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CAUS �enews Anti-UFO Secrecy Effort During National Freedom of 1JFO Information Week 

.At a press conference in Washington, D. c., on Oct. rt, 1981, CAUS legal advisor 
Peter .A. Gersten announced the following initiatives to ca.pel fUll accountability of 
the Federal GoverDment's UFO policy.makers in their suppression of official UFO docu­
.. ntation: 

e Establishllent of National Freedom of UFO Inforation Week (Oct. 25 - 81). 
Using the press conference as the week's kick-off, Gersten described plans to revive 
CAUS as an international public-interest group dedicated to refar..ing official poli­
cies and practices on the public availability of UFo-related records. Part of those · 

plans includes a special fUnd-raiser to solicit at least one dollar from the aillions 
of citizens who have sighted UFOs during 'the past three decades. The 1a0ney collected, 
aaid Gersten, would be applied toward the costly program of using the U. s. Preedoa 
of Informtion Act (FOIA) as the prt.ary tool to gain access to official UFO documen­
tation. Cost�, •inly because of the litigation that inevitably ensues frca the lack 
of government cooperation in fulfilling FOIA requests. 

• Hearing of oral argwaents, on Oct. 28, in�he plaintiff's appeal of CAUS Vs. 
u. s. National Security .Aency (NSA). This laDdaark FOIA lawsuit to free up sea 135 
tfFO documents •intained y the Agency at its headquarters at Fort George G. Meade, 
Xd., bas resulted in worldwide news-��edia interest. Despite acknowledging that in­
terest, 'the u. s. Federal District Court ;fudge sided with the Agency without enn in­
apecting for h:luel£ the documents in question. CAUS argues that the :fudge erred in 
that nonaction, that the •special circulllStances• of the UFO controversy as a public 
issue requires the Court to «e> tile distance on behalf of the public 'a right to bow . 
Financing of this appeals litigation has been supported in part by the Washington, D.c.­
based rum far 1JFO �esearch, Inc. , which also contributed toward funding of the CAUS­
led appeal in the celebrated case of Ground Saucer watch1 !nc., Vs. U. s. Central In­
telligence .Agency (1978 - 81). 

• Drafting of a •Presidential Proclamation to Affinl Freedom of 1JFO Information 
and Expression. • hi-pose of the proclaaatioa is to provide would-be "tellers-all• a 
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waiver' of their aecrecy oaths and to have all nppreased otficiallJFO-related recorda 
•de available to the public -- in the present and in the future. · Copies of the draft 
have been circulated within the privately funded UFO research Co.llJliV, been distri­
buted in response to inquiries from the public, and been •de available to D81fS aedia 
(a copy having been published in the Oct. 10, 1981, edition or !he News World, a daily 
Devspaper in •ev York City). light DOW1 the draft is iD the hands or two CongreasioDILl 
bodies -- the Bous.e Post Office and Civil Service Committee and the Senate Intelligence 
Co-.ittee. 

filE PUlSE or PUBUC INTDEST 

!'hough a relatively aall llUilber of 3ournalists turDed out to conr Cera ten's 
· 

press conference, they did seem engrossed in what he had to aay. !he thrust of his· 
presentation was that no longer can the Federal Govenaent igDOre its responsibility 
to (1) level with the public on the contents of official UFO doCUIIlelltation and to (2) 
bring its worldwide resources to bear upon revealing what he calla the "ultfate ae­
cret": wba t are the so-called unidentified flying objects? 

Gersten tied this twofold obligation to the inherent weakness or the govenaeDt 's 
position on official UJO research, as evidenced by the failure or Defeme agencies to 
cope with the now-famous aeries of UFO fly-overs at eo• senaitiw u. s. ailitary in­
stallations in the Nbrtbeast back in 1975. With a geography-chronology Wbactgrounderw 
presented by colleague Bruce s. Maccabee, Gersten proceeded to let the 1975 •flap• 
evidence apeak for itself -- adding to it a surprise witness, as it were, in the per­
eon of a fonaer Air Force sergeant 1 who countered the JJ' contention that the UFO aight­
:lDgs at Loring AFB, Maine 1 could be attributed to nothing 1a0re thaD "wllmoWil helicopter" 
activity. The goverDilent•s "bee-sting" (or •isolated-incident,• in USAF parlance) ap­
proach to formal investigation of UFO encounters should not -- indeed, cannot - be 
tolerated by the American citizenry, said Gersten. The nation 'a security is at •take, 
he averred -- 80 IIUch 80 that individual citizens (like the UFO-victiaized Betty Cash 
of Dayton, Texas) are fast losing coDf'idence in the ability of gover111811t .athoritiea .. 
to co• to grips with the UFO problem. 

Noting that the initial docwaentation on the 1975 crisis came to light Yia a 
"leak, " Gersten iaplied that a:n-e such leaks would be welcoJaed -- especially if that'• 
what it takes to expose any .. lfeasance/nonfeasance/.!sfeasance on the part of the 
�ven.ent•s UFO .polic,.aken. In this cormection, he said, he would provide free 
legal assistance to any present or foraer ai:ii tary person who because oi having coae 

forward with the necessary "hard evidence" of UFO reality incurs persecution or prose­
cution at the hands or govermnent authorities. 

Upon eDdiDg the press conference with a question-and-auwer ae8sion, Gersten a:n­
aounced plans to aue the Air Fo�e for a full accounting or its 1975-crisia docwaen-
tation. 

� 

Iaplicit in his raarka that Tuesday 1a0rning ws a challeDge to the •tion'a MVS 
aedia to cease treating UFOs as •rely a subject for entertainaent - l�bt entertain­
aent, at that. The •ssage apparently took hold, for Oft Nov. a, 1981, the Waahi.Dson 
Post carried an article by Ward Sinclair 1 entitled "Suit Seeks to Lift Secrecy Ve 
from Agency's UFO Doou•nta." On the strength of that article's being reprinted in a 
DUIIber or other newspapers across the Dation, Gersten has been nooded with requests 
for interviews aDd for appearances on radio talk ahovs • 
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UPDATE ON !HE HSA c.ASE 

The short hearing on Oct. 28th in 'the tJ. s. Court Bouse in WashiDgton, 1). c., 
left nobody surprised. The two old Men (and one not-so-old WOIWl) in Black probably 
had their llinds aade up .onths ago. Even so, this classic "David and Goliath" con­
frontation put the government on DOtice: It 's going to ha 'ft to continue dealing with 
citizens' demands for greater public access to official tJFo-related records -- par­
ticularly eo long as UFOs continue to aanifest themselves at wiU and rith eeeidng 
bapunity. Despite Gersten's assurance that the NU UFO data ought to be readily 

· 

aegrable trom any sources/Mthods documentation, the three-;judge panel ruled in favor 
of the Agency, issuing its decision on Nov. s, 1981. DepeDding on the availability and 
priority of funds, CAUS will pursue an appeal to the tJ. s. SUpre• court. !his, of 
course, would be the first tiae for the nation's top 3udicial body to review an POIA 
case involving UFO-related records. ADd it would entail the filing or •trieDd ot the 
court• briefs by interested parties, a practice that literally �ld afford the UFO 
issue its long-awaited, .full day in court. Presumably, between DOW �and then, fomer 
�A ae:bers .(and/�· �the;:o·�&daral e:pl�yees) privy tc inside im"br-.tion 1rill coaa for­
ward with relevant sworn testiaony to support these briefs. Here's a cbaDce, u well, 
for the various private UFO research organi1ations to go on .record with 'their own 
briefs in the issue. 

In redoubling its efforts as a "task force• for fUrthering freedom of UFO infor­
•tion, CAUS is embarking on a nationwide fund drive. But .,ney is not all 'that's 
Deeded, says CAUS Assistant Director larry Fawcett. Establishing a worldwide network 
of volunteer •UFO information coordinators" would speed up the group's wark. 

•Our Board of Advisors can •t do it all," he said. •The coordinators would wort 
out of their cnm homes and offices -- ach as does researcher Leonard Stringfield -­
to gather and relay •terial, follow up on local news items, initiate pertinent FOIA . 

requests, conduct 'investigative reporting, 1 press for Congressional action on the tJPO 
problem, obtain written testimony of persons who want to clear their conscience about 
their participation in any official 'UFO coverup, ' aDd take on. special projects like 
contributing articles to our bulletin J.ftroJMAN'!.7. 

•Ours is truly a public service operation, but we can produce DO mre than what 
the !Nblic will heln us oroduce. The 110re �re receive wlunteer heln -- in aonies and 
in aechanisms -- the .,re effective we '11 be. It's as aillple as th&t,• he concluded. 

Persons interested in •jois{: the CAUS" as trn> infOl"''lation coordinators and/or as 
contributing sponsors are aaked '\o contact Fawcett at 471 Goose Lane, Coveutry, CT 06238 • 
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WASHINn'ON COMME:Nl'ARY (Froa the Director, CAUS Washington, D. C. Bureau) 

The Fate of Freedom of UFO Infor.mation 

By 

Larry W. Bryamt 
t 
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Do 70U as a U. s. citi1en thiDk ,ou han the •ript to bow" what ,.aar IOftm­
aent is (and is 110t) doing about the growing contro"fersy Oftr the origin aDd purpose 
of unidentified flying objects? If ao, do. 70U thiDk the peop1e ill charge or official 
UFO research have adequately discharged their rea�sibility to honor that ri&Pt to 
bow? 

t'hose are key questions to us UFO-oriented citisens who DOW are faced with the 
grill prospect that in the next few years the right-to-bow gains achieved through our 
previous use of the U. S. Freedom of IDforma tion Act rill be offset by the current 
political 110ve to whittle down, if not repeal, the Act's power. Ironically, at the 
forefront of this .avement is an ostenaible pro-UFO aeD&tor -- Barry Goldwater (chair­
.an of the Senate Intelligence Committee). 

ID his tJpical aacho lingo, the 2epublican from Arisoa has declared, •I tbf.Dk 
we ought to do away wi 1h the whole damn thingJ" Perhaps the aenator is unaware of the 
-ss of histarica11y valuable aaterial that the Act has brought to light: lnmdreds of 
UFO-related documents heretofore confiDed to the darkest corners of auch agencies as 
the ailitary intelligence community .(Army/Navy/Air Force/Coast Guard/Defense Intelli­
gence Agency), the Departaent of State, the Central Intelligence AgeDey, the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, · the Natioml Security Agency, etc. Perhaps, on the other band, 
he's fully aware of that exposure but as a realist canDOt expect that the Act riU free 
up any hard-core data that will resolve the controversy once for all (e. �.,  an official 
revelation that the government does iDdeed possess bonafide UFO hardware/crew). !y 
!.plication, such data would be classified in the (supposed) interests of national ae­
curity; and Goldwater's pronouncements on that issue are legend. So at first glance to 
hi.a, at least, any atteapt to use the Act to dig up still aore valuable UFO evidence 
would be tutile. 

If you feel that Goldwa ter aDd his colleagues should be taking .are than a glance 
at the iaplications of DO longer having the Act to apply to UFO research, I auggest 
that ,ou urge your congressmen DOt only to resist weakening of the Act '• provisions 
but also to work toward strengthening them. In your co�a�nicatbm you aight point o�t 
that without the past success or the Act the "Cosmic Watergate" kDOWD as official tJft) 
research would be thriving today unchallenged -- and hence indirectly would be threaten­
ing the credibility of governmental institutions in other public •tters as well. 

Can our government aa the Free World's paragon of open information and accounta­
bility afford any present or future erosion of our right to Jmow? 

• • • 

FUTURE POCUS (A Periodic 2eport on the CAUS Agenda) 
/ 

Not 3ust the Federal Goverftllent has a Freedom of IDforation Act. So.e of the 
atates -- e.g., Virginia -- have passed similar legislation to af'ford their citisens 
a window by which to inspect goven111ent operations large aDd. -11. Pre suably, this 
would include atate-nm investigations into reported UFO encounters. IDdeed, every 
atate police aystem probably has a Standing Operatijlg Procedure by which to imeiti­
pte UFO-related incidents ranging from siltple nighttiae aight ings to •close encounters 
of the third kiDd. • What happens to the records of these investigations is DO less ill­
portant than what happens to such records at the Federal level. Therefore, CAUS asks 
all its UFO Inform tion Coordinators to check into the prospect of their states' having 
freedoa-of-infor.aation access to official UFO documentation • 
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