of 1,757 pages, bringing the CIA’s release of documents relating to UFOs,
that is, the “UFO package” to 2,779 pages. It should be noted that this search was
Agency-wide and the intent of the review was to release as much information as
possible, without compromising intelligence sources and methods. Thus, the
subject of plaintiff’s request—"“a 1987 special meeting at FAA headquarters...to
discuss and evaluate certain official evidencé of the intrusive UFO encounter
experienced on Nov. 17, 1986...by a Japanese flight crew” over Alaska—falls
squarely within the parameters of this search. In reviewing this case, it was the
second prong of Plaintiff’s request which prompted the CIA to reopen the
processing of his request, namely, the request for information “on all other similar
cases of airborne UFO encounters reportedly occurring since Nov. 17, 1986.” As
was explained to Plaintiff in CIA’s Sept. 30, 2008 letter, there is no CIA program
to actively collect information on UFOs. However, the letter also acknowledged
that occasionally we may receive reports of sightings of objects in the UFO
category. Accordingly, a search was conducted by CIA for records concerning

“similar cases of airborne UFO encounters” since November 17, 1986. And,
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notwithstanding that records relating to the alleged 1987 special meeting at FAA
headquarters concerning the November 1986 encounter, if any, should have been
located during the special search for UFO related information conducted in 1993-
94, a new search was conducted for records specifically relating to the meeting as
described by the requester.

PIPD personnel experienced in the tasking of records searches tasked those CIA
directorates reasﬁnably likely to have responsive records, if any existt;.d. PIPD
tasked the Plaintiff’s request to the DI, DS&T, DCIA Area and NCS. These
components were tasked to search through June 15, 2009, the date of the letter
informing requester that the case was being reopened.

As noted above, the DI analyzes, interprets, and forecasts foreign-intelligence
related issues and world events of importance to the United States. The DI made
all mnable efforts to identify and retrieve any records responsive to Plaintiff’s
FOIA request. The DI searched its central data base, an all-source data base
containing intelligence reports and finished intelligence received and originated
by the CIA, for information on “other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters
reportedly occurring since Nov. 17, 1986.” The following search terms were
used: “UFO”, “UFOS”, and “unidentified flying object or objects”.

Three responsive documents, all originated by other agencies, were located.
Records in the main DI system are disseminated intelligence reports and are not
indexed to retrieve information of the nature requested in item 1 of Plaintiff’s
request. Within the DI, the only component reasonably likely to possess records

relating to the meeting described in requester’s letter, would have been the Office
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of Scientific and Weapons Research (“OSWR”)IO, whose records have been
archived. Such records are indexed only at the folder level. The DI searched
using the following terms “UFO”, “U F O”, “U.F.0”, as well as “FAA”, “F A A”,
and Federal Aviation Administration. In addition, the search officer looked for
folder titles listing meeting, briefing, roster, or minutes for the same time period.
No responsive records were located.

The DS&T also made all reasonable efforts to identify and retrieve records
responsive to plaintiff’s request. Given the relevant time period, the DS&T
searched archived records of the National Photographic Interpretation Center,
Foreign Broadcast Information Service, Office of Imagery Analysis, Office of
Technical Services, Office of the Director for S&T, Office of Development and
Engineering, Office of Research and Development, and Office of Technical
Collection. The DS&T employed the following search terms: “FAA”, “Federal
Aviation Administration”, “UFO”, “unidenﬁﬁed flying object” and “Callahan”.
No responsive records were located.

The DCIA Area also made all reasonable efforts to identify and retrieve any
records responsive to plaintiff’s FOIA request. The DCIA Action Center (DAC),
Office of Public Affairs, Open Source Center, and Center for the Study of
Intelligence conducted records searches. All components searched for

“unidentified flying objects”, “UFO”, “UFOs”, “FAA”, or “Federal Aviation

_Administration”. In addition, the following search terms were used by one or

1 OSWR was formed in 1980 when the Offices of Scientific Intelligence and Weapons
Intelligence were merged. The name of the office was changed in 1995, and the office
was subsequently merged with a number of others during successive reorganizations.
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more components: “UFO encounter”, “Japanese flight crew 1628”, “aviation”,
“meeting at FAA 1987”, “FAA meeting”, “1987 FAA meeting”, “UFO and
Japan”, “UFO and 1628", “UFO and CIA”, “UFO and 747", “UFO and
extraterrestrial”, “Callahan”. (The term “unidentified flying object™ was also used
in conjunction with other terms when “UFO” is listed in the preceding examples.
In addition, as was noted above, a special search was conducted in 1993-94
regarding UFOs at the request of Director Woolsey. These records are part of the
CIA UFO collection which was offered to the plaintiff in CIA’s initial response.
The search was overseen by the Executive Assistant to the DCI. The DAC
searched all of the records retired as part of this effort (“every single page”), and
CSI independently reviewed a subset as possibly containing responsive
information being. All records were manually reviewed as part of this search. No
responsive records were located. The DAC found no reference to a meeting or
the FAA in 1987 (“or indeed, any other year”) or any documentation regarding
UFO encounters, extra-terrestials, or unexplained flying phenomena from 1986
onward. In addition, the individual who oversaw the 1993-94 search and review
effort as the Executive Assistant to the DCI searched his email concerning this
project for “FAA” and located no responsive documents.

As previously noted the NCS is responsible for the clandestine collection of
foreign intelligence information. The NCS records system contains information
on persons and entities that are of foreign intelligence or counter-intelligence

interest to the CIA and other United States Government agencies. After
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reviewing plaintiff’s FOIA request, NCS responded that its records system was
not set up to search on general subjects or topics such as UFOs.'""'? |
34. In sum, the CIA tasked those components reasonably likely to possess

information responsive to Plaintiff’s request (if any) to conduct records searches.
The searches were conducted by information management professionals who are
familiar with the records systems of their respective components and who
routinely and regularly conduct searches of these records as part of their
professional responsibilities. These individuals were familiar with Plaintiff’s
request and all such searches were reasonably calculated to locate responsive
records, if any. As indicated above, no documents were located in response to
item (a) (“1987 special meeting at FAA”) of Plaintiff’s request and three records
originated by other government agencies were located in response to item (b)(*all
other similar cases of airborne UFO encounters”™).

I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed this 26™ day of October, 2009.

Delores M. Nelson
Information & Privacy Coordinator
Central Intelligence Agency

" Intelligence reports disseminated by NCS (formerly the Directorate of Operations) are
included in the DI records system where they may be searched by topic (and were
searched as part of the DI records search described above.)

2 The Directorate of Support to conduct searches in this case. Given its functions as
CIA’s administrative and support arm, PIPD officers reasonably determined that the DS
was not likely to have records responsive to plaintiff’s request.
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- y ) Printer Frieadly t/ - — (b)(6)

From "Larry W. Bryant" é (0)(6)
Subject FOIA Request to CIA, re the McCarthy Saga
oo s £ AUG1S'04 wi10:31  (b)(6)
cC ‘president@whitehouse.gov
TO: Director

U. S. Central Intelligence Agency

ATTN: Freedom of Information Manager

Washington, DC 20505

DATE: August 8, 2004

While certain CIA officials continue to deny the public full access
to any government records pertaining to the CIA-created "Project
Cherry," there remains at least one victim of that rogue operation
who is continuing to seek full vindication and justice as to the
"Cherry"-related crimes of omission/commission perpetrated against
not just him but also against one or more citizens of the Kingdom of
Cambodia.

I refer of course to one former U. S. Army captain John Joseph
McCarthy, Jr., who clandestinely had been trained by, and operated as
a trainer within, "Project Cherry's" central mission: the fielding
of assassination: teams throughout key regions of Vietnam-war-era
Southeast Asia. For details on his involvement in, and eventual
victimization by, that mission, please visit the Internet web site of:

hitp://www. fromthewilderness.com/free/hall/Mac.html

With Mr. McCarthy's proxy (i.e., the enclosed copy of his Notice of
Authorization), I hereby submit this letter as a formal, written
freedom-of-information/Privacy Act request that you send me a copy of
all CIA-generated and CIA-received records pertaining to Mr.
McCarthy's military career, his CIA-directed activities, his
associated communications, his post-"Cherry" litigation history, and
his CIA-managed “case file."

Since I make this request as an independent writer focusing on actual
and/or potential whistleblower-derived evidence exposing official
wrongdoing at the highest levels of government, and since such
exposure would significantly educate the general public as to all
related e

government activities/policies/programs, I hereby request that you
waive all records-search fees incident to your fulfilling this
request.

By snail-mail, I'm sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted letter.

(b)(€)

-
LARRY W. BRYAw: —————c =

http://webmail.caviel.net/sre/printer friendly bottom.php?passed ent id=0O&mailbox=INBOX&passed id=12774
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3 Hx: McCarthy

Mark S. Zaid, Esqg. (Washington, D.C.)

Chairman, U. S. Senate Committee on the Judiciary

Cambodian Ambassador to the United States

hitp://webmail .caviel net/;

\‘
friendly bottom.php?passed ent id=0&mailbox=INBOX&passed id=12774
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NOTICE OF AUTHORIZATION

&

TO: Whom It May Concem
FROM: John Joseph McCarthy

Bythugmnmi_mmumem, I hereby authorize writer Larry W.

Bryant full access to any and all official (b)(6)
government records being maintained on me and my activities by any

government agency — including the U. S. Federal Bureau of

Investigation, the U. S. Central Intelligence Agency, and the
Departments of Defense and Army. i & i |

For official records-search purposes only, I hereby provide the
following personal identification data: _

Social Security No.: |
Onsmalmll:tarysemceNo PR S
Dateandplmofblrth

—— ————

SIGNATUR i | (b)(6

DATE SIG' Jz;ﬁ/ zz] iy

—————— ———— — o — ————— ————

NOTARIZED CERTIFICATION

L Michael Lanerce Gvey ___, anotary public, hereby

certify that the foregoing individual, known to me as John Josep

McCarthy, Jr., appearedbet‘orameonthuﬂ:e 20, dayodel , 2004
_,mtheaty!cmnuyof s qeles _, Califomnia,

—— ————————

andatﬁxedhuumtoﬂuu
Mmﬁmedbymynmn{%_&é _________
of this date: _Ql ., 00

a notary public i m -Qg_sc_fes Lolifpraa

e mcna& LALRENCE COVEY

= ormrmuc-cum
ANGELES COU 2/2004
CLP‘M EXP. AUG, 30.%0 n”

pproved for Release: 2025/06/10 C01119526 mu ——_———r



[ | | | 0O 0 }/90/5Z02 ‘9S€8|aY J0j PaACidd/ M—

Director
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Central Intelligence Agency

9 September 2004

_ Mr. Larrv W. Brvant

| (b)(6)

Reference: F-2004-01956
Dear Mr. Bryant:

This concerns your 8 August 2004 letter requesting records under the
provisions of the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). Specifically, your request is for:

“A copy of all CIA-generated and CIA-received records
pertaining to Mr. [John Joseph] McCarthy’s military
career, his CIA-directed activities, his associated
communications, his post-‘Cherry’ litigation history, and
his CIA-managed ‘case file’.”

We assigned your request the number referenced above for identification purposes.
Please refer to this number in future correspondence.

Concerning your request, to the extent that you seek records that would reveal
a covert connection between CIA and the subject of your request, I must inform you
that the CIA can neither confirm nor deny any confidential or covert relationship, or
interest in developing such a relationship, with any particular individual,
organization, or other entity. Records disclosing this type of information necessarily
would be classified pursuant to Executive Order 12958. Further, the fact of the
existence or nonexistence of such records would relate directly to information
concerning intelligence sources and methods which, in accordance with Section 103
(cX(6) of the National Security Act of 1947 and Section 6 of the CIA Act of 1949, the
Director of Central Intelligence has the legal responsibility and obligation to protect
from unauthorized disclosure.

Therefore, to the extent your request might concern records containing such
information, it is denied pursuant to FOIA exemptions (b)(1) and (b)(3); an
explanation of these exemptions is enclosed. The CIA official responsible for this
determination is Scott Koch, Information and Privacy Coordinator. By this action we
are neither confirming nor denying that any such information exists. You have the

- P DrOVed for Release: 2025/06/11 C011261 12 p ]
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right to appeal this determination by addressing your appeal to the Agency Release
Panel, in my care. However, we will be unable to accept such an appeal until the
processing of your request has been completed, at which time you may submit an
appeal within 45 days from the date of our final response letter. Should you choose to
do this, please explain the basis of your appeal.

With respect to the part of your request that seeks other information,
including that which might reflect an open or otherwise acknowledged Agency
affiliation, we can search for responsive records. Before we can begin processing,
however, we must have your commitment to pay fees as described below.

Concerning your request for a fee waiver, I am required to consider your FOIA
request in light of the rules and regulations governing the waiver of fees as published
in the Code of Federal Regulations [CFR Title 32, Chapter XIX, Section 1900.13(b),
enclosed] as well as relevant Department of Justice and Office of Management and
Budget guidelines. I reviewed your request and determined that your petition does
not meet the requirements of those regulations. Release of the information you
requested would not be likely to contribute significantly to public understanding of
the operations and activities of the United States Government. Accordingly, in this
instance your request for a fee waiver is denied, and we must have your commitment
to pay all fees before we can begin processing your request.

Based on the information in your letter, your request would be placed in the
“commercial” fee category. This means that you will be responsible for the full direct
costs for searching, reviewing and duplicating responsive records. In accordance with
Section (a) of the schedule, search fees are assessable even if no records are found or,
if found, we determine that they are not releasable. This means you will be charged
even if our search results are negative or if it is determined that no information is
releasable under the FOIA.

We will hold your request in abeyance for 45 days from the date of this letter
pending your commitment to pay assessable fees.

Sincerely,
5377;‘-‘—’*

Scott Koch
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Enclosures

s A PPTOVE fOr Release: 2025/06/11 C0112611
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; _
CIOIMSIRRG/PIPD, /../8 September 2004 (O)(3)
Signature assigned by: | (b)(3)
Distribution: (b)(6)
Orig - Adse
1 - PIPD/F-2004-01956 SPR (45 days for fee commit.; fee cat C:
commercial) "

Split glomar (b)(1), (b)(3) by IPC SKoch

| (b)(3)
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. __ . FROM THE WILDERNESS is proud to present the story of

P U.S. Army Special Forces Captain John McCarthy, a real
American hero. While some would challenge hero status
for a man who admittedly was ordered to train
assassination teams for the CIA during the Vietham War
(none of which carried out a mission), no one can
challenge the fact that as a triple volunteer (airborne,
ranger, Special Forces), John served his country with
bravery, honor and distinction. Like so many of the young
men who went to Vietnam, he believed in his country and
what he had been taught was the rightness of its mission
in the world. But this is also the story of John's
disillusionment and of his painful awakening, which came at the cost of wife family and
friends. It is a story about how he stood alone, at a crucial moment, as his country broke
its word to him and refused to capitulate as he saw that the moral leadership of those
who gave him orders was an empty house of cards. - Mike Ruppert, 7/14/98

AN AMERICAN P.O.W. -- IN AMERICA
By John McCarthy

This is true. It happened. And it happened in the United States of America and in
Vietnam.

Continued suppression of the following facts and circumstances provides history with the
opportunity to repeat itself. It already has once.

The United States Government claims that publication of this matter will be inimical to
the National Security of our country. A more accurate phrase would be National
Embarrassment. Stonewalling on this issue has worked for over thirty years. Stonewalling
works. It is time to take down the wall.

% On January 30, 1968, a Top Secret General Court-martial concluded that United States
Army Special Forces Captain John McCarthy had murdered a Cambodian "peasant”.
Although facing the death penalty, the court sentenced McCarthy to "...be confined at
hard labor for the term of your natural life." Deliberation on sentencing took all of three
minutes. Amazingly enough, the sentence to confinement for life DID NOT include
reduction in rank, forfeiture of pay and allowances, nor dismissal from the service. This
remains a precedent in the history of Military Justice, i.e., an accusation followed shortly
by a conviction.

McCarthy was the Case Officer in Saigon, of a CIA directed covert operation code-named
PROJECT CHERRY. The operational mission of CHERRY was a redundant, three-pronged

assassination team targeted against Prince NORODOM SIHANOUK, the head of state of
Cambodia.

Although McCarthy was technically a member of the United States Military and Special
Forces, his role as Case Officer of PROJECT CHERRY necessitated an elaborate Cover Story
as a member of the Department of Defense (DOD) and was covered by identification
issued by the United States Embassy in Saigon under an assumed name (John McAlister).
This "cover" included absolute directives not to openly associate with any members of our
military forces in Vietnam.

PROJECT CHERRY was not a Special Forces mission. This CIA activity employed Special
Forces personnel who were selected for their expertise in relevant skills necessary for the
conduct of BLACK TERROR and ASSASSINATION missions. The Project was buried deep
within a Military Intelligence unit which was itself operating under the guise of a Civic

[of5 8/31/2004 11:22 AM
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Action Team, a common CIA cover for covert operations world-wide. Although members .
of the Civic Action team wore various military uniforms and carried on activities as though
they were legitimate military officers, some were full time CIA Agents.

The "operational" members of PROJECT CHERRY were Cambodians recruited from the
KHMER SEREI, the Government In Exile from Cambodia, violently anti-SIHANOUK and
dedicated to the overthrow of the Cambodian Government. The KHMER SEREI was
recognized by the Vietnamese Government and operated openly in South Vietnam.
PROJECT CHERRY employed twelve members of the KHMER SEREI. Their missions
included the conduct of BLACK TERROR against the civilian population of Cambodia, while
leaving evidence of their atrocities blaming Cambodian forces for their actions. The
purpose of these activities was to create CIVIL UNREST and a rebellion against the
Cambodian Regime. It worked. Similar operations utilizing KHMER SEREI were also
directed from the United States Embassy in Bangkok, Thailand.

PROJECT CHERRY, it turns out, had been compromised by the penetration of an individual
who, while holding the rank as the First Secretary of the KHMER SEREI, was the
PRINCIPAL AGENT of PROJECT CHERRY and also an Operative Agent of the SOVIET KGB.
He was also employed by the SITHANOUK Government at the same time. This information
was provided to the United States Embassy in Saigon in February, 1967, by the leader of
the KHMER SEREI, SON NGOC THANH. The Americans of PROJECT CHERRY were not
notified of this revelation. This triple agent's name was INCHIN LAM. As Principal Agent,
LAM coordinated the activities of the Cambodian members of PROJECT CHERRY and also
packed the parachutes used by all team members, including the Americans. Lam was also
involved in the murder of one of the Cambodian members of PROJECT CHERRY.

During the course of events in November, 1967, McCarthy was directed to disband
PROJECT CHERRY, supposedly for budgetary considerations, and disburse its members to
collateral organizations. All Cambodian members of PROJECT CHERRY were subsequently
rehired by Studies and Observations Groups (SOG) targeting Cambodia, with the
exception of INCHIN LAM, the Principal Agent, who could not be rehired due to unknown
reasons. The only response from those employing other members of PROJECT CHERRY
was, "...they would not touch LAM with a ten foot pole". LAM's association with the Soviet
KGB and the SIHANOUK Regime was not known to McCarthy at that time. (It was later
learned that the CIA was frantically attempting to re-double LAM against the KGB and
was releasing him from all covert activities in this attempt).

LAM was taken from his "Safe House" in Saigon by McCarthy and one of his sergeants,
and driven during the hours of darkness north from the city to an area occupied by a
Special Forces Detachment at Ho Ngoc Tao. The purpose for this trip was to question LAM
because of other issues which had just come to light during attempts to re-hire him.
During the ride LAM was shot and killed from outside the vehicle by persons unknown. By
McCarthy's direction, the vehicle was driven to the Special Forces Detachment and
directives were given to contact an individual to assist in the temporary disposal of LAM.
It was anticipated that LAM's remains would be turned over to the KHMER SEREI, as were
other members in case of death.

Shortly after returning to Saigon, McCarthy was arrested and accused of the murder of
INCHIN LAM. Within three days the United States Embassy in Saigon provided a $25,000
Death Gratuity to the KHMER SEREI in hopes of appeasing them over LAM's death. The
KHMER SEREI were somewhat confused. Although they did not express surprise or anger
in LAM's death, they could not understand why the United States Government was going
to prosecute McCarthy. After all, they had told the Embassy months earlier of LAM's true
allegiance. The KHMER SEREI subsequently presented McCarthy with a plate of gold and a
commendation, since the US Government had provided McCarthy's real name as the
culprit in this matter. The KHMER SEREI kept the $25,000 but they wondered how anyone
could be tried for such a "revolutionary” act.
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The Central Intelligence Agency offered John a ten year sentence if he would plead guilty
to murder, avoid a trial, and go along with the CIA's murder of a triple agent to protect
the truth that they had turned LAM back on his communist comrades. Because he was
innocent of the crime John flatly refused the offer.

After 65 days of pre-trial confinement at Long Binh, Vietnam, in a 5 x 7 foot box, topped
with chicken wire, a continuously burning light bulb, and a tin roof, McCarthy was tried
and convicted of premeditated murder. The TET offensive of January 30, 1968 began
twenty-five minutes later. :

The government's key witness at trial, held virtually in-camera, was a pathologist.
Captain Richard T Mason testified as an "expert" witness that LAM was killed by a .22
caliber bullet with the muzzle of the weapon held loosely or tightly, "Ebut in any case
against the neck” of the victim, LAM. This testimony compelled the jury to convict,
despite contrary evidence. There was also testimony about "stingers" at trial, These were
single shot devices made for the CIA as assassination weapons. Although McCarthy had a
.38 caliber revolver, and the sergeant with him that night had a 9mm pistol, it was
Mason's "expert” testimony that won the day.

Both Robert and Ted Kennedy responded to appeals by McCarthy for assistance. They
wrote letters and made calls on his behalf which had no effect on CIA's directed outcome
of his trial. Bobby was assassinated on June 5, 1968.

After five months in the 5 x 7 "box", McCarthy was transported to Fort Leavenworth,
Kansas, in a "prison shipment".

In September, 1968 Mason recanted his in-court testimony, in writing. He sent the
recantation to Lieutenant Colonel PIERRE FINCK, his boss at the Armed Forces Institute of
Pathology, in Washington, D.C. FINCK had conducted the autopsy of President John F
Kennedy, in November of 1963, and had testified before the WARREN COMMISSION.
FINCK was contacted in 1969 by one of McCarthy's lawyers but denied knowledge of any
new or relevant information in the case. Mason didn't think it necessary or appropriate to
advise McCarthy or his lawyers of his recantation.

In 1970, a lawyer working for FINCK approached McCarthy's attorney in the Pentagon
Cafeteria and asked if he had seen the "McCarthy File".

Expressing surprise, both attorneys proceeded to FINCK's office and located the filing
cabinet. The first document in the file was Mason's recantation. The second item was an
FBI Lab report signed by J Edgar Hoover. This lab report was in response to a request for
analysis of a bullet fragment removed during the autopsy of LAM. The FBI Lab report
dated February 9, 1968, ten days after trial, states that the make, caliber and
manufacturer of the bullet fragment could not be determined. However, the report
continued, a piece of quartz was stuck to the bullet fragment. When LAM was shot, the
front windshield of the vehicle had shattered, the there had been a hole in the windshield
two inches from the passenger side post. Again, Mason had not thought it necessary or
appropriate to notify the defense attorneys or McCarthy. The FBI sent the bullet fragment
back to Vietnam "under separate cover” from the lab report. The bullet fragment was lost
in the registered mail. McCarthy's defense team never had the opportunity to
independently analyze the fragment.

McCarthy's lawyers immediately filed a brief with the appellate court, which cited Mason's
recantation as "newly found evidence and fraud on the court". The conviction was set
aside and a new trial was ordered. One of the three appellate judges disagreed with the
recommendation for a new trial. To him, McCarthy's "record in intelligence and
intelligence related operations, as well as the military skills associated therewith, which
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he has developed," made it in defiance of "logic" that he would have murdered "the victim
in the manner developed by the Government at trial and urged upon us during appellate
argument.” Terming McCarthy a "proven officer, thoroughly trained in intelligence
operations, well-disciplined and sensitive to the ramifications of all his actions, not only
with regard to the United States but to other political entities whose interests might be
affected," that judge said the court should have forbidden a retrial. Then Government
prosecutors described the possibility of a conviction at a new trial as "highly unlikely" and
the charge of Premeditated Murder was dismissed on January 8, 1971. Immediately
following the dismissal, the following organizations were briefed because of anticipated
fallout: CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, STATE DEPARTMENT, FEDERAL BUREAU OF
INVESTIGATION, DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL, and
THE EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, (PRESIDENT NIXON).

The US Government was so anxious to obtain a conviction at trial they had resorted to
FABRICATING evidence in the guise of Mason's EXPERT testimony. Statements by the
ranking member of the court-martial board revealed that had Mason's recantation been
known or the FBI Lab report been available, the court would not have reached a guilty
verdict. However, this same board member did state that if the Government had thought
McCarthy innocent, they certainly would not have tried him for murder, and the court had
their duty to convict. Therein lies the rub and the miscue of military justice. The
statement of "we don't know how he did it, but we think he did it" exemplifies the issue.

In 1984, under the Freedom of Information Act, a search of the files in the STATE
DEPARTMENT was requested with negative results. No files existed with respect to the
above. However, in the office of the ASSISTANT CHIEF OF STAFF of INTELLIGENCE in the
Pentagon, an affidavit dated 1968, written by the Assistant Chief of Staff addressed the
concern of the STATE DEPARTMENT over the issue of granting McCarthy's civilian attorney
a Top Secret clearance in order to review the files in the above matter. The information in
the McCarthy case, if leaked, would seriously effect the Foreign Policy of the United
States. And, of course, STATE was briefed on January 8, 1971. Also, during the summer
of 1968, STATE had requested copies of the Record of Trial and allied paperwork from
McCarthy's defense counsel in the Pentagon. After reviewing the material for a week, the
representative from STATE returned the documents with the comment; "Had we known
that this information was going to be revealed, we would never had allowed the trial to
proceed in the first place". And yet there are no files on this matter at the STATE
DEPARTMENT. This is of far greater significance than just denying the existence of files.
What it means is that STATE was not aware of PROJECT CHERRY to begin with, and
although BLACK TERROR and ASSASSINATION missions were under purview of the CIA,
the STATE DEPARTMENT would have known of these activities when sanctioned by the
President. Because STATE was not privy to these activities in Cambodia, there stands a
very good chance that the operations conducted by PROJECT CHERRY were a ROGUE CIA
directed activity designed to prolong and extend the war in South East Asia.

On October 2, 1968 John, sitting in his prison cell at Ft. Leavenworth, received a Western
Union telegram from Ted Kennedy which read, "Keep chin up. Stand by for good news
shortly." On Oct. 6, 1969 he was summarily released from prison and remained in a state
of limbo while CIA and the Army decided what to do with him. He was sent to the Army's
premier intelligence post, Fort Huachuca, where, as a convicted murderer, he was allowed
to instruct other troops, in spite of the fact that he had no security clearance.

On February 8, 1970 in an article in the Washington Post entitled "Terminated Agent May
Haunt U.S.", Murray Marder would write: "(W)hile comparatively obscure, the McCarthy
case carries a larger potential for international complications than the celebrated Green
Beret case”. Eleven months later the charge was dismissed.

The Constitution of The United States guarantees all citizens the right to seek redress for
grievances against the Government. The exception to this First Amendment Right is the

8/31/2004 11:22 AM
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FERES Doctrine adopted by Congress in 1952, which states that no member of the Armed
Forces may seek redress for grievances which is "incidental to service". Therefore, those
citizens who wear their country's uniform into battle in order to protect the Constitution,
forfeit their Rights under the Constitution. There is no recourse.

John McCarthy honorably left the service on August 2, 1971, after eleven years six
months and six days of active duty. His written statement on request for release from
active duty was simply put: "I no longer have the desire to serve as a commissioned
officer in the United States Army".

The Author
Los Angeles, 1998

A personal note; the utter devastation of incarceration, loss of wife and children, mother
and father, friends and relatives, and employment and other issues is far too voluminous
for inclusion in this synopsis.

© COPYRIGHT 1998, 1999, 2000, JOHN McCARTHY. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED. PERMISSION
TO REPRINT ONLY IF THE FOLLOWING APPEARS: "Permission to reprint courtesy of John
McCarthy and Michael C. Ruppert - FROM THE WILDERNESS @ www.copvcia.com."

If you want to know MORE about this subject,
may we recommend the following:

- The Carone Report
- The Tyree Papers
- The UCLA Oral History

A SUBSCRIPTION TO FROM THE WILDERNESS

Go to our Store Now!

8/31/2004 11:22 AM
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"From "Larry W. Bryant"
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Subject  Appeal of CIA Denial of My FOIA Request for a Records-Search-FeeWaiver

Date Sat, September 18, 2004 4:10 am
To : (b)(6)

CC

TO: Director
U. S. Central Intelligence Agency
ATTN: Agency Release Panel (c/o Mr. Scott Koch)

Washington, DC 20505
' T (b)(6)

By his Sept. 9, 2004, letter denying my fee-waiver request of Aug. 9,
2004 (his reference No. F-2004-01956), CIA FOIA manager Scott Koch
errs in placing me in the requester category of "commercial" entity.
My demonstrable status as an independent writer-researcher
specializing in "national security" issues, public-records access,
and First Amendment commentary entitles me to the requested
records-search-fee waiver, What's more, his totally disingenuous,
knee-jerk assertion that the public would gain no "significant"
benefit from your agency's production of the sought-for records: in
this case of reported rogue CIA operations constitutes an
unacceptable administrative cop-out.

FROM: Larry W. Bryant

DATE: September 18, 2004

If you need concrete evidence of my news-media publication credits,
please consult the Internet wvia a "Google" search under my name
(Larry W. Bryant); in this regard, I also can provide related
correspondence between me and other agencies' FOIA-management
personnel (including those at the Departments of State and Interior).
As an update of my requester-status profile, here are my most recent
publication credits:

(1) One or more articles/book reviews carried in the newsstand magazine FATE;

(2) An expanded edition of my book "UFO Politics at the White House:
Citizens Rally 'round Jimmy Carter's Promise,"” due out shortly from
FATE's parent company, Galde Press.

In recent times, too, I've been contributing research to the

news/information web site of http://www.militarycorruption.com .

As you peruse this record of "news media" representation/interaction
on my part, you cannot but conclude that my research/writing projects
have much more to do with the public's understanding (and oversight)
of government policies/activities/programs than they do with, say,
the CIA's documentation/methods-and-sources for determining the price
of tea in China.

If you insist on sustaining Mr. Koch's denial of my fee-waiver
request, I hereby serve notice that, through my attorney (Mark S.

http://webmail.cavtel.net/sro/printer friendly bottom.php?passed ent id=0&mailbox=INBOX&passed id=16996
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«zaid, Esq), I shall seek judicial relief wvia a complaint to be filed
within the U. S. District Court for the District of Columbia.

By snail-mail, I'm sending to you 2 signed printout of this
e-formatted message.

(b)(6)

LARRY W. BRYANT

Copies furnished to: -

Mark S. Zaid, Esq. (Washington, D.C.)

John J. McCarthy

Phyllis Galde (Editor of FATE)

Webmaster of MilitaryCorruption.com

Chairman, U. S. Senate Committee on the Judiciary

Cambodian Ambassador to the United States

Webmaster of http://www.virtuallystrange.net
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t' Current Folder: Sent Sigr
Compose Addresses Folders Options Search Cavalier Telephone, L
W'M'Mm Previous | Next Forward | Forward as Attachment | Reply | Reg
Subject: Notice of Imminent Legal Action Against the CIA
From: (b)(6)
Date: Sun, December 5, 2004 2:43 pm_
To:| (b)(6)
Ce: |
Bee: -
Priority: Normal

Options: View Full Header | View Printable Version

TO: Director
U. S. Central Intelligence Agency
ATTN: General Counsel '
Washington, DC 20505

FROM: Larry W. Bryant

(b)(6)

DATE: December 5, 2004

Your agency has had more than ample time to process and grant my Sept. 18,
2004, appeal of the CIA FOIA coordinator's Sept. 9, 2004,

denial of my FOIA records-search-fee-waiver request of Aug. 9, 2004 (No.
F-2004-01956 -- by which I'd sought the waiver on the grounds of my
requester status as an independent writer researching background on the
"McCarthy Saga").

Having included in that appeal certain concrete, persuasive evidence of my
requester status (and having accumulated more of the same evidence since
that time), I hereby serve notice upon you that I'm instructing my

attorney, Mark S. Zaid, Esqg., to file the appropriate complaint, on my "
behalf, circa Dec. 27, 2004, in U. S. District Court for the District of
Columbia.

By snail-mail, I'm sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted
letter. ' (b)(6)

LARRY W. BRYANT

Copy furnished to: Mark S. Zaid, Esq. (Washington, D.C.)
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* From “Lary W. Bryantt (b)(6)
Subject  Appeal of CIA Denial of My FOIA Request for a Records-Search-FeeWaiver

Date Sat, September 18, 2004 4:10 am _

To : (b)(6)
CcC

TO: Director
U. 8. Central Intelligence Agency
ATTN: - Agency Release Panel (c/o Mr. Scott Koch)
Washington, DC 20505 '

FROM: Larry W. Bryant
i

(b)(6)

| DATE: September 18, 2004

By his Sept. 9, 2004, letter denying my fee-waiver request of Aug. 9,
2004 (his reference No. F-2004-01956), CIA FOIA manager Scott Koch
errs in placing me in the requester category of "commercial"™ entity.
My demonstrable status as an independent writer-researcher
specializing in "national security" issues, public-records access,
and First Amendment commentary entitles me to the requested
records-search-fee waiver. What's more, his totally disingenuous,

| knee-jerk assertion that the public would gain no "significant”
benefit from your agency's production of the sought-for records:in
this case of reported rogue CIA operations constitutes an
unacceptable administrative cop-out.

If you need concrete evidence of my news-media publication credits,
please consult the Internet wvia a "Google" search under my name
(Larry W. Bryant):; in this regard, I also can provide related
correspondence between me and other agencies' FOIA-management
personnel (including those at the Departments of State and Interior).
As an update of my requester-status profile, here are my most recent
publication credits:

(1) One or more articles/book reviews carried in the newsstand magazine FATE;

(2) An expanded edition of my book "UFO Politics at the White House:
Citizens Rally 'round Jimmy Carter's Promise,” due out shortly from
FATE's parent company, Galde Press.

In recent times, too, I've been contributing research to the

news/information web site of http://www.militarycorruption.com .

As you peruse this record of "news media" representation/interaction
on my part, you cannot but conclude that my research/writing projects
have much more to do with the public's understanding (and oversight)
of government policies/activities/programs than they do with, say,
the CIA's documentation/methods-and-sources for determining the price
of tea in China.

If you insist on sustaining Mr. Koch's denial of my fee-waiver
request, I hereby serve notice that, through my attorney (Mark S.
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* Paid, Esq), I shall seek judicial relief via a complaint to be filed

-
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within the U. 8. District Court for the District of Columbia.

By snail-mail, I'm sending to you a signed printout of this |
e-formatted mpessace.

(b)(6)
LARRY W. BRYAn:

Copies furnished to:

Mark S. Zaid, Esq. (Washington, D.C.)

John J. McCarthy ‘
Phyllis Galde (Editor of FATE)

Webmaster of MilitaryCorruption.com

Chairman, U. S. Senate Committee on the Judiciary

Cambodian Ambassador to the United States |

Webmaster of http://www.virtuallystrange.net
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Central Intelligence Agency

28 April 2006

Mr. Larry W. Bryant

Reference: F-2004-01956
Dear Mr. Bryant:

This is further to our 9 September 2004 letter concerning your 8 August
2004 Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request for “a copy of all CIA-
generated and CIA-received records pertaining to Mr. [John Joseph]
McCarthy, Jr.’s military career, his CIA-directed activities, his associated
communications, his post-‘Cherry’ litigation history, and his CIA-managed
‘case file’.”

Regarding information on Mr. McCarthy’s military career, the
information you are seeking would be under the auspices of the U.S.
Department of the Army. Please be aware that the CIA is not authorized to
release records originated by other Government agencies even if we were to
locate any. Therefore, you should contact the Army at the following address
for the records you require:

Commander
USA Intelligence and Security Command
Freedom of Information and Privacy Office
4552 Pike Road
Fort Meade, MD 20755-5995

Regarding information on Mr. McCarthy, we accept your request; it will
be processed in accordance with the FOIA, 5 U.S.C. § 552, as amended, and the
CIA Information Act, 50 U.S.C. § 431. We will search for records as described
in our 9 September 2004 letter. Unless you object, we will limit our search to
CIA-originated records existing through the date of this acceptance letter.

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C01315208
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On further review, we determined that your request falls into the “all
other” fee category, which means that you will be required to pay charges
which recover the cost of searching for and reproducing responsive records (if
any) beyond the first 100 pages of reproduction and the first two hours of
search time, which will be furnished without charge. Copying costs will be
assessed at the rate of ten cents per page.

The large number of FOIA requests CIA receives has created
unavoidable processing delays making it unlikely that we can respond within
the 20 working days the FOIA requires. You have the right to consider our
honest appraisal as a denial of your request and you may appeal to the Agency
Release Panel. A more practical approach would permit us to continue
processing your request and respond to you as soon as we can. You will retain
your appeal rights and, once you receive the results of our search, can appeal
at that time if you wish. We will proceed on that basis unless you object.

Sincerely,

S e

Scott Koch
Information and Privacy Coordinator

_____ Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C01315208
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PIPD MEMO
F-2004-01956
DATE: 05/10/2006
MEMO TO: IRG DATABASE
FROM: (b)(3)
(b)(6)
SUBJECT:
Case Number: F-2004-01956 OPENI
Tasked on: 05/01/2006
Requester: BRYANT , LARRY
Case Subject: JOHN JOSEPH MACCARTHY, JR. & HIS MILITARY/CIA
CAREER & HIS INVOLVEMENT W/PROJECT "CHERRY"
REPLY:

(b)(3)
(b)(5)

"Sent on: 05/10/2006 at 04:00:30 PM
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PIPD MEMO
F-2004-01956
DATE: 05/25/2006
MEMO TO: IRG DATABASE
FROM: o . (b)(3)
(b)(6)
SUBJECT:
Case Number: F-2004-01956 OPENI
Tasked on: 05/01/2006
Requester: BRYANT, LARRY
Case Subject: JOHN JOSEPH MACCARTHY, JR. & HIS MILITARY/CIA
CAREER & HIS INVOLVEMENT W/PROJECT "CHERRY™"
REPLY:
1. This is in response to Larry Bryant's 08 August 2004 FOIA request for
"...a copy of all CIA-generated and ClA-received records pertaining to Mr. (John
Joseph) McCarthy's military career, his ClA-directed activities, his associated
communications, his post-'Cherry’ litigation history, and his CIA-managed 'case
file."™
file.™ (b)(3)
(b)(5)
|
|
|
|
4. This concludes action by the __:on this request. (b)(3)
T 1 (b)(5)

~ Senton: 05/25/2006 at 09:37:02 AM
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Central Intelligence Agency

31 May 2006

Mr. Larry W. Bryant

(b)(8)

Reference: F-2004-01956
Dear Mr. Bryant:

This is a final response to your 8 August 2004 Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) request for records pertaining to John Joseph McCarthy, Jr. We processed
your request in accordance with the FOIA, 5 U.S.C. § 552, as amended, and the CIA
Information Act, 50 U.S.C. § 431. Our processing included a search for records as
described in our 9 September 2004 letter and our 28 April 2006 acceptance letter.

We did not locate any records responsive to your request.

Although our searches were thorough and diligent, and it is highly unlikely
that repeating those searches would change the result, you nevertheless have the
legal right to appeal the finding of no records responsive to your request. You also
have the right to appeal the decisions made in our 9 September 2004 letter. Should
you choose to do so, you may address your appeal to the Agency Release Panel within
45 days from the date of this letter, in my care. Please explain the basis of your

appeal.

The cost for your request amounts to $110, consisting of 10 computer searches
at $10 each, and fifteen minutes professional search time at $10 per quarter hour.
You are entitled to receive two hours free search (equivalent to $80) as a requester in
the “all other” fee category. Therefore, the cost to you is $30. Please send your check
or money order to me in this amount, payable to the Treasurer of the United
States, citing Reference Number F-2004-01956 to ensure proper credit to your
account.

Sincerely,
CSWW‘:“‘
Scott Koch
Information and Privacy Coordinator

... Approved for Release: 2025/06/11 C01327387
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Subject FOIA Appeal re CIA-maintained McCarthy Records and Corso Records change view| :
TO: Chairman

CIA Records-Release Panel

CIO Scott Koch, Information and Privacy Coordinator
U. 8. Central Intelligence Agency

Washington, DC 20505

FROM: Larry W. Bryant _ i z

DATE: June 5, 2006

Your FOIA coordinator Koch's letters to me of May 31, 2006, and May
26, 2006, have made it even clearer to me why your agency has
received the George Washington University-based National Security
Archive's Rosemary Award (for your demonstrated disdain for the U. S.
Freedom of Information Act's inherent support of the public's
right-to-know).

Accordingly, in order to help counter that disdain and to advance the
public's interest/benefit in knowing the darker side of your agency's
policies/programs/practices, | hereby appeal Mr. Koch's actions taken
via the above-cited letters, while also serving notice that your
denial of my appeal will heighten my resolve to seek judicial remedy
therefor. My prevailing in that lawsuit would require your agency to
reimburse me my attorney's fees.

First of all, your final response (May 31, 2006) to my Aug. 8, 2004,
i - request No, F-2004-01956, re former U, 8. Army captain John Joseph
’ McCarthy, Jr., errs in denying my status as an independent writer
entitled to full waiver of records-search fees. What's more, had
your records searcher conducted a search of all records pertaining to
the CIA-managed, clandestine, Vietnam-era operation called PROJECT
CHERRY, he would've discovered that McCarthy had been assigned to
that project. For background information on that assignment, please
peruse McCarthy's current-events-blog website
http://johnmecarthy%0066.tripod/id 1. htmd . MMcCamy
documents, his (Army-CIA-compelled) role in PROJECT G{ERRY led to his
becoming the fall-guy for your agency's ill-conceived and illicit
application of CHERRY actions/assets against the Cambodian
government. Such official malfeasance by ANY U. 8. agency during
wartime would by definition have permanent value to the public's
mmmr ing and evaluation of that agency's conduct past, present,
uture.

My expected lawsuit, therefore, would seek your agency's production
of a Vaughn index to determine why Mr. Koch has chosen not to search
all CHERRY -related records pertaining to McCarthy's case. That
request for a Vaughn index also would seek a copy of the entire FOIA
case files on all other McCarthy-related FOIA requests processed to

date by your agency. The lawsuit also would request that the court
conduct an in-camera inspection of all CHERRY -related records
pertaining to McCarthy.

Since Mr. McCarthy's web log (a.k.a. "blog") qualifies as a news (and
information) medium widely available to military-affairs researchers,
political analysts, scholars, cultural activists, congressmen,
historians, and jurists worldwide, it enhances my ability to share my
writings and research finding on such national-security matters as

the McCarthy S8aga. His story, incidentally, ligures in my current
First Amendment lawsuit of Bryant v. Rumsfeld, et al., whereby I'm
chellenging certain military commanders' censorship of a series of
whistleblower-solicitation advertisements I've sent - as an
independent writer-researcher -- for publication in various post/base
newspapers. In this regard, the U. 8. District Court for the

District of Columbia has acknowledged my status as an independent
writer entitled 1o have his First Amendment claims of

Treedom-of-speech/freedom-of-press properly adjudicated.

In the second matter at issue here (my May 4, 2006, FOIA request No.
F-2006-01045, by which I seek a copy of all CIA-generated and
CIA-received records pertaining to the late Army Lt. Col. (Ret.)
Philip James Corso and his associations, activities, congressional

Ip:liwebmail.caviel. net/webmail.cgi
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testimony, and motivations), [ note that, once again, Mr. Koch, via
his May 26, 2006, letter to me, insists on questioning my status as
: an independent writer representing one or more news media. How much
time do you really wish to spend here on my justifying my existence
. -- and would you rather spend it in the comfort of your office than
in a courtroom?

At any rate, please note that Corso's whistleblowing account,
published in his 1997 memoirs "The Day After Roswell,” implicates
your agency in the policies, programs, and operations of a

supersecret panel of UFO-related experts called Majestic-Twelve.
Corso’s role as a Pentagon-based intelligence/R&D analyst in helping
exploit the advanced technological artifacts retrieved from the July
1947 crash-landing of a *flying saucer® near Roswell, N.M,,
reverberates, to this day, in the UFO press.

Indeed, in my column scheduled for the July 2006 issue of the
newsstand periodical UFO magazine, I focus my attention on the Corso
story. In UFO magazine's April 2006 issue, my column (*Bryant's UFO
View™) presents a similar essay on the FBI's recent disclosure of its
dossier on UFO author-personality Philip J. Klass® (see enclosed
photo-copy of said essay). Earlier, upon the now-suspended website

of the public-interest Group Citizens Against UFO Secrecy, | had
published a an essay about Corso's FBI dossier, which mentions his
alleged CIA connections.

In a forthcoming issve of UFO magazine, myoohmmlldwel!onthe

second edition of a book titled *Exempt from Disclosure: The

Disturbing Case About the UFO Coverup,” by Robert M, Collins, a

former USAF captain privy to inside knowledge about the government's -
exploitation of Roswellian-debris artifacts. The

book's revelations include MJ- 12-related material allegedly *leaked”
from CIA records -- a matter of utmost concern to the public's
awareness of the CIA role in the coverup of the UFO experience.

As with the McCarthy Saga, Collins's book has been the focus of one
of my recent ad submissions -- a submission that was flatly rejected
by public affairs officials at Langley Air Force Base, Va., as being
in contradiction of the official USAF viewpoint on UFO reality.
— Again, such official censorship of an independent writer's
\ research/writing deserves both public outcry and oversight as to
agency motivations and operations.

UFO magazine's website, http://www.ufomag.com , further extends the
news-dissemination reach of this multimedia organization, thus
affording me a wide audience for my work product

My column in UFO magazine has been preceded by my UFO-related
uﬁchtﬁhﬂmﬂﬁkﬁdhhw@ﬂpﬂ“?ﬁﬂl
True Reports of the Strange and Unknown -- published by Galde Press,
Inc. (galdepress.com), with whom I'm under contract for my second
book. Incidentally, my first book -- *UFO Politics at the White
House: Citizens Rally 'round Jimmy Carter's Promise” -- drew its
content from citizens' UFO-related letters to Pres. Carter, as
USAF-disclosed to me via the U. 8. Freedom of Information Act.

S0, you see that this capsule of my track record as an independent
writer amply qualifies me to receive a lull search-fee waiver for any
current/future FOIA requests submitted as part of my ongoing
rescarch/analysis. Thercfore, please grant me this appeal by
immediately rescinding Mr. Koch's denial of my documented, reiterated
requester status.

By snail-mail, I'm sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted letter.

LARRY W. BRYANT

Copy furnished to: Cha}m_ﬁboolmii ftee on Government Management,
Finance, and Accountability - U. 8. House of Representatives

* P. 5.: 1 hereby request that Mr. Koch also process this letter as
a formal, written FOIA request that he send me a copy of all
CIA-maintained records pertaining to the activities, associations,
correspondence, and motivations of the [ate Philip Julian Klass.
Save email to disk as a text file

Print email

ip://webmail.caviel.nel/webmail.cgi
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Bryaat’s UFO View

Nc; la.ss Act: The FBI Dossier on Philip J. Klass

by Larry W. Bryant

Great minds discuss ideas; average minds discuss
events; small minds discuss people.

Admiral Hyman G. Rickover, USN

We may never know if the late, consummate character
assassin Philip Julian Klass ever knew that the U. S. Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation was keeping records of his
activities and associations. And even if he knew, would
he have wondered whether his demise would trigger the
birth of a freedom-of-information request for public ac-
cess to those records?

As soon as I'd learned of Klass's death on August 9,
2005 1 fired off an FOIA request to FBI headquarters in
Washington, D. C. Sure enough, the Bureau, known for
its having compiled dossiers on such UFO researchers as
Stanton T. Friedman, Leonard H. Stringfield, William L.
Moore, and Larry W. Bryant, had made no exception for
the notorious king of the UFO debunkers,

By its transmittal letter of January 19, 2006, the Bu-
reau sent me a package of 56 responsive documents from
Klass’s dossier, a portion of which was declassified from
its original protective marking of SECRET, while several
pages were redacted in whole or in part on grounds of—
you guessed it—national security.

Let’s jump right into the dossier’s contents and analyza
the documents, as best we can, right here. The very first
document, dated November 9, 1964, consists of a partially
censored, two-page memorandum from FBI director John
Edgar Hoover to the director of the U. S. Central Intel-
ligence Agency, marked: Attention: Director of Security.
Subject: Philip J. Klass.

" FLAUNIO o W S
: Lad .l

In responding to the CIA director’s apparently SECRET
letter of October 26, 1964, Hoover’s memo’s last paragraph
states:

In January, 1958, a matter was referred to this Bureau
for investigation by the District Commander, 4th
District Office of Special Investigations, Department -
of the Air Force, Bolling Air Force Base, Washington,
D. C. This matter involved the unauthorized disclo-
sure of information classified “Secret” in “Aviation
Week Magazine” article entitled “Exclusive Report on |
Counter Measures” by Philip J. Klass in 18 November;. :
1957, and 25 November, 1957, editions. No investi-
gation was conducted in this matter by this Bureaw
inasmuch as this Bureau was advised by Department
of the Air Force that such classified information as.. .
was contained in the article could not be declassified
for purposes of prosecution;

The memo concludes:

No additional pertinent information regarding Klass !
is contained in the files of this Bureau. Any pertinent :
information developed at 4 later date will be fur- ;
nished to you. -

The executive branch’s decision not to prosecute Klass
and/or his magazine, which today enjoys the dubious
distinction of being unofficially labeled Aviation Leak,
has much relevance to today’s politics of secrecy. Will
the leaker of the National Security Agency’s electronic-
surveillance net entrapping American citizens daring to
communicate internationally, along with the New York

The Leah Haley Story

Lost Was the Key focuses on surfacing memories of nonhuman contact,

tetepathic communications. military harassment and problems coping. $17.

Unlocking Alien Closets is a sequel (yet can stand
alone) that details Haley's search for evidence, fighting
debunkers, missing time, black helicopters, mind con-
trol and spiritual implications, $20.

Send check or money order to: Greenleaf Publications.

POB 8152, Murfreesboro, TN 37133,
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Times staff, avail himself of the Klassian escape route
from Uncle Sam's vindictive assault on such messengers
of bad news?

Moving along to February 21, 1975, we find an insight-
ful and revelatory three-page memo from FBI official “Mr.
Heim" to colleague “Mr. Moore.”

Subject: PHILIP J. KLASS ISENIOR AVIONICS EDI-
TOR, AVIATION WEEK & SPACE TECHNOLOG\'}. :
" CRITICISMOF FBI.

BACKGR.OUN'D‘ i

Late in the afternoon of 2/ 10! 75 capllnuad indi-
vidual telephoned the Bureau and spoke with the
. Editor of the FBI Law Enforcement Bulletin {LEB] %]
. In strong terms laced with satcasm, be derided our
~ publication of the article by Dr. J. Allen Hynek, “’I‘ha
. -'UFO Mystory, in the Fabruary 1975 lssue uf thﬁ

tnmugmd UI‘TJ mshﬁnst “with the th
-of ths FBI" over a period of miny'yami and fou
“niot one shred of evidence that any siich objects as
" UFOs existed, Id alone thalﬁuywmﬁ'ombayonq

* the earth’s atmosphere. He also contended that his 2o

- investigations have led to mﬁmlbooks and many
* articles on tha topic

- Mz, Kldss ‘was politely _ﬁmindatf nowhere.
~in Dr. Hyhek's article appaarlng fn’ tha  Bulletin,
““or in numerous other of his writings whichwm
| examined by us, does Hyﬂek stuggest that UFOa
' \aré extra-terrestrial in origin. Additionally, it was®
§ pointed out 1o Klass that the' lerni; {“UFO [Umdenti-
. fied Flying Object)” leaves room for an manner bf-
phenomena both real and imagined. - S

" Purthermdre, Klass whs informed dmt tha' o:tﬂy
 thing the FBI endorsed in the publication of Dr.
- Hynek’s article was its clearly stated premise thatﬁ
“*[rlegardless of the source'of UFO4 or their legiti-
“‘macy, these sightings represented a réal problem
~ for law enforcement,” to whom persons ‘would
. ngrmally first report their observations. . y

‘As'to the suggestion that the author s a fraud,
Klass was informed that Hynek is 4 widely re-. -
‘spected scientist, recognized by all cteditable pro-
- fessionals in his field of expert:sa, who is affiliated
with a leading university (Northwestern). At lhw.
*Klass replied: "Ha won't be for long!" .

. Klass would not alaborate on this’ statement. nor
was he requested to du s0, .

Mureover. Klass conténded lhal Hynek s bia’s
toward the notion that UFOs are actually objects
" and creatures from outer space wds demonstrated
. following his interview of the two men from Mis-
" sissippl who reported they were held captive for §
a time by green, other worldly beings who arrived
on earth and deéparted from it in a saucer-shaped

spaceship. Klass stated that Hynek reportedly said,
“There is no doubt these men had a terrifying experi-
ence.” Mr. Klass was told that many people would
draw no such inference as he had from this remark.

The conversation was concluded when Klass sug-
gested that we might be interested in publishing an
article by a newly formed organization called the
“Center for Unidentified Ghosts.”

* INFORMATION CONCERNING KLASS:
.Bufiles disclose that Klass has, from time to time,

come to our attention by virtue of the fact that he has
been in [deleted] [contact with a Soviet national?] ...
this Bureau [deleted] ... and not to be of assistance to

his government.

Klass has been affiliated with Aviation Week & Space
Technulogy magazine for at least the past 20 years,

__Thls permdmai is published by McGraw-Hill, Inc.,

“ with offices in New York. However, Klass is based
in Washington, D.C., and maintains an office in the

1 Press Building on 14th Street, Northwest, and is
_listed in the D.C. telephone directory at 560 M Street,
Soulhwest. _

continued on page 76
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Bryant’s UFO View For the past 10 years, my hobby has been investi- -
b gating, AND EXPLAINING, famous UFO cases that. |
2 continued from page 15 Hynek and others proclaim to be unexplainable. = :
: A book review concerning one of his published works. - Racantly, 1 have published a book entitled “UFOs Ex- - |
entitled “UFOs—Identified,” published by Random - plained,” which has received very favorable reviews
House. credits him with a scientific approachtoex-~ ~ from such prestigious publications as "Scianliﬁc :
th b the UFO }-.\hem:unﬁx:.hl I:B:spedﬂc;l!l‘)lr nntu . Americap.” (See enclosure.. g
st b 5 in disagrescainy Fnay snd athaes. -lwwl&wdcmne thcopponunity ta -"ttluot.her
promaingut In thie ol / side of the UFQ issue in'The Law Enfurce aun..i
| ﬂn,mémtherehyhdgmwthsmﬂarm

Tha Nahonal Tattler's ]une 16 1975 edmon happans to
present, on page 9, a straightforward account of Hynek’s
five-thousand-word article “The UFO Mystery—Investi-
gating Reports of Sightings.” Tattler’s only lapse into po-
stic license occurs in the headline: “FBI Admits UFOs Ex-
ist (Story in Agency’s Official Magazine Instructs Lawmen
on Procedure to Follow When Saucer Is Spotted).”

3 : : : I'm sure that Hynek would've preferred that the head-
' : APPWI“IY’ the Bureau’s telaphomc rajecl:ion Df Klass’s  line had read: “FBI Admits UFO Reports Exist.” After all,
; :  protestation left such a bitter taste in his mouth that he a5 the good professor used to emphasize: We're studying
:  couldn't resist getting in another dig at the Hynek per- pot UFOs, but reports of UFOs.

sona. It comes in the form of a June 14, 1975 letter sentto  For his part, director Kelley wasted little time in replying
Hoover’s successor, Clarence Kelley. Would Klass, some  tg qur cordial Mr. Klass. Kelley’s kiss-off letter of June 23,
30 years hence, have felt at all embarrassed at indulging 1975, a monument to how bureaucrats can handle a peskily
in such ad hominem rhetoric? Those of us who knew him  officious citizen, offers these two closmg paragraphs:
personally have no doubt that the word contrition had no
place in his vocabulary.

Der m; lsfcl:-

‘Wi grateful toprepm&'&
‘manuscript for publishing com:damtion in the Bulle- *
tim, a careful review of the magazine's commitments; &
mgrmhly.rmulnuoppmtunitytdmptyour: §

Tmuﬂdemwﬂnmhym Allen Hynek, th
sph‘itulleqduntthavnealyougdfs-._._ SVers

and “kooks” who claim that we are PERI R ST e nt SR e e Ak, -
extraterrestrial s did 'I‘he author of Kel.lays Istter to Klass, pmumably from

the Bureau’s external affairs office, appended a back-
ground note to the Bureau's ﬁle capy It concludes:

Hyuek has been associated pi sorially with some -
for alt time: * of the finest universities in this country and is rocog-«

i : Foraquaﬁmhu;,tths,Angmmﬁjg_‘ -":1 nimdimhemostpmaﬁgioussciantlﬁcmmles.mthe\
i : monkaymitsbankmdwinly.inlmbowedout . other hand, Klass has no such sterling reputation and

paceships; Whila the FBI did not
endorse Hynek’s views pwse.thntz’:hiuu to publ
his article and tq alert law enforcemant agencies as
what tado"lfthaylmd." has emhml :

of the UFO business. Now, according to the enclosed has twice been under FBI investigation in connection
article, the FBI's decision to publish the Hynek ard::ls f_ with the unauthorized publication of classified infor-
mpmentsthaﬂntﬂmethat‘anagmcjrohhefedeml mation. Both of these cases are closed. “The National

: government admits that UFOs are worthy of concern.” - Tattler," a clipping from which Klass enclosed, is a -

| The Hynek article published by the FBI' ,ms“ o tabloid which; until recently, specialized in bawdy

: law enforcement officers to take the time—from much sex stories but now deals in sensationalism manu-

: 1 more pressing duties—to take calls from people who factured by grossly distorting stories associated With

f repart seeing UFOs and to'in turn mla]f‘ sun:h calls to prominent persons and agencies. .
I : Hynek's own UFO group. i Egads! Could this pcss:hly be the same Phil Klass who.

A Surely in these times law enforcement officers have back in the eighties, got on the phone to pressure officials
! : more useful things to occupy their time and attention. at the University of Nebraska at Lincoln to withdraw their

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

.............................................................................................................................................................................
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offer of facilities for holding a UFO-research conference,
on the grounds that some of the anti-UFO-secrecy confer-
ees might have communistic leanings?

As one of those conferees, I'll always remember my own
close encounter with Klass in the public square during
that period. It came as we both accepted the invitation of
a Baltimore TV talk show to present a point-counterpoint
segment on the UFO issue.

In the Green Room as we were preparing to go on stage,
Klass tried his best to display his cordial side, as if he
merely were a harmless garden snake sunning himself
amidst the marigolds. His small talk focused on querying
me about where I'd attended school and who's my current
employer.

Uh-oh, 1 said to myself; here comes the (expected) tactic
by which he’s planning to, some day, subject me to the
same harassment he'd visited upon the late UFO-oriented
scientist Dr. James E. McDonald, whose effects from being
thus Klassi-fried became tragic.

Things went downhill swiftly. During my brief slide-show
presentation of some key cases from ufological history, Klass
seethed with anger and accusatory remarks, labeling each
case a hoax without providing any evidence thereof.

During a commercial break, the show's staffers tried to
coax me into arguing Jerry Springer-style with this would-
be “expert on the UFO myth.” I declined, preferring to
just laugh at him whenever he deigned to ply his role as
professional bully.

I needn’t have bothered to laugh, because the audience
already had summed up the event as a case of Klass-dis-
missed. I still have a videotape of that show, and I hope
it'll fetch some big bucks when my daughter puts it up for
auction on eBay.com upon my own demise.

Some day, historians might view Klass’s dossier as be-
ing more important for what it excludes than for what it
includes. In particular, where's all the Klass-related docu-
mentation fueling the controversy over the 1980s-leaked
information about the so-called Operation Majestic-12,
the alleged supersecret twelve-member panel of high-
ranking military personnel and senior scientists set up by
President Truman in 1947 to conceal and technologically
exploit various knowledge/artifacts retrieved from one or
more crash-landed flying saucers?

In this regard, see Nick Redfern’s article “MJ-12 and the
Bureau” in the June-July 2003 issue (Vol. 18, No. 3) of UFO
Magazine. “According to [author Howard] Blum,” writes
Redfern, “on June 4, 1987 UFO skeptic Philip J. Klass wrote
to William Baker, assistant director of the [FBI's] Office of
Congressional and Public Affairs: ‘I am enclosing what pur-
port to be Top Secret/Eyes Only documents, which have
not been properly declassified, now being circulated by
William L. Moore, Burbank, California 91505." "

Most of us familiar with Klass’s nasty tactics for coun-
tering his ufological opponents view his letter to Baker as
just another example of his obsessive, desperate campaign
to smear, intimidate, and assault the opposition.

Savor this irony: here we have Klass—himself an un-
abashed, pants-down-caught publisher of leaked defense

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C01333876
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information—parading around town with his flag of righ-
teous indignation over certain ufologists' receipt of alleged
documentation confirming and exposing the government
cover-up of the Deepest Secret.

If his dossier settles anything important, it's this: No
agency in its right mind would’ve hired him for so much
as file-clerking, much less for leading any counterintel-
ligence effort to deflect researchers’ coming too close to
The Secret.

Perhaps the most charitable conclusion we can draw
from his dossier is that Klass, clueless about the value of
legitimate UFO research and classless in his interpersonal
relations, had become a caricature of scientism. As such,
he would have fared well in the Bush II administration,
making Karl Rove look like an angel.

Alas, he rightfully merited no respect from true scholars
and real gentlemen. Within that big cranium of his was
housed, along with an obviously high IQ, the smallest,
meanest of minds—one that jinxed any chance he might
have had toward achieving greatness. uro

homhhhominAlcxlndrll.Vlrgnh,Imyw.
ﬁryianl directs lhoc'ﬂi\:;shingm.;j D.C. office of the

c-interest zens nst UFO Secrecy. His
book UFO m af the 'WATI'}!! House: Citizens Rally
‘round Jimmy Carter’s Promise is available from
Galde Press, Inc. (www.galdepress.com ). He welcomes
communication from the public at his email address:
overtci@cavtel.net

American Demonology
continued from page 75 :
walking—without a net—over a potentially consciousness-  :
shattering military secret—are not difficult to imagine. e
In An American Demonology, Bennett raises Ruppelt
to a mythically heroic level, as he did previously with
Adamski and Fort, in part by the often extremely poetic
use of language and the skillful sketching in of relevant
historical background that fixes Ruppelt’s story firmly in
those more innocent early days of Ufology. In terms of the
sheer beauty of his writing style, Bennett has few equals
in the field of UFO studies, and it's a shame that this new-
est book is only a scant 166 pages.

Did Captain Edward Ruppelt knowingly conceal the
truth about UFOs from a gullible American public in his
time as head of Project Blue Book? And did he, as the
book’s dustcover claims, “try desperately to convince the

American Air Force that UFOs were real?” While Colin
Bennett cannot answer those questions completely, he can

at least entertain and inform us in a voice uniquely his
own, and offer us a fresh perspective on a sorely neglected
figure in American history, one who may who have held
the key to so many of the mysteries of the UFO phenom-
enon. As a history of our own military’'s bewildered re-
sponse to interlopers from another world, An American
Demonology is an instant and essential classic, vro

An American Demonology: Flying Saucers Over

the White House, by Colin Bennett, is available from
Headpress, U.K., on the web at https:/securehost2.zen.
co.uk/headpress/default.asp
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Central Intelligence Agency

31 May 2006

_ Mr. Larry W. Bryant (b)(6)

Reference: F-2004-01956
Dear Mr. Bryant:

This is a final response to your 8 August 2004 Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) request for records pertaining to John Joseph McCarthy, Jr. We processed
your request in accordance with the FOIA, 5 U.S.C. § 552, as amended, and the CIA
Information Act, 50 U.S.C. § 431. Our processing included a search for records as
described in our 9 September 2004 letter and our 28 April 2006 acceptance letter.

We did not locate any records responsive to your request.

Although our searches were thorough and diligent, and it is highly unlikely
that repeating those searches would change the result, you nevertheless have the
legal right to appeal the finding of no records responsive to your request. You also
have the right to appeal the decisions made in our 9 September 2004 letter. Should
you choose to do so, you may address your appeal to the Agency Release Panel within
45 days from the date of this letter, in my care. Please explain the basis of your

appeal.

The cost for your request amounts to $110, consisting of 10 computer searches
at $10 each, and fifteen minutes professional search time at $10 per quarter hour.
You are entitled to receive two hours free search (equivalent to $80) as a requester in
the “all other” fee category. Therefore, the cost to you is $30. Please send your check
or money order to me in this amount, payable to the Treasurer of the United
States, citing Reference Number F-2004-01956 to ensure proper credit to your
account.

Sincerely,

S e

Scott Koch
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C01333876
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26 May 2006

Mr. Larry W. Bryant (b)(6)

Reference: F-2006-01045
Dear Mr. Bryant:

The office of the Information and Privacy Coordinator has received your
4 May 2006 Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request for:

“a copy of all CIA-generated and CIA-received records
pertaining to Lt. Col. [Philip James] Corso and his
associations, activities, congressional testimony, and
motivations.”

We have assigned your request the reference number above. Please use this
number when corresponding so that we can identify it easily.

For your information, the FOIA authorizes federal agencies to collect
fees for records services. You will note on the enclosed fee schedule that we
charge search fees, including computer time where indices are computerized,
and copying costs for releasable documents. In accordance with Section (a) of
the schedule, search fees are assessable even if no records are found or, if
found, we determine that they are not releasable. This means you will be
charged even if our search results are negative or if we determine that no
information is releasable under the FOIA. The search fees for each item in a
request are usually about $150.

Your letter states that you are submitting this request as an
independent writer and, therefore, request that search and review fees be
waived as a “representative of the news media.” Your current request,
however, does not appear to satisfy the criteria our published regulations
require to receive preferential fee treatment as a representative of the news
media. You may find these criteria at 32 C.F.R. § 1900.02 (h)(3). Before we
can determine the proper fee category for your request, please provide,
pursuant to 32 C.F.R. § 1900.02 (h), additional information on why and how
the documents you seek:

' Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C01333876
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e concern current events;
" e interest the general public;
enhance the public understanding of the operations or
activities of the U.S. Government; and
* how you plan to disseminate the information to a significant
element of the public at minimal cost.

Please specifically address each of these points. Your thorough response will
help ensure that we place your request in the most appropriate and favorable
fee category possible.

Without the data requested above, your fee categorization will be that of
“all other,” which means that you will be required to pay charges which
recover the cost of searching for and reproducing responsive records (if any)
beyond the first 100 pages of reproduction and the first two hours of search
time, which will be furnished without charge. We will assess copying costs at
the rate of ten cents per page.

For your information, we have conducted a previous search for records
on Colonel Corso and no responsive documents were located in CIA holdings.
However, it is our understanding that there are Office of Strategic Services
(OSS) records on Philip J. Corso held at the National Archives and Records
Administration (NARA) under Job No. 57-102, Boxes 73 and 74. Also, please
be aware that the CIA is not authorized to release records originated by other
Government agencies even if we were to locate any. Therefore, we would not
be authorized to release any “CIA-received records,” should any such records
be located. We can conduct a new search on your behalf, when we receive the
information requested above.

Meanwhile, we will hold your request in abeyance for 45 days from the
date of this letter, pending your clarification of the points above. If we do not
hear from you within that time, we will assume that you are no longer
interested in receiving the information you seek and we will close the case.

Sincerely,
= ol

Scott Koch
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Enclosure
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CHAIRMAN, CIA RECORDS- RELEASE PANEL

/o ScoTT KoCH- INFORMATION AND PRIVACY CooRDINATOR
U,S. CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

WASHINGTON, DC 20505

FRST CLASS MAL oo
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20 June 2006

Mr. Larry W. Bryant (b)(6)

Reference: F-2004-01956
Dear Mr. Bryant:

We received your 5 June 2006 letter seeking to appeal our
31 May 2006 response to your Freedom of Information Act request for records
pertaining to John Joseph McCarthy, Jr.

Our records indicate you have an outstanding fee balance of $30.00 for this
request. We therefore cannot accept your appeal under the rules outlined in Part
1900 of Title 32 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Section 1900.42(c). I have
enclosed a highlighted copy for your reference and retention.

Your concern regarding your fee status and your request for information on

“Philip Julian Klass” will be addressed in separate correspondence.

i (b)®)

>,

> SeowERoIT
ormation and Privacy Coordinator

Enclosure
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| 01956 bryant fnrl owes fees
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To:| - Eb\(eg
b)(6

From: "Larry W. Bryant"| -
Subject: Fwd: CIA's Stonewalling of My FOIA Requester-Status Appeal

Cc:
Bees

Attachments:

ucte: Thu, 29 Jun 2006 16:20:10 -0400
To. Sl b)(6
From. "Larry W. Bryant"| o | b6
Subject: CIA's Stonewalling of My FOIA Requester-Status Appeal

TO: Chairman
CIA FOIA-Records Agency Release Panel
U. S. Central Intelligence Agency
Washington, DC 20505

FROM: Larry W. Bryant =

]

By his June 20, 2006, letter to me (copy enclosed), your FOIA
coordinator Scott Koch continues to deny my FOIA requester status as an
independent writer (i.e., "representative of the news media") focusing

on national security affairs.

(b)(8)

T8 W hZ W sm

DATE: June 29, 2006

But, now, Mr. Koch's latest denial further embeds your agency in a FOIA
tarbaby of its own making -- by imposing upon me an extortionist fee of
$30.00 for initial CIA processing of my FOIA request (No. F-2004-01956)
for all CIA records pertaining to former CIA Project Cherry operative
John Joseph McCarthy, Jr. This official extortionist refusal to process
my FOIA appeal of June 5, 2006, unless I pay the contested $30.00
creates a "Catch-22" for my current and future FOIA requests by
declaring, in effect, "You, Mr. Bryant, have no right to appeal a
fee-waiver denial unless you first pay the (erroneously) assessed fee
for any current/past cases." This policy mocks the spirit of the U. S.
Freedom of Information Act, and further explains why your agency has
been (dis)honored by its recent receipt of the National Security

Archive's "Rosemary Award."

In the interest of reopening and expediting my requester-status appeal |
of June 5, 2006, and of making sure that Mr. Koch refrain from '
sabotaging my FOIA request of May 4, 2006 (re the late U. S. Army (Ret.)
Lt. Col. Philip J. Corso's CIA-related revelations), I'm enclosing a
check for $30.00, made payable to the treasurer of the United States.
Please note that in no way does this paid-under-protest payment
constitute a waiver of any of my FOIA rights in any past/current/future
requests/appeals/litigation. Indeed, as regards the expected litigation
ensuing from continued CIA denial of my requester status, I plan to seek
CIA reimbursement of that erroneous assessment.

Also note that, as a supplement to my requester-status appeal of June 5,
2006, I'm enclosing a copy of my column from the July 2006 issue of UFO
Magazine (titled "Bryant's UFO View: Corso's Curse"). From this essay,

Printed for "Larry W. Bryant“r o B __ 1 (b)(6)
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you (and anyone else) readily can discern the public's stakeholdership
in learning and discussing more about your agency's past/current/future
role in suppressing hard-core evidence of UFO-E.T. reality. With or
without CIA cooperation, researchers/writers like me will continue to
let that evidence speak for itself -- via whatever "news media" that
might lend themselves to the process.

To ironically invoke the words of President George W. Bush: "You're
either with us or against us." If the latter, then be prepared to
receive next year's Rosemary Award for FOIA conduct unbecoming a federal

agency.

By snail-mail, I'm sending to you a signed copy of this e-formatted
letter. ] (b)(6)

LARRY W. BRYANT
Director, Washington, D.C., Office of Citizens Against UFO Secrecy

Copies furnished to:

Editor, UFO Magazine ( http://www.ufomag.com )

Chairman, Committee on Government Reform -- U. S. House of
Representatives

Printed for "Larry W. Bryant"i_ 2(b)(6)
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Central Intelligence Agency

{3 A

=it
L R

Washington, D.C. 20505

20 June 2006

_Mr. Larry W. Bryant

(b)(6)

Reference: F-2004-01956
Dear Mr. Bryant:

We received your 5 June 2006 letter seeking to appeal our
31 May 2006 response to your Freedom of Information Act request for records
pertaining to John Joseph McCarthy, Jr.

Our records indicate you have an outstanding fee balance of $30.00 for this
request. We therefore cannot accept your appeal under the rules outlined in Part
1900 of Title 32 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Section 1900.42(c). I have
enclosed a highlighted copy for your reference and retention.

Your concern regarding your fee status and your request for information on
“Philip Julian Klass” will be addressed in separate correspondence.

’_’_S_in.cn_tp_]_Y_‘__ = .
o * (b)6)

< ||

Ea-\hhﬂb‘coﬂm-\._ s T
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Enclosure
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Subject FOIA Appeal re CIA-maintained McCarthy Records and Corso Records ch Q.ﬂﬂ!.!k!l

TO: Chairman

ClIA Records-Release Panel

CiO Scott Koch, Information and Privacy Coordinator
U. 8. Central Intelligence Agency

Washington, DC 20505

FROM: Lamy W.Bryant
|

DATE: June 5, 2006

Your FOIA coordinator Koch's letters to me of May 31, 2006, and May
26, 2006, have made it even clearer to me why your agency has
received the George Washington University-based National Security
Archive's Rosemary Award (for your demonstrated disdain for the U. 8.
Freedom of Information Act's inherent support of the public's
right-to-know).

Accordingly, in order to help counter that disdain and to advance the
public's interest/benefit in knowing the darker side of your agency's
policies/programs/practices, | hereby appeal Mr. Koch's actions taken
via the above-cited letters, while also serving notice that your

denial of my appeal will heighten my resolve to seek judicial remedy
therefor, My prevailing in that lawsuit would require your agency to
reimburse me my attorney's fees.

First of all, your final response (May 31, 2006) to my Aug. 8, 2004,
request No. F-2004-01956, re former U. 8. Army captain John Joseph
McCarthy, Jr., errs in denying my status as an independent writer
cntitled to full waiver of records-search fees. What's more, had

your records searcher conducted a search of all records pertaining to

the CIA-managed, clandestine, Vietnam-era operation called PROJECT
CHERRY, he would've discovered that McCarthy had been assigned to
that project. For background information on that assignment, please
peruse McCarthy's current-events-blog website
http://johnmecarthy90066.tripod/id 1. html . As McCarthy's blog
documents, his (Army-ClA-compelled) role in PROJECT CHERRY led to his
becoming the fall-guy for your agency's ill-conceived and illicit
application of CHERRY actions/assets against the Cambodian
govemment. Such official malfeasance by ANY U. 8. agency during
wartime would by definition have permanent value to the public's
understanding and evaluation of that agency's conduct past, present,
and future,

My expected lawsuit, therefore, would seek your agency's production
of a Vaughn index to determine why Mr. Koch has chosen not to search
all CHERRY -related records pertaining to McCarthy's case. That
request for a Vaughn index also would seek a copy of the entire FOIA
case files on all other McCarthy-related FOIA requests processed to
date by your agency. The lawsuit also would request that the court
conduct an in-camera inspection of all CHERRY -related records
pertaining to McCarthy,

Since Mr. McCarthy's web log (a k.a. *blog*) qualifies as a news (and
information) medium widely available to mulitary-affairs researchers,
political analysts, acholars, cultural activists, congressmen,
historians, and jurists worldwide, it enhances my ability to share my
writings and research finding on such nﬁoml—mrily matters as
the McCarthy S8aga. His story, incidentally, figures in my current
Fim Amendment lawsuit of Bryant v. Rumfeld, et al, whereby I'm

i rtain military ol' a series of
whistleblower-solicitation advertisements I've sent - as an
independent writer-researcher -- for publication in various post/base
newspapers. In this regard, the U. 8. District Court for the
District of Columbia has acknowledged my status as an independent
writer entitled 1o have his First Amendment claims of
{reedom-of-speech/freedom-of-press properly adjudicated.

In the second matter at issue here (my May 4, 2006, FOIA request No.
F-2006-01045, by which I seek a copy of all CTA-generated and
ClA-received records pertaining to the late Army Lt. Col. (Ret.)
Philip James Corso and his associations, activities, congressional

tp:/iwebmail caviel. net' webmail.cgi
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testimony, and motivations), I note that, once again, Mr. Koch, via )
i his May 26, 2006, letter to me, insists on questioning my status as -
an independent writer representing one or more news media. How much
time do you really wish to spend here on my justifying my existence
-- and would you rather spend it in the comfort of your office than
in a courtroom?

.

At any rate, please note that Corso's whistleblowing account,
published in his 1997 memoirs *The Day After Roaweil,” implicates
your agency in the policies, programs, and operations of a
supersecret panel of UFO-related experts called Majestic-Twelve,
Corso's role as a Pentagon-based intelligence/R&D analyst in helping
exploit the advanced technological artifacts retrieved from the July
1947 crash-landing of a "flying saucer® near Roswell, N.M.,
reverberates, to this day, in the UFO press.

Indeed, in my column scheduled for the July 2006 issue of the

newsstand periodical UFO magazine, I focus my attenticn on the Carso
story. In UFO magazine's April 2006 issue, my column ("Bryant's UFO
View") presents a similar essay on the FBI's recent disclosure of its
dossier on UFO author-personality Philip J. Klass® (see enclosed
photo-copy of said cssay). Earlier, upon the now-suspended website

of the public-interest Group Citizens Against UFO Secrecy, [ had
published a an essay about Corso's FBI dossier, which mentions his
alleged CIA connections.

In a forthcoming issue of UFO magazine, my column will dwell on the
second edition of a book titled *Exempt from Disclosure: The
Disturbing Case About the UFO Coverup,® by Robert M. Collins, a
former USAF captain privy to inside knowledge about the government's
exploitation of Roswellian-debris artifacts. The
book's revelations include MJ-12-related material allegedly “leaked®
from CIA records -- a matter of utmost concem to the public's
awareness of the CIA role in the coverup of the UFO experience.

As with the McCarthy Saga, Collins's book has been the focus of one
of my recent ad submissions -- a submission that was Natly rejected
by public affairs officials at Langley Air Force Base, Va., as being

in contradiction of the official USAF viewpoint on UFO reality.
Again, such official censorship of an independent writer's
research/writing deserves both public outcry and oversight as to
agency motivations and operations.

UFO magazine's website, hitp://www.ufomag.com , further extends the
news-dissemination reach of this multimedia organization, thus
affording me a wide audience for my work product.

My column in UFO magazine has been preceded by my UFO-related
articles and book reviews published in the newsstand magazine FATE:
True Reports of the Strange and Unknown -- published by Galde Press,
[nc. (galdepress.com), with whom I'm under contract for my second
book. Incidentally, my first book -- "UFO Politics at the White
House: Citizens Rally ‘round Jimmy Carter's Promise” -- drew its
content from citizens' UFO-related letters to Pres. Carter, as
USAF-disclosed to me via the U. 8. Freedom of Information Act.

So, you see that this capsule of my track record as an independent
writer amply qualifies me to receive a full search-fee waiver for any
current/future FOIA requests submitted as part of my ongoing
research/analysis. Therefore, please grant me this appeal by
immediately rescinding Mr. Koch's denial of my documented, reiterated
requester status,

By snail-mail, I'm sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted letter.

| (b)(6)

LARRY W. BRYANT

Copy furnished to: Chairman, Subcommittes on Govemment Management,
Finance, and Accountability - U. 8. House of Representatives

* P. S.: | hereby request that Mr. Koch also process this letter as
a formal, written FOIA request that he send me a copy of all
CIA-maintained records pertaining to the activities, associations,
correspondence, and motivations of the late Philip Julian Klass.

Save email to disk as a text file
Print email
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Central Intelligence Agency

2 August 2006

Mr. Larry W. Bryant

Reference: F-2004-01956
Dear Mr. Bryant:

This acknowledges receipt of your check number 259 dated 29 June
2006 in the amount of $30.00 to cover the costs associated with your 8 August
2004 Freedom of Information Act request for “a copy of all CIA-generated and
CIA-received records pertaining to Mr. [John Joseph] McCarthy, Jr.’s military
career, his CIA-directed activities, his associated communications, his post-
‘Cherry’ litigation history, and his CIA-managed ‘case file’.”

We credited your account in full and thank you for your payment.

Sincerely,

S e

Scott Koch
Information and Privacy Coordinator

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C01346067
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1 - PIPD/F-2006-001956 FOLLOW-UP (Check Acknowledgment) $30.00
PAID IN FULL (Fee Category: o: all other)

FOIA\ 01956 Bryant Follow-up
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- ‘ Central Intelligence Agency

28 August 2006

Mr. Larry W. Bryant (b)(6)

Reference: F-2004-01956
Dear Mr, Bryant:

This is further to our letter of 20 June 2006 concerning your 5 June 2006
letter appealing our response to your Freedom of Information Act request for records
pertaining to John Joseph McCarthy, Jr. Specifically, you are appealing the
adequacy of our search, which resulted in the determination that no records
responsive to your request were located.

Your appeal has been accepted and arrangements will be made for its
consideration by the appropriate members of the Agency Release Panel. You will be
advised of the determinations made.

In order to afford requesters the most equitable treatment possible, we have
adopted the policy of handling appeals on a first-received, first-out basis. At the
present time, our workload consists of approximately 200 appeals awaiting completion.
In view of this, some delay in our reply must be expected, but I can assure you that
every reasonable effort will be made to complete a response as soon as possible.

Sir_ls:&rely,
T (b)(6)

gP SeoltKogh

Information and Privacy Coordinator
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PIPD MEMO
F-2004-01956
DATE: 08/29/2006
MEMO TO: IRG DATABASE
FROM: | ) (b)(3)

(b)(6)

SUBJECT:

Case Number: F-2004-01956 OPENA

Tasked on: 08/28/2006

Requester: BRYANT , LARRY

Case Subject: JOHN JOSEPH MACCARTHY, JR. & HIS MILITARY/CIA
CAREER & HIS INVOLVEMENT W/PROJECT "CHERRY"

riEHL - S T (b)(3)
(b)(3)

Sent on: 08/30/2006 at 03:16:49 PM

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C01354852
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PIPD MEMO
F-2004-01956

DATE: 09/13/2006

MEMO TO: IRG DATABASE

FROM: | (b)(3)
(b)(6)
!
SUBJECT:
Case Number: F-2004-01956 OPENA
Tasked on: 08/28/2006
Requester: BRYANT , LARRY
Case Subject: JOHN JOSEPH MACCARTHY, JR. & HIS MILITARY/CIA
CAREER & HIS INVOLVEMENT W/PROJECT "CHERRY"
REPLY:

1. This is in response to Larry Bryant's 08 August 2004 initial FOIA
request and subsequent 05 June 2006 FOIA appeal for "...a copy of all
ClA-generated and ClA-received records pertaining to Mr. (John Joseph)
McCarthy's military career, his ClA-directed activities, his associated
communications, his post-'Cherry’ litigation history, and his CIA-managed ‘case
file.™ Specifically, Mr. Bryant is appealing the adequacy of the Agency's search

| (b)(3)
(b)(S)

i b)(3
4. This concludes action by the,  on this request. (b)E)

Sent on: 09/13/2006 at 08:10:24 AM
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Central Intelligence Agency

NOV 15 2006

Mr. Larry W. Bryant

Reference: F-2004-01956
Dear Mr. Bryant:

This responds to your 5 June 2006 letter in which you appealed our 31 May 2006 response
to your Freedom of Information Act request for records pertaining to John Joseph McCarthy, Jr.
Specifically, you appealed the adequacy of our search that resulted in our determination that no
records responsive to your request were located.

In accordance with Agency regulations set forth in part 1900 of title 32 of the Code of
Federal Regulations (C.F.R.), the Agency Release Panel has considered your appeal. Although a
thorough search was conducted at the appellate level, no records responsive to your request were
located. Therefore, pursuant to subparagraph 1900.41 of title 32 of the C.F.R., the Agency Release
Panel has denied your appeal.

In accordance with the provisions of the Freedom of Information Act, you have the right to
seek judicial review of this determination in a United States district court.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED

Scott Koch
Executive Secretary
Agency Release Panel

Approved for Release: 2025/06/10 C01382105
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F-2004-01956 — Bryant

Mr. Bryant’s fee issues were addressed in our 19 July 2006 letter.
See MORI 1342597. '
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, 9/2/06 1:09 PM -0400, Fwd: Action Nouice re U1A ruUiA necorus-ocarch-Fee-Waiver D 1
To: CIA e ) )
From: "Larry W. Bryant" | (b)(6)
- ‘Subject: Fwd: Action Notice re CIA FOIA Records-Search-Fee-Waiver
Denial
Cc:
Bcce:
Attachments:
|
Date: Fri, 1 Sep 2006 23:53:28 -0400
To: | : - I . (b)(6
From: "Larry W. Bryant (b)(6
Subject: Action Notice re CIA FOIA Records-Search-Fee-Waiver Denial
Cc:
Becce:
TO: Mr. Scott Koch
Information and Privacy Coordinator
U. S. Central Intelligence Agency
Washington, DC 20505
FROM: Larry W. Bryant i _ (b)(6)
DATE: September 1, 2006
Since (1) your below—quoteq letter to me of Aug. 28, 2006, fails to
mention my June 5, 2006, appeal of your agency's rejection of my FOIA
requester status as a "representative of the news media," and (2) the
recently filed complaint in the federal FOIA lawsuit of National
Security Archive v. Central Intelligence Agency (
i = jv/news/20060614/index.htm ) cites current CIA

policy/practice that such requester-status rejections are
administratively unappealable, I hereby serve notice upon your agency

the U. S. District Court for the District of Columbia to contest this
rejection that has led to your agency's unlawful, harmful denial of my
past/current/future requests for records-search-fee waivers.

for my formal challenge to your agency's application of arbitrary,
capricious, and discriminatory standards violative of my rights under
the U. S. Freedom of Information Act and the First Amendment to the U.

S. constitution: http://www.petitiononline.com/ciafoia/petition.html .

letter. - —

LARRY W. BRYAN: ——
Columnist for UFO Magazine

Copies furnished to:

Jonathan L. Katz, Esqg. (Silver Spring, Md.)

that my attorney has instructions to file suit, as soon as possible, in

To complete the administrative record in this matter, I refer you to the
following Internet-based petition by which I'm garnering public support

By snail-mail, I'm sending to you a signed printout of this e-formatted

(b)(6)

Printed for "Larry W. Bryant";_
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, 9/2/06 1:09 PM -0400, Fwd: Action Notice re CIA FOIA Records-Search-Fee-Waiver D 2
’ Nancy Birnes, Editor of UFO Magazine ( http://www.ufomag.com )

TEXT OF MR. KOCH'S LETTER OF AUG. 28, 2006, TO L.W.B.:

Dear Mr. Bryant (Reference: F-2004-01956)

This is further to our letter of 20 June 2006 concerning your 5 June
2006 letter appealing our response to your Freedom of Information Act
request for records pertaining to John Joseph McCarthy, Jr.
Specifically, you are appealing the adequacy of our search, which
resulted in the determination that no records responsive to your request

were located.

Your appeal has been accepted and arrangements will be made for its
consideration by the appropriate members of the Agency Release Panel.
You will be advised of the determination made.

In order to afford requesters the most equitable treatment possible, we
have adopted the policy of handling appeals on a first-received,
first-out basis. At the present time, our workload consists of
approximately 200 appeals awaiting completion. In view of this, some
delay in our reply must be expected, but I can assure you that every
reasonable effort will be made to complete a response as soon as
possible.

Printed for "Larry W. Bryant 'f 2
L ] (b)(®)
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Task Information

Task ID: 3228007 Case ID: F-2004-01956 Phase: Initial
Case Manager: | | E‘Eiggi Requester Name:  BRYANT, LARRY
Special Handling: Ext. Agency: _
From: PIPD To: ! (b)(3)
Case Action: Search Task Type: Search Topic:
Send Date: 05/01/2006 Due Date: Return Date: 05/25/2006
Grant Code: | | (B)S) Sub Code: (b)(5)
Subject: JOHN JOSEPH MACCARTHY, JR. & HIS MILITARY/CIA CAREER & HIS INVOLVEMENT W/PROJECT "CHERRY"
Instructions: Please process the above mentioned request.
JOHN JOSEPH MCCARTHY .
(b)(5)
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Task Information

Task ID: 3228008 Case ID: F-2004-01956 Phase: Initial
Case Manager: | _J Eg;gg Requester Name  BRYANT, LARRY
Special Handling: Ext. Agency:
From: PIPD To: | (b)(3)
Case Action: Search Task Type: Search Topic:
Send Date: 05/01/2006 Due Date: Return Date: 05/10/2006
Grant Code: | | (b)5) Sub Code:
Subject: JOHN JOSEPH MACCARTHY, JR. & HIS MILITARY/CIA CAREER & HIS INVOLVEMENT W/PROJECT "CHERRY"
Instructions: Please process the above mentioned request.
JOHN JOSEPH MCCARTHY
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Task Information

Task ID: 3228009 Case ID: F-2004-01956 Phase: Appeal
Case Manager: ’ Eg%gg; Requester Name  BRYANT, LARRY
Special Handling:- ' Ext. Agency:
From: PIPD To: | (BX3)
Case Action: Search Task Type: Search Topic:
Send Date: 08/28/2006 Due Date: Return Date: 09/13/2006
Grant Code: | (b)(5) Sub Code: | (b)(5)
Subject: JOHN JOSEPH MACCARTHY, JR. & HIS MILITARY/CIA CAREER & HIS INVOLVEMENT W/PROJECT "CHERRY™
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