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CHAPTER IX. MATERIEL

-Early Planning

The initial logistics plan for AQUATONE, which conéerned itself
principally with the government furnished equipment (GFE) to be sup-
plied by the Air Force, was worked out under the guidance of
Colonel Gerald F. Keeling of the Office of the Deputy Chief of Staff,

., Materiel {(General C. S. Irvine). The plan devised in order to make
the Air Force vsupply system most responsive to project requirements -
waé to set up an a.drﬁinistrative sté.ff. in USAF Headquarters under a
cover story, and brief the Air Force Chief of Allocation‘s,‘ Chief of
Qperaﬁons and Supply, and the Commander of the West Coast depot
~which would be used for stocl;piling project materiel.. The ﬁist task
under this plan was .to procu..re., deliver and r'eceipt for the compléte
list of GFE required by Lockheed.

| In April 1955 the decision was reé.chgd that engine»spare.s would
be stored in the Pratt & Whitney bonded warehouse at Hartford‘.. Both
overhaul and xﬁaintenance spares woﬁld be stored-.togevi.:her and requi‘-'-‘

, sliﬁons for overseas delivery wéu.ld be made directly toiPJ‘:a-tt &:
Whitney to be shipped frc'arh Hartford. |

Spares for components manufactured on the West Coast.by

Lockheed, Rarno~Wooldr1dge and Hycon were to be stored at
| l 50X1, E.0.13526 }
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8 Arrangements for use of

h'j .

| spaceat were made by the DCS/M with General Rawlings

> X

c » * . . . .
ﬂ of Air Materiel Command, but since the depot was short of personnel,
_ the Project would have to staff its own operation there. Major Robert
§ Welch, USAF, was assigned to the Project Staff early in iuly 1955 and
0 :
58 :

O: was sent to to organize the project depot.

= : .

;; The logistics set-up at Project Headquarters was slow in develop-
= .

W

ing. In June 1955 an Air Force materiel officer, Lt. Col. William A.

Wilson, wa-s»a,ssigried to the deputy slot, and an Agency staff supply

officer, v ‘ was assigneé to the test site at Water~!

- town, but‘the Dire.ctc;r of Lo‘gistics, CIA, had di‘fficulty in finding a

- civilian officer whom he could -releasé to fill the Director of Materiel
slot. With the lack of he.adquarte.rs organization and direction in this
area, the materiel officers assigned to the SAC 4070th Support Wing
moved into the void and took on the pianning‘ for equipping and deploying

- the first detachment.

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C,, section 403g)

The Operational Plan of the 4070th dated 15 December 1955 out-

linéd its responsibility to CINCSAC for not only"crainihg?‘ determining,
combat readiness, and deployment overseas of ea;cthQUATCNE opera- '
tional unit, ) bu-t for the -e.stabli.shment of suppért detachménts, e?ch '

) _ , .

© Handle via BYEMAN
__ Control System
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capab_le of supporting an operational unit in its overseas location.
The Operational Plan (which is attached as Annex 65) was reviewed
by Project Headquarters staff and returned to SAC, a.greed' with no

-.

changes.

Early in 1956, the Project Director noted to

who had been assigned from the Agency's Office of Logistics to fill -
the slot of Director of Materiel:

"I am disturbed by the fact that we may be taking too little -

initiative on supply matters in this Headquarters and leaving

too much initiative to be taken by the 4070th SAC Support Wing.

What I have in mind is that, not only are such tasks as detailed
FAK (flyaway kit) and SLOE (standard list of equipment) lists

made up by Colonel Shingler, but that, so far as I am aware,

the planning and the initial drafts of all our supply procedures
“have originated there, The former of these two tasks is one for
which we may not have adequate facilities at Headquarters. In .
any event it is appropriate that specific lists should be developed -
at Watertown and rather than in Washington. I do feel
strongly, however, that we should be takmg the initiative in devel-
oping supply procedures and not leavxng it to the support organi- .

 zation.' 1/ '

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C., section 403g)

| 50X1, E.0.13526 |

In the sé.ine vein, Col. Osmond J. Ritland, on completing his tour as
Dei:u'ty Project Director in March 1956, _wrote:

o ”Although the materiel activities of the project have
progressed nicely during the past three months, it has. not

_1_/, >SAPC-4639, 26 March 1956, Memo to Proj e.ct' Di're__ctor of’Mater-iel' .
from Project Director. » : S

 Hantle via BYEHAN
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been accomplished by project personnel. I do not believe that
this is too great a deficiency since our original charter requires
SAC to support AQUATONE. .., At this point I would not disturb
the present procedure, but I do feel an additional materiel officer
is needed in Project Headquarf_ers, and with the activation of
-Bases B and C, I visualize the need for a full-time construction -
enginmeer...'" 1/ v

- In the same report, Col. Ritland gave praise to the as

| 50X1, E.0.13526 |

one of the strongest organizations in the project. He had been very

favorably impressed with the facility, the personnel and the method of

handling all supply activities at that installation. He also gave credit
to the SAC Support Group in a letter to General LeMay (CINCSAC)-, as
‘follovs'/s.:

: ", ..Materiel has been our weakest function with little or
~ no seasoned ability to solve this complex problem, In a period
of just a few months Col. Shingler, Lt. Col. Lien and Warrant
Officer Moberly have planned and supervzsed the implementation
of a workable supply system. This was not their assigned respon-
sibility and was undertaken by them for the over-all a.dvancement
of the project...' 2/

Mat_.eriel‘ Support to Field Units

- The SAC Support Plan for Deta¢VMe‘nt' A had included aifangements -

through 7th Air Division in England to extend all needed assistance to

1/ PB-143306, 30 March 1956. Final Report ‘by Col. O. J. Ritland.

2/ Letter to CINCSAC (unnumbered), 30 March 1956 by
' Col 0..J. Ritland. .

'Hanme \ia BYEMAN
~ Control System
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the unit .in carrying out its mission. When betachment A was forced

in June'1956 to move its operations to Germany, these arrangements
were no 1onger valid. Therefore it waé necessary to recdnsider the
4070th's s'upport plan in conjunction with the USA FE .Directorr of Material,
General Lester W, Light, who felt that SAC liaison support would ‘no.t be.
required if all levels of command within USAFE properly accomplished
all functions outlined in the Overseas Logistical Suppoﬁ Plan. He did
not object to SAC representation té assist in ménitoring'iogistiés s'up-

port, but felt that any such representative should be attached to Head-

‘quarters USAFE for control and appropriate direction.

In October 1956, Headquarters SAC in a letter to Headquarters USAF
requested relief from the overseas support of the AQUATONE detach-

ments. The Headquarters USAF Project Officer (Col. Geary) and the

- Project Director both agreed that the support responsibility should be

transferred (in the case of Detachments A and B) to Director of Materiel,

: Héadqua.rte-rs, USAFE, with one supply liaison officer retained in the

fiéld as a tr'oubleshootef. Therea.fter logistics Sﬁppdrf fdr th'e’first
three field detachments ‘was arranged through local and theater com-

mands W'!.th the assistance of the Hea.dquarters USAF Pro;ect Office,

" and with suppleme_ntary pr_ocurement through Age_ncy channels(for

.
Handle via BYEMAN
~Gogtrol System
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ex'é.'mple,, the purchaée and shipment to‘Adana of trailers for base
housing at Detachment B). |

The principal role played by the Project Headquarters Materiel'
Staff was in advising the Project l?irector on materiel policy matters,
a,rfanging with various Air Force echelons for needed :suppo-rt, and
monitoring depot and field base activities. _Once o‘perations were ﬁnder—
way in the: summer of 1956, Headquarters Materiel s-ef up a system of
cia.ily and weekly cable reports to headquarters on field consumption of
‘fuel.and film, enéine time, malfunctions, field rﬁqdificatioris to equip-~
.:n.ent and other usage statistics, in order to ensure thbe timely flow to

the field of needed supplies and spares,

Héavy reliance was placedon the project depot which was set up to
handle the project-peculiar items related particularly to the U-2 aircraft.

~and its photo and electronic systems. The depot operation was first

located at _ frdm inid;l955 to June 1958, when it

was moved to ‘{Nith_'Méjor Welch still in charge.

In October 1960, Project Materiel S’tai_ff for security reasons propo'sed ‘

[ S0X1, £.0.13526 |

shifting the overt support of the U-Z ac’tivities,from: to the
" SAC U-2(DRAGON LADY) depot at'v-.Wa._rner'Robins Air _Force‘Base,.
6

Ham!le ma BY[MAN
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Georgia, with-all shipments to and from Project CHALICE detachments

to be made through that facility. The pr'iricipal reason for this move

was in order to continue using in support of the follow-on

program {OXCART). The removal of the U-2 support activity from

| 50X1, E.0.13526 |

was expected to enhance the security of both programs and .

avoid cross-contamination. It was also expected that monetary savings
. would r,e§u1t for the government by eliminating dual stock levels as

.b.etv‘vee.n the SAC and‘ CHALICE U-2 programs by amélgamating their
&epot support. | |

On 13 February 1961 a memor>anc.1um of uhderstghdirig with respect
to funding of CIA/SAC U-2 maintenance,. overhaul and spare parts
contracts was signed between DPD/Cbntra.cts and the USAF Air Materiel
Command represented by Lt., Col. Sidn-ey ‘Brewer. Thé--decision was to
consolidate logistic support a.ctivitiés‘ within a single Weapons System.
.Sup‘port Center (WSSC) é;t Warner RoBiné Depot eifecf:i.ve.]: J'anuafy 1?61.
An an_a;lysis was made of-comparat.i\}ekcost's and future expected Ievels; .
and fund'ing‘ pefcentage raﬁoé for e%.ch éontxiaéf w.ere _a.v‘g‘_:r.‘eed bet\.aveen -
| th; two paii'vties. This coramon support progfam alleviated thé ,necessi£y~ '

for detailed appropriation accounting for individual line items of support

"supplies and services.

Handle via BYEMAN
. Control System
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The activity and staff at{ grew along with the OXCART
program, additional manning being required for the increased work
load including the installation of automatic data processing. Maj. John

-

Druary replaced Major Welch at the end of the latter officer's eight-year

[ 50X1, E.0.13526 |

 tour with the project in August 1962, In May 1963 in anticipation of the

- transfer to the Air Force of responsibility for

support for OXCART and the SA¢C SR-71 program, USA-F was requested

to provide about 35 new sl;ots for the depot and a‘lsé beéaﬁle respgnsib;e

‘at the time of take-over for 50 slots previously supported by the Agency.‘
Mea.n\;vhile, Secretary of Defef.se McNamara was effecfing ieconomie's_

'in Defense Department installations which involved among other measures .

the phasing down of to a deep storage operation. This re-

quired another move and arrangements were made for space at San

| s0x1, E.0.13526 | ‘

Bernardino Air‘Ma_,te"riel Area at Norton Air Eorce _Ba.se, _Ca.li‘fornia.,n ‘
‘This move‘ took place at the end of 19»163 and z:;s bf % Ja;muz;ry 1964 . the

Air Force Logistics Command at Wright—Pattersbn'_Ai; Force Base
a.'é'sur'ned‘ full manpb“wer and lgg-istics cént;'ol at the‘ne:w depot for
OXCART, TAGBOARD and SR- n programs. The U-2 operatmg‘haié'—“ =

. ware is still éupplied from Warner Robins.

~ Handle via BYEMAN
-~ Cantrol System
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Headquarters Materiel Staff

From 1956 until 1962 the Materiel Staff at Project Headquartérs v |
maintained a T/O strength of only six or seven. Du_ring_{:he period
from 1959 to 1962 when the DD/P air operations formerly under the

Air Maritime Division were placed under the cognizanée of DPL'D,‘ the

materiel support for the P2V and other air programs con-

[50x1, E.0.13526 |

tinued to be carriéd out by the former Aircraft Maintenance Support |
Division's s‘ta‘ff, which had been consiitufed as a sgpara’cé branch ﬁnder '
DPD Materiel. | Following fbe reorgvanization of the special projects

~ under the .Deputy Director for Resééfch and the return of other DD/P

air opei‘ations to the Special Operations Division (SOD) effective in ‘

July 1962, the separate aircraft maintenance branch was also trans- -

ferred to SOD, leaving the project materiel staff at its original seven.

In 1962 on the départure' of the Director of

; _Materiel slot was filled by an Office of Logistics nomine_e,

Upon assignment in September 1962 of Col. Jack Ledford -
as Assistant Director for Special Activities, the organizational formula -

for the Office of Special Activities {OSA) was 're\_riséd in orde_r to reduce

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C., section 403g)

‘the number of division and staff heads reporting Gi_rectly to the front

office (then‘ numbering ten) to a more manageéble arrangement.

| | HANDLE VIA BYEMAN
roPp swecnrEg  CONTROL SYSTEM
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Withheld under statutory authority of the

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

U.S.C,, ‘section 403g)

~ Materiel was bracketed along with the operational functions under

- the "Director for Field Activities" as a parf of that reorganization,

Du-ring tenure as Director of Materiel the staff

was increased, looking toward an operational OXCART program in
addition to continuation of the U-2 project, and numbers reached as

high as 24 on the Headquarters Materiel Directorate staff. In August

1964, Colonel Alfred K. Patterson, USAF, replaced

and continued to direct Materiel's ma ximum effort toward operational

rea.diziess of the OXCART and its sensor and countermeasures systems

.

" and to render necessary materiel support to the U-2 activities at

. Detachments G and H.

Aunthar ecrgpaization of OSA which taok effect in mid-July 1966
reéto‘-fed Matéfi_el to a separate Diréctorate", removing it ffom the
Directorate for Field A‘ctivities, j&hich in turn b__e'came‘ the Directorate
of Opérationé. At that time théi Materiel Directorate was 'compose‘d :
of fi‘ye divis.ic;néz Installa.tions‘, Maintena;cé, Suppiy, Plans and

Requirements, and Avionics.

v

© Handle via BYEMAN.
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15 December 1955

Headquarters Strategic Air Command
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska .

Operational Plan - 4070th Support Wing

e MISS’I'ON'

1. The Commander, 4070th Support ng is dlrectly responsible
to the Commander in Chief, Strategic Air Command. This wing has
the mission of training and equipping the operational units of Project
"AQUATONE'" and providing support for these units in overseas theaters.
Specific respon81b111t1es are:

. a. Direct and supervise the training of combat crews.

b Determine that these crews, and their equlpment are
operatlonally combat ready. :

~ c. Determine that the unit as a whole is operationaily combat
.. ready.- ' ' ‘ '
d. The deployment ov'.erseas of each operational unit.

e. Establishment of support deta.ch.ments, each capable of
supportmg an opera.tmna.l unit in 1ts overseas locanon

f. Effect the necessary coordma.tlon with this Headquarters
to effect the action required of United States Air Force, Air
Materiel Command, Military Air Transport Service, Overseas:
Theater Commanders and any other agencies deemed necessary
to msure adequate and t1me1y support for contlnuous operatlons.

II. CONC EPT

1 The 4070th Support W1ng must be orgamzed and manned so as -
“to support separate operational units by detachments. Detachments.
- must be capable of staging from forward bases remote from parent and
. intermediate base of operations. : -

T8<PG-TSC-3121

5 Hé_nd_le via_BYEMAN |
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2, ‘Ope ration will be based u'p'on' formation of thr-eve-oper"ational.

- support detachments. . Upon development of satisfactory degree of

combat readiness, the first support detachment and operational unit

" will be deployed overseas to its intermediate base (Upper. Heyford, UK),

The second detachment and operational unit will be similarly deployed -
to the Far East upon attainment of combat readiness. The third detach-
ment and operational unit will be based within the Zone of Interior at ;
Watertown Air Force Base, Nevada and will be so organized as to train
to, and maintain a readiness status permitting either the rotation of a. .
complete detachment and/or operational unit or a flow of replacement’
personnel to deployed detachments and units. The selection of the Far

~ East intermediate base will be predicated upon security, operatwnal
' facilities and habitability.- : =

3. Operations will consist of operating from intermediate bases
or staging at forward bases and subsequent operation over areas of.

' interest. The forward staging of operational units will be supported

by detachments, with integral airborne support. The staging operation

" . will be such as to minimize ground time at the forward bases and be
-adaptable to minimum installation facilities. This concept of operation

will enhance the security of operation, maximize operational flexibility

“and minimize the risks inherent in focalizing operatlon ina g1ven seg-
- ment contiguous to unfnendly termtory ;

. III. DETACHMENT ORGANIZATION

* The organizational structure will be such as to provide for three

' detachments equally equipped and manned.  Each detachment will be
o organxzed s0 as to permit independent operatlon each detachment to- -
be orgamzed manned and equipped to prov1de support necessary for =2
o operational units to stage to forward bases, operate therefrom. with
'.'._ minimum base support, and subsequent return’ to intermediate base.
. Airlift support and manmng will be integral to each in such qua.nnty
. as to permu: support of operatzonal umts at forwa.rd stagmg ba.ses. s

e IV' TRAINING REQUIR.EMEN TS FOR OPERATIONAL UNI TS

‘ Quanta.twe and quahta.twe tra.mmg vnll be Suff1c1ent to tram
£ supervmory and crew personnel. Training operatmnal readmess
: g standa.rds will be as established by CINCSAC '

Hamlle via BYEMA‘
*Dontrol System
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V. TRAINING LEAD TIME

place at March A1r Force Base, Cahforma. by 20 December 1955

- complete courses of instruction, and be in place at Watertown cOncurrent
a thh or prior to unit eqmppmg date. ) -

f-readmess based on pilot to aircraft ratio of 1.5 to L

2 oP—SBER BT
- 2. Aircrew training requirements are as follows:

: - a. The first operational unit will be combat ready by

. 15 April 1956. The second unit scheduled for deployment will

- achieve a2 combat readiness status as soon thereafter as equip-
‘ment and personnel status permit. The third unit will be trained

 to acHieve combat readiness in sufficient time to permit rotation
with deployed units to provide a flow of replacement personnel as

may be necessary.

1. The 4070th Support Wing will be activated 20 December 1955.
In order to _have one support detachment and operational unit operationally
ready in 2 minimum length of time, the headquarters personnel will be in

_ 2 Scheduled da,tes of actlva.txons, qu1pp1ng and operational readi-

-ness are as follows:

;.. .Actxvatl.on - 4070th Support ng - 20 December 1955
E b. VEquxppmg date (lst Umt) - 15 Janua.ry 1956 |
B . c _ Target date for 100% ma.nnmg - 15 January 1956
Ca Connbiut ready (1st Umt) - 15 Apnl 1956 .
3. Ped'sonnel reqmrmg specialized trammg W111 be scheduled to .

+

4. "Unit manmng provides for 10 pllots w1th m1n1mum operatmnal

. VI OPERATIONALLY R.EADY REQUIREMENTS

g .1, The crltena estabhshed by AFR 55 6 w111 be used for reportmg

-~ the operationally ready status of operational units. Mxmmum require-
. ments £or combat: readmess for each 1tem are set forth in SAC Manual

171-2

t Handle Via BYEMAN-"]
~ o Control System
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.a, An operational readiness index of 7, based on the -
' weakest link principle must be reflected in Column "C" _
 (Commander's estimate of operational readiness) for the unit
to be con31dered combat ready.

b, In order to report an over-all readiness index of 7, the
minimum category indexes specified below must be met.

(1) _Column D - Non-Crew Personnel assigned - 9.

(2) Column E - Non-Crew Personnel assxgned
operahonally rea.dy 8

- _(3) Colu.mn F - T/O Eqmpment ass1gned (other than -
: aircraft) -

(4) Coiumn G - T/O Equipment assigned operatiorially
~ ready (other than aircraft) - 8

(5) Column H - Flyaway Kit and Spareé -9

->(6‘)' Column J - 'Av:erage T/O aircraft posseé'se'd
. operationally ready - See Para IX, 2,a(l).

(7) Column L - Average aircrews assigned and
- combat ready - 8 '(S,e,e para."V'. 4).

. 2. In the determlnatz.on of combat readm.ess, the follomng matena.l o
factors will. apply : -

‘a. The unit will be required to 'niamta.m an in-commission
rate of 70% Wlth desu‘able atta1nment of 100% in- comrmssmn.

b Flymg hour support \mll be 70 hours/ month

: . Sort1e rate will be ba.sed on. exgh‘c fllghts/month
B (Includes test hops and ferry fhghts) .

- d. Individual units mission. and support equlpment must ‘be’
available at the ZI base on or before date detachment trammg is-
scheduled to commence. : : -

g el FE el LTS N ”nanmeviaavsmf’ |
P L T ST R S T S _ Control System
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e, Umt operatmg tables I, VII, XVI, and XIX for common -
items must be located at the ZI operating base 30 days pnor to -
~ receipt of T/O aircraft.

' f Unit operating tables II, XVI, XIvaeculiar items, fnust
be located at 30 days.
prior to receipt of respective T/O aircraft.

[50x1, E.0.13526 .|

g. Materiel Reserves:

(1) Station Sets: Unit operating at intermediate operatmg
bases will utilize station set equipment pre-stocked under )
- AFL 67-44. Peculiar equipment support will be transported-
_* by support aircraft in sufficient quantities to support each
unit at enroute, forward operating and staging bases,

(2) Flyaway Kit: Three basic flyaway kits each consisting
of items common to all aircraft will be required to support
six aircraft for 30 days. These kits should be complete and .
phased in place 30 days prior to unit deployment to inter-
medxa.te bases. ; i

h . Flyaway k1t and common item re- supply support w111 be -
as follows : :

(1) Enroute support \mll be furnished by SAC

L -{2) Common supply support will be obta.med from the
g ' area to wh1ch deployed.

(3) Re-supply of kit compoxients,' UEE, emergency require-
ments, and common items not available in the deployéd' area
will be obtained by pnonty requisition, on the prime ZI support

. point and airlifted to the usmg bases in accordance w1th Ty
Vol XVI Air Force Manual 67 l -

v (4) Resupply of pecuha.r spa.res and equ1pment will be -
® obtam.ed as dlrected ‘ ; o .

_ (5) Repa.rables wﬂ.l be returned to overhaul acttvxtles at oy § °
through logistic channels as spec1f1ed Airlift for thxs

‘purpose will be used as requxred ' ;

Frn ., 4 . oA - Handle via BYEMAN
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mtermedxate base

i. Consuma.bles

(1) Consumable bulk items including, but not hmzted to
POL, JP fuel, will be furnished by the area sources to which
units are deployed, based on the utilization rate.

] (2) Spe.cial.-fuels will be requ‘isiti-one.d:é.s directed.

j. Unit Flyaway kits a.nd UEE w111 be located at Wa.tertown Air
Force Base, Nevada, and will deploy with the unit.

k. Consumable. bulk items, including, but not 11m1ted to POL,
JP fuel, and gaseous supplies must be available in sufficient quant1-
. ties to support wing trammg operatlons based on utxhzatmn rates.

4 B 1 Facilities: Fac1ht1es. such as aprons, pa.rkmg areas,
. office space, warehousing, etc. » must be available as agreed ‘between
partxczpatmg agencies, '

N ‘m. Non-crew personnel mcludmg maintenance and techmca.l
_ representatwes must be trained and a.va11a.b1e to the operatwnal umt
~ prior to deployment :

: ,v>VIT.. OPERATIONALLY R.EADY DATES

'I'he first unit will be combat ready 15 Apml 1956, the remamlng umts

.~ will achieve a combat ready status as soon therea.fter as’ equ1pment and
personnel conditions permit - :

v DEPLOYMENT LOCATIONS i

The 4070th Support Wing will be based at March Air Force Base,

- California, and will be capable of deploying support detachments and
~opérational units to intermediate bases. Units based at intermediate
- bases will be capable of operating from any overseas base normally
o supportmg USAF fzghter. bombardment or reconnaxs sance wmgs

i.-IX MOBILITY REQUIREMEN TS

1. - Units will be allowed a ma.xxmum. of 14 da.ys to deploy to an

Handle i %YEMM\ X
E Egﬂtm! Swom’
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- Deploymeﬁt. will nérmally;b.e conddcted_in the following manner:

a. Aircraft will be deployed as combat réa;diness,' is
~achieved by unit.

(1) Units will not'be deployed with less than four
_ operationally ready aircra.ft and a px}.ot to aircraft ratio
of 1,5 to 1.

(2) Ground support personnel and equ1pment will
be a1r11fted to staging bases.

(3) Mobility plans will be developed as required.

-

X, CHANNELS OF CONTROL AND COMMUNICA TION

1. The 4070th Support Wing will be attached to the 8070th Air
Base Group, March Air Force Base, Cahforma., for administration
and logistical support.

g effected as set forth in ""Organization and Delineation of Respons:.-
|, _b111t1es" dated 2 August 1955,

Y (Slgned)
"R, M. MONTGOMERY
Major General, USAF
. Chief of Staff '

Distr: :

USAF:. Programs Grp 4

Proj AQUATONE Hgs 4

4070th Support. ng 2
" Hqs SAC. - 6

. L, e, R " Operational control and support responsxblhtxes wxll be

Handle vna BYEMAN
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CHAPTER X, CONTRACT PILOTS

Foreign Versus U.S, Pilots

| During the White House meeting at which approval was granted.
for the U-2 reconnaissance program, the possibility of a forced

landing of the U-2 in enemy territory was touched on, but it was the

jappa.rent Agency view at that time that the repercussions of such an '
,acmdent would be somewhat m1t1ga.ted if the alrcraft were manned by

, non-ofﬁmal" U S. personnel, and to the’ extent practma.ble it was

intended to man the U-2 with non-U. S. nationals. P ¢

A mechanism for recruiting foreign pilots was already in being .

: within the Air Maritime Divis.i-on (Prvoject ZESTFU'L), but the a.vaila.ble :

'pr.lots were extremely few and the lead tlme for a.cquxrmg and process- -

ing one was six months. A recrultmg effort . was initiated through the

AMD channel early in 1955 and sources in Europe, were ca.nvassed for

'pros;;ects. _'I'he ma._;onty of p1lot cand1da.tes offered howeve‘r. were

unacceptable for either physwloglcal or securzty reasons.

At the end of .Iuly 1955 fzfteen forexgn pllots

‘between 23 and 25 years of age had been recrutted all of whom

- [50X1 and’s, E.d.135'26“ |

had a.t least 500 hours current Jet t1me, but a.ll of whom lacked fa.c1hty

. in the Enghsh language. ,A-rrangements for 1_anguag§ tramin-g for th.else .

 Handl via BYEHAN
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 » ef,‘ SE‘.CRE f.
' :.:qa'c_ruits'w.;'verev woriged ov.it with tfze Office'.of _Trainihg prior to their
"4y as'si‘gmnent.to air operations. o |
The Pr§jéc£ Director had iéa'rﬁed frorh the éeromedical- ekpe?tS' e
that very high qualifications from both f.he physical and proficiency
sta,‘ndpbints would be reéuired of pilots for Itl;is program, which might
nécessi_tate the exclusive use of U._S.' pilots. ‘ 'fhis was-. broached to . :
~ the DDCI (Gen. Cabell) who made no strong of)jection' and was apparently :
. prepared to aécept thisveven;c}xality;.v Théfeforé, whilg the _recruit.rr.x'ent »
of foreign-.pilots coﬁ-tinuéd, ‘Co]_.. McCafferty “vbegar_m‘éi.%cussiorvx.s with |
the Air Force With a view té ~futur§» réc;‘uitment of: éﬁrreﬁtly q‘ué.l.ified. '

Air Forc‘e pilots.

~ of the Air Force (Lt. Gen. Emmett O'Donnell) on 13 June 1955 as
_ follows:

; ~ "Whereas provisions are under way to provide.'adequate £ B
. numbers of trained indigenous pilots for Project AQUATONE:- g
| it is considered desirable to use American pilots. Present - 'ﬂ =, T
‘plans are to use American pilots if the international situation =~ == - ..
will permit a favorable policy decision at: the t:.me the opera-‘ £

: .txonal phase of AQUATONE commences.
”In our discussions - regardmg the recrultment of -

. Americans for this job, we felt that it would be hlghly de- 105
sirable to obtain currently qualified Air Force officers. ,
We would hope to obtam reserve ofﬁcers with. three to five Ty

-

. A A proposal was _madé t6 the Deputy Chief of Staff, Personnel, .

Handia \na BYEMAH
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years experience in-jet aircraft in the First Lieutenant or
junior Captain category. In addition, we would stipulate that
they should be under thxrty years of age, single, and in A#1.
physical condition, i

"We feel that, if properly approached many young offi~ -
cérs in this category would be willing to accept employment

- for hazardous duty of this sort. - Our plans are to establisha -

cut-out organization and to provide this organization with.
funds, legal assistance and the power to write contracts for:

- 'the employment of the American pilots. The pilots would be

told that this was an organization backed by a group of Ameri-
can philanthropists, organized with at least the tacit approval -
of the United States Government. Their principal aim would
be to recruit a group of volunteer pilots to fly hazardous mis-
sions in the interest of the United States Government agamst
the Soviet Union and its satellites.

"These officers would be expected to go on inactive status, -

- or possibly resign their Air Force Reserve commissions, and -
“accept employment with this cover organization. They would

be offered excellent pay with substantial bonuses for success=

- . ful completion of operational missions. It would be most helpful

if they could be offered a termination clause that would provide .
for their reinstatement or re- ez_ﬁ:ra.nce on active duty in the A1r_.
Force. - Obviously, these pilots would have to be told initially -

- that this program had the blessing of the U.S. Government. a.nd
3 sPec1f1ca.11y of the. Umted States Air Force. -

""We feel that recrmtrnent could be carr1ed out in the N
followmg steps: o

Imtlally a commumca.tmn would be addressed

. to specﬁ.lc ng Commanders through the appropriate Air Force
' - command channels which would describe in'a rather general way
' the intention of a civilian organization to recruit pilots in
~accordance with the cover story, mdma.tgtha.t the Air Force. e
' ".looked with favor upon the project, ‘and ask that the recipients .-

indicate the names of individuals in their units who would be

3
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: hkely candidates and could meet the qualifications. specified
above, ' , _ . : o

“b. .From the namies thus subm1tted a list of
candidates would be selected and Wing Commanders would be
notified of the 1nd1v1duals in their umts who were to be
approached :

”c. The approach to the candidates would be made
by a civilian representative of the cover organization. This
‘representative would make it clear to the candidates that they
were under no restriction in d1scussmg the proposal ‘with their
Commandxng Officers. ;

_ "It is believed that we. should get started on thlS program
at the earliest pra.ctlca,l date since it will be necessary, first

' to run a security chéck on all personnel nominated by the respec-
tive Wing Commanders prior to contact and, second, to provide
some time lapse to allow their separation from the service and
employment by the cover orgamzatwn pnor to their actual tra.m-
ing in project au'craft : :

YIf this proposal meets with your approval, we are pre- e
pared to staff out the details with whomever you might designate
as your project officer. Col. George O. McCafferty is de51g-
nated as the pro_]ect officer for this Agency. Bl
5 fe © The Air Force agreed to supply a. hmxted number of pzlots from -
'SAC for the first detachment. (As it developed SAC eventually fur- L

, mshed pxlots for all three detachments ) Arrangements were made

for cleared USAF off1cers in the. Pentagon a.nd at the SAC flghter bas es

: 1/ %-103563 13 J'une 1955 Memorandu:n for Chxef of Staff, USAF, _
' Attn Lt ‘Gen. Emmett O‘Donnell Jr., from RlchardM Bxssell Jr

"4
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.surate;pay. It would be necessary to re51gn from the A1r Force bu.t ‘
P a gua.-rantee;_o_f» reinstatement would b-e _furm,shed_;n wn;tmg. If the

- pilot was interested he was asked to 'retu.rn. for a second irite;.-jriew.

to be visited to screen likely candidates and arrange for interviews

by an AMD officer a.ccompah.ied by a Security Officer and a Personnel
- Officer from the project staff (all working in .a'.lia:s.).

- Recruiting Procedures

The fi'rs_t pilot recruiting trip was made on 7 November 1955 to

Tﬁ:ner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia, and resulted in four candi-

. dates. The following week Bergstrom Air Force Base in Austin, Texas,

was visited, netting f_our'.more,.»‘ A second visit to Albany in March 1956

secured eight pilots out of eighteen interviewed, and in June 1956 teams

' visited Malmstrom Air Force Base at Great Falls, Montana, and -

LarSon Air Force Base at Moses Lake, Washingfon; where a !;oté.l of

15 candidates were signed up. The procedures employed by the recruit-

ing.teams were g.enerally.‘ as follows:

- a. The first interview_Was ,held ixﬁ aﬁho.tél .or motel room .

wu:h proper secunty safegua.rds belng observed 'I‘he followmg propo-

"sznon was made An Amencan organizatwn (unnamed) wa. s seekmg to

recruit a group of volunteer p1lots for hazardous ﬂymg ww.th commen--
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'b.. vAt the second intervi'ew a hypothetical overflight mission - ‘

~for electronic intelligence collection against Russia was outlined. Terms

of cbntract were stated as $775 per month (g»éne-r-al dufy status), E $1500

- per month (operatmnal duty. status), and $1000 per month bonus (to be -
. pa.l.d on completmn of ass1gnment), a total of $30, 000 per year ma.xunum, _

pl'us subsistence, insurance and medical expenses to be paid by the

organization.

¢c. Those willing to sign up were given instructions for

further processing which included: a We.ek_-long physical and psycho-

'Idgical examination at the Lo_vel;ace‘Cli'niﬂc in Albuquerque; measufe'me'nt ;

for partial pressure suit and fitting of the suit;v altitude chamber test at

- Wi'ight Pattersc»n; and polygréph é.nd ps;’rchiétri_c' irite'rvietw by _Agency'_-

Security Office and Medical Staff.

Before signing a contract, the recruit was given an operational

o br-ief,i;ng,'on.th‘e capaﬁility of the ai’rc‘:raft. é.'n.d 'e'quiprﬁ_ent- and oh. the true
; spons or of the prOJect He was also afforded an opportumty to talk :
. ; w1th a Headquarters USAF pers onnel and lega.l offlcer and to read the -.
-, gu;rantee of :emstate;nent,mto_the_A:._r ,Force- _s;gneg} by‘ Ge_neraLs ,thte_'_
K é.nd Tﬁihiﬁg. ' » The v‘cor‘x.tract' was theh_ siéﬁed‘,’ the _'z":n,en‘ were phd;cogra.-phg‘d,._ ’
fingérfri;jxted, givgn;’théif i.naividu,al"cbv.er -stq_riy.‘_"and' s'.ént- ‘back t'bﬂth'ei:

bases to resign from the Air Force. | E

Euntro\ System
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| l 50X1 and 6, E.0.13526 |

With the signing of the first eight USAF pilots, less ‘emphasis was
placed on acquisition of more foreign pilots for the project, although
recruitment continued under ZESTFUL to satisfy other Agency needs.

In November 1955 the Project Director said in a status report to the
Dcr:

"We are at present planning to use American pilots,
because of their greater proficiency and trustworthiness... -
In order to have a second string to our bow, we have re-. .
cruited and are carrying out the basic training of some six
|pilots who could be used
if political circumstances dictated." 1/

In mid-December 1955 pilots had passed their physi-

cals and initial checkout and were put mta a.dva.nced pllot trammg ata
‘ _USAF base (under AMD s;:onsorshlp) while awal.tmg a dec1s1on as to

their use. :'p;lots had been turned.over to the P2V prograrh. §oo

1n April 1956 Col. McCafferty

~and Lt. Col. Leo P. Geary visited the at their training base and .

3 pronounced them fully quali'fiéd on the-< basis of.prbfi_ciency, Ia.hgué.ge' -

1/ ;F8'142630 19 November 1955 Status R.eport on Pro;ect

B S 50x1and6E013526J!
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I ux1and6 E0135267 - _T_e_p_s_E_e_R_E_T_ .

, a.nd morale to be used on Pro_]ect AQUATONE There Were four of the

: onglna.l eight left at. thzs pomt, the . oth.ers had chosen to return to

after ha.vmg been away frorn home almost a year.

' Since it was still felt desirable to have some fully‘qual'ifi'ed foreign

pilots available in the event political conditions prevented the use of

- Americans, the were sent to Watertown in late June 1956 .

for training in the U-2. J

jBefore their departure for training, the Cover

‘Officer had searched in vain for a means of fitting the into the *

- project cover story. With the acceptarme of sponsorship by NACA as

cover, the very attribute for which these _\Svere recruited (that

of being non-Americans) was now.a drawback, for the use of civilian .

- pilots of foreign origin was fundamentally incompatible with NACA.‘ pré-

W recommendation to the Prcject Diréctor'was'

”If other considerations dictate that we must employ the :
pilots in AQUATONE, I would recommend that they con-
tinue to be handled:las they have been in the past. The
“inherent problems and security risk of such an arrangement

. P would ha.ve to be recogmzed and accepted gt 1/

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C., section 403g)

L50X1 and 6, E.O. 13526

1/ SAPC 6734, 5June 1956 Memo to PrOJect Du‘ector from Cover Offtcer

'ilémdle iia B‘{EMAN
.~ Contral Systen
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50X1 and 6, E.0.13526 '

In opinion the pilots should have been written off

7 _ ;
/béfor_e‘ the U-2 training was begun, because cover-wise they jeopardized }

" the entire program; this view was sharea'by the Project Security Officer.

| Due; partly to language problems, the had a difficult time

learning to fly the U-2'and on 15 July 1956, Colonel William Yancey,

Withheld under statutory authority of the
-| Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

U.S.C., section 403g)

commander of the training unit, reported that they were not qualified to

:chtinue in the U-2 program. (Cols. McCafferty and Geary disputed this.

' ‘detvé_rminati'on by the SAC training'commander but to no avail.) The

pilots were returned to Washington and the decisién was made

.

: (Qith the céncurrencé of Gen. ) fo keep fhem in the United '
' States until the end of thé project .beca.use-; of the e:;tensive imowledge

: of .the whole operation they h-é.-d acquired‘ at Wa-tértown.’ TA yea.jr.'é p-fogra.r#
- of study ,a;n(i training Wa..s. érran.gfe.d for them and in C.)c.to.berbl"956- their

cases were turned over to the Conta.clts Division of the Office of Opera-

~tions: for administration. /

- [50X1 and 6, E.0.13526 _

e
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Once operafional overflights began, the need to use other than
VUVST pilots did not arise again until the long political stand-down of

overfhghts., In February 1958 the Br1t1sh were offered pilot trammg

v

in the U- 2 and participation in the progra.m, whxch they accepted and "

in. January 1961 an agreement was signed wzth the Chmese Natmnahsts
for a Jomt reconnaxssance program over Mamland Chma using Chmese :
.'4A1r Force pllOtS Other than in these fwo 301ne progra.ms, only
' Amencan pilo;fs have been used in the program.

Pll.ot Cover

In Aprll 1956 arrangernents were worked out w1th Lockheed Alrcra.ft

: Corporauon for furmshmg employrnent cover for the contract U 2 p1lots

» Mr, Bissell in a. memorandum to the Contractmg Offlcer

"Discussions to date have 1nd1ca.ted the fea.s1b11xty of an
- a.rrangemen’c with Lockheed whereby the pilots under’ Pro_;ect L
AQUATONE will appear to have been hired by Lockheed as-
Flight Test Consultants. Checks will be issued by Lockheed »
- for the monthly compensation of each pilot although none of
%, these funds will inure to the benefit of the individuals. In fact
N -ithey will be required to sign a classified document a.cknowl— -84 ,
~ edging that the open contract establishes no. nght and obhga-" Ve e
.-tions between Lockheed and the p1lots ¥ , 5 o

p N T by; BRI et 5 el Sontanit
~will be prepared whereby Lockheed is to furnish the services °
. of certain pilots Under a services contract with NACA,
s MR R
Hamile tia MMAN
Bnntml Sys‘tem

l , wh.zle ass1gned-to the pro;ect. This plan was developed as descnbed by -
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Contemporaneously a contra.ct will be entered into between .
the Agency and Lockheed reflecting the true arrangements

“and acknowledging that the NACA contract confers no legal.

rights. The arrangements are such that the purported bill-
ings under the NACA -Lockheed contract will be in fact the’

billings and reimbursement under the Lockheed/CIA contract,
- The services contract will call for payment of $10, 000 per

year per pilot for a group of approximately 30 pilots. The

actual administrative charge to the Agency for this service

will be $250 per month for the entire group. For security

_reasons within the accounting system of Lockheed it will be

necessary that an advance be made to Lockheed by the Agency

-in the amount of $25, 000 which, in effect, will be utilized .
| as a revolving fund for their payments. Under these arra.nge- et
-~ ments we will require Lockheed not to file with Federal or
- State tax agencies the normal types of information returns.
- 'such as the Federal Form 1099 and the California Form 599,

In view of this possible technical violation of law, Lockheed .

~will require indemnification for possible additional costs. ' 1/

The pilot cover contracts negoﬁiate‘d with Lockheed in 1956 &

: '_: by year to contmue the a.rra.ngements descnbed above, a.nd were stxll

| in effe_ct-for Fiscal Year 1968.

~For their overseas a.s.signnients- the 'pil‘ots. xivére' d'ocumented as.

c1v111.a,n contract consulta.nts to the three Weather Reconna.1ssance

Squadrons, a.nd deployed on’ m111tary orders is sued by the HEDCOM

cover unit (the 1007th Air Intelhgence Servme Group)

 ;1/ 28’143292 12 Apnl 1956 Memorandum for Contractlng Off1cer

. |  (numbered NA - W 6471 and NA-W- 6471(R)) have been’ extended year '

from Pro;ect Dlrector

W

Handle via BYEMAN
| l:untml System o d




: C05492914

~ Pilot Morale
In the first year of training a.rid'o'pera..tions‘there were those
: (including the. Project Flight- Surgeon) who considered that the pilots

were being overfostered in many respects by various project staff who

administered pilot affairs. However, in view of the investment made. .

fe brmg each of the pilots to a state of opera.tlonal profxc;ency in the
¥ a1rcraft, and of the hlgh hopes for the success of the:.r rmssion,
. ;1: ﬁas to be expeActed that every possibl-e effort would be mé.de to.keep
| 1-;hese" mén in a state q£ physical health and coﬁlfc‘:rt, and of mental
5 Wg‘,llﬁeiz;g. . |

' The vlaf'rge ‘majority of the pilots joined the program because of

- matters relating to their individual finances was a crucial factor in
- .the madintenance of morale. One headquarters finance officer was occu- -

: pi,evd ‘alm;ast full time keepi’ng the 'piléts"iinahcial' affairs running

: smoﬁthly-,

50X1, E.0.13526 |

12
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a bonus payment of $l 000 per month to be a.ccumulated for pa.yment |

There were of course other important factors in maintaining the

pilots' morale, including the improvement of personal equipment and

I,prolcedures relating to the flying of missions from both a safety and

a comfort standpoint; the guarantee of some flying time in other air-

craft than the U-2; liberal rest and rehabilitation policies; prompt
handling of personal mail through the security postal system, as well

as attention to family emergencies; and assistance to those desiring to

“apply for regular Air Force commissions. A principal cause of low

‘morale among the pilots as well as other detachment members, over

Which the Project Headqﬁarters had no contfol, was the forced ina.cfivity

,wh1ch recurred dunng perlods of pohtxca.l stand- downs.

Pt].ot Coutracts

The terms of the or1g1na1 contract 31gned in J'a.nuary 1956 by the

'fxrst group of p1lots prov1ded, in addxtxon to a monthly salary of $775

when in general duty status and $1500 when in operatxonal duty" status,

upon completxon of the contract, prov1ded termmatwn was not for cauSe

- In March-195‘6, after discussicn amo‘ng themselve‘s at WatertoWn,

g th.e elght pxlots then in tra.mxng szgned a Jomt memorandum protestmg

the 1nequ1ty of the bonus cla.use and requestzng tha.t the full $1, 000 bonus 5

1.3
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be credited to them monthly, even though payment might be delayed

‘a year. This in effect amounted to treating the bonus as current salary.

This 'reque}sted change was reviewed by the Pr‘oject Diiector of Admini-

stration with the General Counsel, and a counter proposal (approved by

the DCI on 20 March 1956) was made to the pilots whereby $500 of the

2 ,$1? 000 bonus would be credited on a monthly basis (although for tax

purpeSes.it weuld'_not bevpayable until the succeeding calendar year).

The ‘ether $500 would be payable upoﬁ successful eomplétio’n of the.
' eoﬁt:act and woeld hot be paid if'the indiviaua.l were tefmiﬁated for

- _L.'e!z.use. The revised contracts were signed by all the pxlots on 21 March
| and all agreed at that time that it a.ppea.red to them to be a very good

contrac_t‘. (See Annex 66 fo:: terms of the c_ontr'act. ) '

" The 21 March 1956 version e'f ‘the pildt 'cdht’iact remained in

effect until the end of 1957. | 'In»‘:ziew. of the plangfo‘r: the cbntinﬁaf_ion of -
-.AQI‘JATONE 'ae_tiv{ties abroaé_l‘ a.r;d-the_imminen:t,ex_‘p.izv-atien ef' maﬁy of .‘
-.the pli}.ot: cenfra.cts.,.' it"_wa_s'.felzt. tfmat' new}c'o.nt‘raets ehoul& be ei.gped by
'. "‘va.llvthes"e’ th were to be retainea in the iaroj.ec.t. : v.Ih v1.ew of the experi-
i ‘ence’ thesr had e.cqulred over two years of opera.tlens, it was deexred to
| ".h'»-.retaxvn as man& as pos: sxble 1# order to avoxd cost end delay of tra.ﬁnng

.new pilots. vAlthOugh VC'oI. Geary.recommex_zded- (a’nc},Mr; Gunmn'g‘ham 1L

14
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' agreed) that the new contfa;cts should be wr1tten ata. lower f1gure,

| ‘thxs suggestwn was dxsapbroved by the. Deputy Pro;éct D1rector
(Col. Jack Gibbs) who felt that the pxlot.s should not be pen;lized |
vbecAau's-e thé ;Air Force was flying the same typé of equipment at a
vlowe'rv' cv‘ost_, '-no,r should they be per%lié‘ed because ”their wére ﬂyiﬁgv
‘fev'c(e:‘; mi's'si.ons pér month than had been.anticip‘ated when. the'pay.r scale
‘was fixed. The Cenefﬁl Counsel's Gffice (Mr. John Wﬁrﬁ-ex.) agreed '
with Coll'.v Gibbs; Certain increases weré provided iﬁ the new cont;'.a'ct
énd at ;:he sani,e time the pilots were accoidéd thé privilege of having -
b-the.ir dependents accompany tﬁe:in to Tui'key ofJ é.paﬁ. _‘A comparison

‘of the new contract with the old shows the following:

 General Duty Status - = $775 rﬁouthly,-f. 1 41, 000 smenthly

- Operational Duty Status  $1, 500 monthly ' $1, 250 monthly (U.S. )
{(both in the U. S and oversea.s) _ . . $1,500 monthly (ove:_.jfsea.s'-)

. First $500 increment: o S T IR - i
‘ An-armount of $500 to be crechted on'the . .- Same. =
books of the Agency for each month of - o T
. satisfactory service in an opérational :
" duty status ‘overseas and to be paid in -~ .
' 'the year followmg that year durmg whlch :
" it was earned )

15
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Second $500 1ncrement , ,

- An amount calculated at the rate of $500 - Same for overseas duty

. per month for each mOnth of satxsfactory  but now also applies to
service in an operational duty status ‘ . operational duty status
overseas to be paid provided services - . in the U,S, and is tobe
not terminated for cause based on mis- paid within a 4-year

. conduct or abandonment of obligations period from termina-
as set forth in the contract. ' This accu~ . tion of contract.
‘mulated amount to be paid within a three ' ' :
(3) year period from termination of
‘contract.

- . Post differential: :
- No provision. ‘“ : o, ' To receive a post dif- -
: " - ferential at rates
‘established by the :
' Project Director while - -
serving at certain
* overseas locations.

“The terms of the new contract were effective 1 January 1958 and ran -

.6flthe'brigix:-¢a1 thirty pilots feéruit‘ed'in 1956 Who s{gned for anothef two :
: yea‘rs - Air Force approva.l for the extensxon was granted verba.lly by.
General O‘Donnell through Colonel Geary At the end of 1959 all the
‘- pilots were extended for a ﬁfth year under thJe same terms, and w:.th
| Au' Force approva.l agam obtamed verba.lly by Colonel Gealry v
On 31 October '19.60,' six p1lots _w_e._r.e.: relga..s_edi‘fo_rl rgtu;‘_n to the Au‘ e
*ra;cg,(mg having 're{_tg'rned anslie r that year) vézhi_,ch »1&; _jter_;_av;u;blé._
._A.t,:this -f;‘oiijﬁ:- chtiOn tb-'_éxtéhd or @bdiff.céntf#cgs 'Wast .helidi- in a.beyance

" fandle via BYEMAN
- Control System
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' pe’i‘n‘d'ing the outcome of high level deliberations. regarding the future -

‘rate of pay to’ the end of 1961 (See Annex 67)

‘use of CHALICE assets. As an interim measure pilot contracts were o

' 'extended on a month-to-month basis in the form of simple- a;mendmente

approved by the General Counsel which in no way affected or a.ltered

- the prov1s1ons of the existing contracts; the permds spec1f1ed for return

to th.e Air Force or for'su'nple separation remained the same.

Af: the beginning of 1961, ‘when Deta.chn'ient G at-Edwards Air.Force

Base ha.d just been revamped mto an operatmnal group, the Acting Chief

of the Development Progects Division, Col Stanley W, Beerh, recoms=

: mended that pllot contracts be renegot1ated to- prov1de a payment of

: '$l 750 per month for actwe duty status, and a bonus of $750 for each

month in whmch the pilot e1ther was as s1gned to a mis s1on mvolvmg

: ove:fhgiht of £ore:1gn tezjz-itory,' or ‘was ‘given.an unusua.l, task to perform
-, as. determmed by the D1v1s1on. Thls rate.of pay was approved % Febru- a

, ary 1961 by the DD/P and contracts then in’ effect were extended a.t th1s

‘ Meanwhﬂe an 'elaborate program of m'edi’cal}-psyc.holegical, profi'-‘- e

c1ency a.nd secunty evaluatmns of ’che current pllot sla.te resulted in. -

B the decxsion to - release three more to the A1r Force as of 31 July 1961

- A one-yea_r, contract for ca._',lendavr. year-196_2 and a furthe-r ene -year. .

* anile v BYEHAN
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) exten51on for 1963 was sn.gned W1th the rema.mmg seven who were’
' a.smgned at Detachment G where they were occupled in testmg a.u'cra.ft w9

and equlpment, training other pilots, and flying operational m-iSsions

e would arrange msurance and pay the premmms thereon as follows

from staging areas as required.

i

'_ A new cdnti’act Was'negotiated for ca.lendaryear 1964‘ (when a few - o

_'vnew p].lots were recruxted) wherem the pr1nc1pal cha.nge was the 1ntro-_

ductton of a graduated pay: scale based on years of Agency service, as
follow,s: ;

Up to two years of service, $24,000 per annum;
" Over two years and up to four years, $30 000; and -
Over four years, $36 000, ; : :

¥

| Other ernoluments than sala.ry remamed apprommately the same as
.before. . The terms of thxs contract have remained in effect smce 1964
. with extens:.ons bemg made for a year ata time'.\

: _’,:InSurance énd -EDe.ath B‘enefits, ;

The ongmal contract with the p110ts prov1ded that the Agency

A $15 000 pohcy w1th Umted Beneﬁts Llfe Insurance
.Compa.ny (UBLIC) : ‘
. A $15, 000 policy Wlth War Agenc1es Employees
' '_':'-',Protectxve Association (WAEPA), and.. . - '
Ta ‘An $18, 000 policy with Federal Employees Group L1fe
‘Insurance (FEGLI) .

18
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was consulted

on the legahty of the proposed insurance coverage and he endeavored
‘to secure alternate cmrerage from commercxel companies on a stenle
bas1s. . He .wa;s particularly a.nxious to remove the pilot category of
employee from the Agency- sponsored pian as underwritten by UBLIC

“in order to. protect the: mterests of the other Agency employees insured

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C., section 403g)

thereunder. He was unsuccessful in thxs effort,

Meanwhile, on 15 May 1956, pilot Wilburn Rose was killed in a.
training accldent at Watertown and death benefxts had to be paxd under
the UBLIC pohcy. admm1stered by Government Employees Hea.lth

Assoc1.a.t1on (GEHA) On 31 Ma.y 1956-  the GEHA Board of Directors

- gible for UBLIC coverage. They asked the Agency also to cancel those
' pohcxes a.lrea.dy wrxtten thereunder |
The whole matter: “of msurance for the pxlots was then taken under
study by the General Counsel The GEHA Board was upheld in 1ts p051- o ]
tmn a.nd the pohcy was esta.bhshed and approved by the Drrector on. '
18 Ja.nuary 1957 that the Agency (through AQUATONE) would underwnte '_ ‘75.:1
the GEHA payment of dea.th beneﬁts on pxlots Thls was done by ma.kmg ‘o
advance pa.yments to GEHA the_hr_st for_,$5‘3, .(_)00 ($_30,,'000 to c-over e
Haﬁdle via BYEMAN-- -_
Enntml Sysiem ‘
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benefits pa.id out on the second and third fatality which o.ccurredv in the

_ interim) and $1, 000 per 'rn'a.n_per year in the form of .premiume. to build - -
" up a reserve. The cryptonym J BMAYBUSI—I was assigned to this

~ accounting mechanism by the Projeet'Comptroller to afford secure .

handling of these arrangements.

Ironically, the second and third fatal accidents requiring the

. payment of death benefits occurred in 1956 while the insurance metter_

was being thrashed out, but the program then went for eight years
’withoui.a fatality involving a contract American pilot.

‘ ,'In'Ja.nuary- 1964, Colonel Jack Led‘fﬂord} (then Acting Director of

- Special Activities) recommended, and obtained approval for, the
' disce'ntinuance of the speeial covera.ge- arrengem'ents in fa‘:vor of-. regul'a:r :

L coverage at the normal rate for all persormel,. smce the OXCART

pilots 'had been accepted for. UBLiC- cove.rage As fate w111ed it; the

,' coverage ha.d sca.rcely been arranged when the next fa.ta.hty occurred in
P Apnl 1964 at Edwards Alr Force Base‘ On 1 June 1964, the ba.lance of
| funds held in reserve by GEHA amountmg to $77 500 were returned to.

| OSA and the J‘BMAYBUSH a.ccount was lxquxdated

20
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leot Emgﬁgency Procedures

During early contingency planning for p0351b1e loss of a U-2 in
_hostile territdry,- the Project Security Officer put forward the fbllo_w‘-
“ing considered opinion of the Office of Security on the subject:

"We should not undertake any actual U-2 mission without
a completely satisfactory destruction device. Moreover, we
should consider the need to issue specific instructions to carry
and use the 'L' pill...consideration must be given to the moral
and religious aspects of leaving the final decision to the indivi-
© dual. Such instructions would place the ultimate responsibility
. for this ext reme measure with the United States Government.
We would want to assure ourselves that pilot personnel abso-
lutely dispose of the 'L’ pill in the event they fell into enemy
' hands and failed to utilize it. - Possession would be contrary to’
" our cover explanation and thwart any explanation that the air-
craft was on a peaceful flight but merely off course. ' 1/

e the aid of Liockheed WhO' designed a s'imple detonator with a three;pound ‘

. cha.rge whlch could be activated by the pllot as he prepared for emergency ‘

ejectxon from.the alircraft. ‘The questmn of self destructzon was a.
thormer problem and a.fter the wexghtxest consxderauon by- re3pons1ble
pro_]ect off:.cers, a consxgnment of lethal ampoules was - sent to each of

k the comma.ndmg offxcers ‘of ’che f1eld umts a.long thh a letter of mstructmn

_ 1/ SAPC- 4234 12 Ma.rch 1956 Memorandum to Pro;ect Dxrector
from | | Pro;ect Secunty Offl.cer w
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which lfead-. in pa rt:

' "The philosophy underlying the furnishing of these devices.. .
'is that these ampoules are to be 'made available' to the pilot -

l just prior to the commencement of a mission over enemy terrl- y
tory. The individual pilot is. under no obligation to carry an
ampoule on his person during a mission, but he must have the

' . opportunity of deciding on his own if he wishes to carry such ‘

* a device. Even if carried, he is obviously under no compulsion
to employ it if captured, though he should be advised of what

' treatment it is conceivable he might receive at the hands of the
enemy, almost regardless of the information he is authorized
to tell them or is finally compelled to revea.l However, should

' he decide, when first reaching enemy territory, that he does not:.
wish to employ the device, he should be cautioned to dispose of v

- it 1mmediate1y lest its presence on his person give rise to cer- - .
l  tain suspicions about the exact nature of his mission. Again -
~©.°  however, should he elect to try to conceal the ampoule, it is well
o to indicate that it can be swal}.owed whole and passed through the '

l ' - . . system without harm, or it can be secreted elsewhere in the

‘ . body, though it is likely that in a thorough search even such a

' . . place of concealment would be discovered. " 1/

| La.-fer, when .operationebegap., 1 .th_e fp.rr;i_shin’g of an a.rhpeu_le was -
add'.ed:tc ;thej 'rri-issien.pi-.e-f'light cheek, iist, .tlﬁe» Cemmaﬁdiﬁg :Offieer or. .
_ﬁ.\hzs Deputy bemg the respon51ble agents and.the p1lot made his own’ v': ‘
| ) choice to carry‘one, or not, at tha,t pomt. Mest of the efnergency pla.n-" .

mng, howeVer, was done on the prem1se that the p1lot would be captured

ahve by the enemy, desp1te the harsher alternatwe presented by Secunty

L1 gs- 143454, 2 May 1956. Latine Comma.ndmg Offlcer, DetachxnentA
- from the PrOJect Dxrector ‘ e s g2

22
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' When the Commaﬁding Cfficef of Détachment A in March 1956
suggé~stéd. giving his pilots broad inte:l-lig_ence briefings on.the order
of a Natioﬁgl Intelligence Estimaté, he was advi-s ed by the Director
ofboper‘a.’gic.ms then Col. A, M. "Mike" Welsh that no mtelhgence
should be passed to pilots except tactical 1ntelhgence such as defensive
c’a.pabilities which might affect their missions. Col. Welsh was in fa-
vor gf a.d.o_pfing a libe:ra.l policy, allowing the pilot to tell all he knew
“in the-ievent'of_ capture in order to thain:pr.elfere.:ntial treatment from -
~ the 'en.Lemy. '-I‘.hisv,‘ however, meant msurmg that the‘.pil-ot did not have-
N kimvii_iedgé of ma'tters‘ which should l_#e' kept fron.n the enemy.

The following preliminary conclusions in the area of.contingeﬁéy

staff, in March 1956

, "The pilots' equlpment, preparatmn, “and bnefmg ‘should £
be designed to contribute in every way possible to high morale .
without increasing the grave dangers inherent in the loss of a
, U-2 behind enerny lines. Specific preparations for this con-~ .
' tingency should be made. T e m T ? a

Ya, Pilots should be briefed on escape and evasion
. methods and if they desire arrangements should be made for -
escape and evasion training either at Watertownl I
/This was carried out with the pilots of all three detachrnents ’

I:by Offlce of Tralmng staff, 7

o . T leots should be gwen the best P°SS1b1e Sur_ vy
' vwal eqmpment subJQCt to Welght and. space 11m1t2.t10n, the '

[50x1, E.(_).13526J -

| & Ham!\e via B‘(EMAN
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_personal eqmpment will be stenhzed with respect to USAF

'ma.rkmgs or identification.

"c. The pilot will be mformed a.bout the 'L’ pill
and permltted to carry one if he so deésires but will' receive
‘no. fxrm instructions to use it or not to use it.

"d The: pllot will be told he is perfectly free to
tell the full truth about his mission with the exceptlon of under-
stating moderately the performance of the aircraft. He will be
_advised to represent himself as a civilian, to admit previous
‘ Air Force affiliation, to current CIA employment, and to make
~ no attempt to deny the nature of his mission.

"e, Such bnefmg would leave the pilot the greatest .
- possible freedom, by responding to mterroga’aon to safeguard
himself from extreme treatment, " 1/

~ An instruction for pilots concérning- their action in the event of

‘A céﬁclusions" and late.riclea'ré.d'with the DDCI and fh‘e, Air .Fprce; Thzs T
| inétruction was iséued as Opé:rationé Pol-icfl;e«tter' 1.\1’0..‘ 6 on 15 Ma.y
‘ 1956.a.t the. nme Detachment A was deploymg to the fxeld and wa,s in
effect when Francis Ga.ry Powers went dOWn in. Russm. (See Annex 68 :
,vfor text. ) After tha.t event and the subsequenf Russmn revela.t:.ons of
vmi'ormatxon obtamed from \th‘ev1r pnsoner through mterrogatzoﬁ aﬁd

"presented at hlS tr1a1 Opera.nons Pohcy' Letter No. 6 was: remsed to

1/ SAPC 4082 22 March 1956 Memorandum to- Sta.ff from Progect
Du'ector, Sub_]ec:t Planmng for’ Contmgency of Loss of a U-Z
' 24 =
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' e :;; emésgency was drafted by Golonel Welsh based largely on the above .

I

|

|

|

I

| *Hanle v BYEHAN
~ Control System. .




C05492914

. place greater stress on the absdlute necessity for destruction of the

aircraft in an emergency, and to limit the information which a captured

pilot should volunteer. This revised version was issued in December:

1960,

In 1961 a program was b‘egun in coordination with the Office of

'I'ra.xmng, Secunty and Medical Staff durmg which the IDEALIST and

OXCART pilots recewed risk=-of- capture trammg and were assessed

.individuglly for their ability to withstand intexzf‘ogation. Specific 'indivi- |

“dual :tra;inirig was developed and',conducted on a continuing basis. As an

outgrowth‘-oi thié prégram, Headquarters D'ireéti\}e 50-105'5-24, meant

. to 'rel.)la.ce Operations Policy Letter No. 6, was drafted in March 1964,
- subsequently redrafted several times a.nd fmally passed forward for

’ ..'approva.l in October 1964 by Col. Ledford The new du-ectwe was. ba.sed

on the theory tha.t "resxstance in successwe posxtmns" is more effectwe

f_or a -cap'tive.,than'attempted rigid adherence to a."d'qctrine such as giving".
' name, rank and serial number. . The- "successive positions' were de-
= .fined': and 'permis-sible 'and_impermissible" disélbs:u‘res._by'_th_‘e pilot were‘s

' set forth

The Executxve Dzrector/ Comptroller (Mr. Lyman K:.rkpa.trlck)
xpressed dxsa.greement w1th perm1ttmg a captzve p110t to a.dnut hzs \

e via BYENAN
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CIA affiii‘a;tion;"the_ DD/P (Mr. Helme) on the other hand recommended .

that the pi»lot be instructed to give only name, date and plaee- of birth,

eddre_ss; aﬁd CIA é.'fﬁlia"tion_, and dieagreed‘ with fvhe.idea. of imposing
‘a "complicajteo set of iﬁstruetions "r.ege,rding fell-bac'it positioos ui:on the -~
| _pi‘l'_o’; who would, ‘frivnding himself in hostile hepde, : a.lvready‘.be. ooder
: psychologioal p.ressure. The draft &irecfi;re was retﬁrnea to OSA ini_'
Je.nuary fo;._rewx_’it‘e. ‘ |
‘Months later, after many coﬁferenees, a 'me'etiog_ ‘c_hah'-ed‘ b'.y
.Col. Lawrence K. White pz;oduce& an a.gre_ed version which vsetv'fo:.:th P
'lflcleerlyy'oer;niss'i}lale and .imperm»i_s si#ale dinslowiires ‘e.ﬁd plaeed fewer

' 'demands -upon a captive's judgment than did‘ the former policy letter. -

B -Mr. Helms (who at that time had succeeded to the pos1tzon of Deputy
2 Dxrec_to: of Central Intel.llgence The d1rect1ve was ent1tled ”Pohcy :

. Govermng Conduot of Resistence to ;Interrogation.Training, i a;no vGuid.-

) ‘ance for: Pro;ect P1lots Forced Down in Hosule Terntory”.. It was -

. _ presented to the Na.t:.onal Secunty Councxi's "Spec:.al Group” on

26 November 1965 and a.pproved by that group on 16 December 1965
| f:, (See:Annex 69--fo‘r-text ) As of the,._end of 19.6,8,thxs-,,c_hxect_:xye, fortt;nefaely;
.""ha_d‘ not _nee_ded‘to_iloe invoked T T e
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In August 1960, the Project Security Officer, Mr, William J,

,-‘Cot_terx, recomrnended_terminating all contract pilots and recruiting

and training six or eight new ones from SAC. Mr Cunningham .agreed

" and said he felt it was askiﬁg for trouble to move ahead with plans for

Soviet overﬂights or even pex;iphex;al collection flights using the preseht
group Col. Beerli concurred in this reéommen&atioe. However, sinee
the proposed renewal of overflights feom beta.ch.mén-t ,.B did not receive

apprOval: the question of risking.overflig.hfc's with the currently essig-ned

pildts became academic.

In late 1961, when U-Z operations were being conducted over’Cu‘oa '

| a.nd in the Far East, Mr. Cotter brought the matter up again in a memo-

| ra.ndum to the Actmg Ch1ef DPD:

, "In view of the continued operational activity in IDEALIST
. and taking cognizance of the probability that this activity will
- continue for some time in the future, it is the strong opinion _
. . of this Branch that immediate action be initiated to recrult #nd. ¢
* train new p1lots A :

"The present staff of pilots available to DPD possess a -
. wealth of knowledge concerning a broad spectrum of Agency
intelligence activities. Although it must be assumed that -
certain of this information is already available to the RIS as a
result of the I May incident, I suggest that grievous damage '~
would result from additional information or confirmatory data
 which would be extracted from one. of the present pxlots in the
~everfhe were 1ost to the opp081t10n :

27

Ham% s i DYEN
cuntml System




(305492914

. recogmze the technical quahﬁcatmns of the present
staff of pilots is exceptional, I suggest, however, that we
consider spotting, recruiting, processmg and trammg,

- gradually, replacements for the present sta.ff in the interests

of sound secunty. % 1/
}Inv .Z'frulne 1963, one additional pilot was. ‘recruit;ed. aﬁd iﬁ June 1964 °
two more were recruited, all three fro@ the U.S. Ai‘r.Force. In
.Nove'mbe.r 1964, one U.S. Navy p’ilof: was added, é.;ld oﬁe-of the Briiish .
s fpilét‘é from thé JACKSON contingent é.tDétaﬁchment G resigned hié T
co@ﬁiésion in tr_;e: R.A F. anci ‘wé;s hired as a contract piIot in 'h‘isv
sfatﬁs of resi‘deﬁt alien. As of July 1967, four out of the ongmal

E thlrty pxlots recrmted in 1955-56 were st111 with Deta.chment G, each

o haw.ng served W1th the program for eleven yea.rs (See Annex 70 for

N 1/ DPD-5485-61, 8 Septerber- 1961, Mémo'ré,ndﬁm{fb.:: AC/DPD .
from Chief, DPD Secunty Bteff. - P, G o g
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' project to begin'ifnmediately a-nd,recommen&ed that Brig. ‘Gen. Don D.

" Flickihge'r, - Comme,nder of .the Office of Sci’erﬁiﬁc' ,Rés‘earch-of ARDC,

- Aeromedical Support and Pilot Personal Equiprhem_

At an early meeting of the Project Staff in January 1955,
Col. Ritland recommended that the project seek the advice and assis-
tance of a top-notch aeromedical expert es'soon as p'oseible. There

were a wide variety of physical and psychological problems involved

i in"long-_vra.vn.ge, high altitude flighfs v&hich"must Be_ expl_t')r_ed.. No oee _ha%l
,. flown ;gbo_\.re 50, OOO feef-fo_r mucﬁ nﬁore then: a.n. hour or two a.n& at 60, 060
. feetlfor‘enly n;inute's; He recommended tha.f Dr "Ra.nd'.ol..ph Lovelaceof
.,_the Lovelace C}inic in Albuquerque be'vconsulte‘d‘,_ eiﬁc-e ‘VII.xle- was the out-
_sta.xidingl'expert in the country, heving _been iﬁvblved n most of the Air

- Force work in the:a.ero'me’dical field,

It was discovered that Dr. Lovelace was 'out_- of the Air Force pic- = -

ture at the moment and was concenti*a.ti_r;vg on "d,evelep_ing his clinic.

‘Mr. Trevor Gardner was anxious for the aeromedical work on the

; ';be chosen to hea.d up thxs work Approva.l was’ gwen by Gen Putt and
,Gen Thomas Power (then Commander of ARDC) for Gen ickmger s
‘vpa.rt1c1pa.t10n in the program and’ for the use of a.ll avaula.ble Air Force T o

' fac111t1es and research and development in the aeromedxcal f1e1d

' ﬂanili'&e."\':’\a BYEMAN
l‘-nntm\ 3‘!5“‘»“‘
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General Flickinger i'mmedia.tely"began to look for candidates

. _with the special skills and tré.i.ning reguired to support the project,
and to monitor closely the development and testing of pilot personal

i equipment.’ At the first suppliers’ meeting in April 1955, he repo‘rte&

tha.t the partial pressure suit pla.nned for use by the U 2 pllots had

'proven effective for periods from 30 mlnutes to seven hours at 50, 000

feet after descending from 65, 000, depending on the condition of the.

@

pilot. The full pressure suit being déveloped by the Air Force was

“under ‘high priority study' and might possibly be ready by September -

‘1956,

~ Early personnel nominati’ons‘ by Gen.. Flickinger were:
Major George Stemkamp,- Project Medmal Ofﬁcer, and Ma_}or Leo V
Knauber, Phys:.ologlca.l Training Ofﬁcer, Who was la.rgely mstrumental

in settxng up the a.eromedxca.l fa.c111ty at Watertown between July and

.v‘September 1955. Lt. Col. Philip Maher of the Human Factors Dlwsxon

of the Air For‘cé. Surggon General's Office’ ass'zsted vGen.r_ ickmger in -

meeting project requirements, inciuding fu'r’nis'h‘ing 'medical supplies. -

“and training aids, monitoring the equipment contracts, and securing

Air Force technicians to man the test sife and the deta.’éhments. ;L
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Medical services at the test site during the first six weeks of

operatlon (including 3831gnment of a doctor to the base until the arrival

of the Pro;ect thht Surgeon in mld-September 1955) were furmshed by

~ the Lovelace Clinic under an existing Air Force contract.. At the end -

of 1955 the project contracted directly with Lovelace for its services, -

principally for pilot examinations, but also for continuing medical sup-

‘port for Watertown when needed Reports on pilot examinations and .

Lovelace recommendations thereon were sent to the Project Flight

Surgeon at Washmgton Headquarters and it was then hxs re spons1b111ty

to secure appropriate rev1ew and approval by General leckmger on

'behalf of the Air Force, and by the CI.A Medical Staff. The area of re-

sponsibility of the Agency Medica.l Staff with regard to'pa.e sing on these
examma.nons ‘and the crxterxa. on whmh they were based, and with regard

to other medical aspects of the pro;ect was. not clearly understood by -

| the Pro_]ect thht Surgeon (MaJ Stemka.mp), and it was well into 1956

. before proper 11a1son a.nd coordma.txon between the Agency Medxcal

Staff (represented by Dr. Frank Glbson), a.nd Ma.3 Stemkamp was
es-ta_bhshed. ;
Procedures were set up at the Eevginnirng‘- of the training period it

Watertown for interrogation of the U-2 pilots immediately following

31
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~each ﬂight. Interrogations were conducted by the assigned Flight
- Surgeon and/or Aviation Physiologist who were. skilled in extracting

» ‘the information relating to personal equipment and to the physical and

.=

' "'péychological' reé.ctions of the pilots, which was needed for improving

equipment and for establishing rules and procedures for safety of
flight.
As with other critical categories of Air Forv.ce personnel, medical-

officers and NCO technicians were very difficult to obtain and late in

arriving. To add to the medical staff shortage, the Air Force personal
o -e-quipment”specialist at Watertown was killed in the Mount Charléston

, cra.sh of the MATS shuttle in November 1955 and the physwloglcal

trammg offzcer, Major Knau.ber, suffered a heart atta.ck in the early

sprmg of 1956 and had to be: thhdrawn from part1c1pat10n in the project. -

A contra.ct for the services of a persona.l equlpment techmman for each .

base was written with the Firewel Company (whxch- subcontracted for

the manufacture of the préssure suit and auxiliai'y equipment), but

these fé’(:hnic_ia.ns had to be recruited and trained 'and' wé re not avé,ilablé =
in"thei early training phase A full time thht Surgeon for Watertovvn, .

o Ma;. J'a.mes Deuel, reported for duty the first, of June 1956 by wh1ch

time the medical and ,eqmpment pro‘plemsWere_beg;nmng to s_mooth_.out_. -
32
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While certain parte of the ‘pilots' Ap‘e_rsenal-equipment‘ existed in
Air Force stocks, -modiﬁcations to the ?res_sure suit and other compon-
ents were deemed necessary for tﬁeenviromnen’c'to be experienced in
the U;Z, end therefore a period of developmen’c~'and.tes.ting of these
items of equipment had to be undertaken along with the aircraft and
systems testing. At the end of March 1956, Col. Ritland noted that
elthough the _historﬁ' of personal equipment had _beeﬁ poor at the start,

continuous 1mprovement had been made in each item, and he ant1c1-

pa.ted that by the time Detachment B deployed in August 1956, this

~equ1pment would be standardized and avaﬂable in sufficient quantities

’co meet project needs. The s1tua.t10n dxd 1mprove through the summer

of 1956 so that the Project’ thht Surgeon was a.ble to report in October

- that the personal equlpment 51tuat10n was in excellent shape both supply- -

wise and in-operation, as was also the level of training of detachment

personnel.

In the fall of 1957 when the PrOJect thht Surgeon 5. two year tour

£1n1shed, xt was agreed that a replacement at I—Ieadquarters would not be

' reqmred since the aeromedical needs of the two remammg f1e1d detach-

ey men’cs a.nd the test group Whlch had moved to Edwards Were bemg met

v routmely General ickmger was more easxly ava1la,ble to the

33
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| Proje.cf Hea:d'qua_rte:"s staff for advic’:e-la.nd consultation since ARDG
Headquarters had moved meanwhilé -frofn Baltimore to Andrews Air

' Force Base on the outskirts of Washington, Therefore the Hea’dvquarters
Medicbal Officer slot was cancelled and a Physiologic-a_.l‘Training bfficef

: Was a.-s‘s.igned té Headquartervs with the main task of monitoring the |
development and testing of pers onai eéﬁipﬂi‘e‘ﬁt and establishing proper
procedur;es for tfaining the pilots in the use thereof. ‘This policy has

- continued to the present.
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(Terms of Original Contract Signed by U-2 Pilots January 1956)
" As Amended in March 1956 ‘

.~ THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT as represented by the |
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY wishes to employ you in connection

- with an activity which has been discussed with you in some detail. The

relationship created under this contract is classified in accordance wzth

- Agency regulations and is information affecting the national defense within

the meaning of Sections 793 and 794 of Title 18 of the United States Code.

"1, For the duration of this contract your services will be reserved

 exclusively for Agency activities, and you will make yourself available

for these activities at such times and pla.ces as the Agency may direct.

2. You will carry out such instructions as the Agency may from
time to time impart to you., Normally, you will receive instructions
through your immediate superlor, who is also your normal channel for
communication with the Agency. You will be kept fully informed as to
whom this official will be.

3. For these services you will be paid monthly for the duration of .

thl.s contra.ct in. accordance w1th the followmg scale:

. General Duty Status - $775.00 per month

Th:.s status will be in effect untll' reporting for duty -
at the first site and will be in effect in the event the actlvxtles ;
contemplated are dlscontmued :

b Operatlona.l Duty Status - $1 500 00 per month

'I‘hls status will be g:m upon first arrzval at the 1n1t1a1 szte ;
and will continue so long as you are engaged in the contemplated '
activities whether in this country or elsewhere ‘and in the event
~ the activities contemplated are discontinued, you will be continued.
~in an operatlona.l duty’ status for a period of mnety (90).days. -Also,
in the event you are -unable by reason of misconduct or refuse -
without reasonable cause to engage in the conternpla.ted act1v1t1es, o
you will revert to general duty status.

: | ¢. In a.dd:.tlon to the above amounts there w111 be credlted on
 the books of this Agency an amount of $500,00 for each month of - -
serv1ce in an opera.tlonal duty status overseas At your optmn. '»-'f 5
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in lieu of crediting this amount on the books, a $500, 00 Senes G
United States Savings Bond will be purchased in your name. How-
ever, this amount or the bonds will not be paid or delivered to
you until after the first day of the calendar year following the.
performance of service for which these amounts or bonds are
applicable. Fractional portions of a month w111 be prorated on
the basis of a 30-day month

d. In addition, an amount calculated at the rate of $500. 00 per
month for each month of satisfactory service in an operational
duty status overseas will be paid to you provided your services
are not terminated for cause based on your misconduct or abandon-
ment of your obligations hereunder. This amount will be paid -
within a three (3) year period from termination of this contract
and the specific date of payment will be at the sole discretion of
the Agency. Fractional portions of a month will be prorated on
the basis of a 30-day month, '

e. Compensation currently pa.yable will be pa1d on or about
the tenth day of the month succeeding the month in which earned.
Payment shall be made in a manner requested by you in writing

- provided the method is acceptable tothe Agency.

_ -(1) ‘From compensatmnv payable to you there will be
deducted appropriate amounts for withholding for Federal
income tax purposes and Soc1a1 Securlty deductlons.

_ (2) You will f11e annual Federal income ta.x returns in:a
manner approved by this Agency.

£ The determ1nat1ons required under thls paragraph will norm-
a.lly be made by your immediate superior and in any event f1na.1 '

determlna.tlon will be at the sole dlscretxon of the Agency. _

4 ‘In a.dchtlon to the compensa.tlon otherwme provzded m thxs con-_‘_v‘ E

tract you will be’ provzded

a. Quarters-;and meal_é during fhé'eﬁtire period of yo'uf service
while at locations designated by the. Agency except while in a
leave status, or in a general duty - status in the continental Um.ted
States. - = :
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b. Transportation including authorized travel expenses in
substantial compliance with Agency regulations to and from areas-
of Agency activities or to and from such other points when the.
-travel is directed and approved by the Agency

" ¢. Upon expiration or termmatlon'o’f this agreement trans-
portat}.on to point of hire or such other point as may be mutually
agreed

d. Thirty (30) calendar days leave annually, accruing at the

l rate of 2-1/2 calendar days per month. Such leave will be accrued
and credited in accordance with the duty status for the period in
which earned, No more than 60 days leave may be accumulated,

' While on leave, you will continue to accrue leave and will be paid
in accordance with your status immediately prior to commence~
ment of leave, When leave accrued in one duty status is exhausted,

' additional leave taken will be charged against and paid at the rate
of leave accrued in the other duty status. Unused leave standing
to your credit at time of expiration or termination of this contract

. will be paid for on a lump-sum basis at the rate of earnings at

S . - the time of accrual, i.e., leave earned whlle in an operational ,

; duty status will be paid at the operational duty status rate of pay

l ‘ © and leave earned in a general duty status will be paid at that rate.

All leave will be calculated on the basis of a 30-day month.

e. Transportation to and from such 'le_'a‘.‘vew area as the 'Agency
may approve. o - . ‘ ' s

f. Payment of medical costs and compensation for 'disé,bility; .
injury or death incurred in performance of duty,. to the extent |
provided by any apphcable Umted States' laws or regulatmns. ‘

g. In the event of s:.ckness or 1n3ury to yourself not covered . ‘.
- under this contract, you will be prov1ded w1th the followmg '

(1) For minor injuries, s:ckness, and other medxcal a.nd L
dental care, ‘not requiring hosp1ta11zat10n. you will receive:
the office services of a doctor, selected by the Agency, free.
of charge, and necessary transportation in connection there~
with, or, as deemed necessary and appropriate, medical.care-
" and treatment from appropriate faC111t1es a.nd doctors as may ‘
- be approved by the Agency. . - e ;
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(2) The cost of hospitalization, or other specialized
medical care for sickness or injury not due to your own mis-
conduct, and necessary transportation in connection therewith.

h. In the event you are determined to be missing in_service,
benefits will be paid in accordance with Agency regulations on
this subject which are in general accord with the prmc1p1es of
the Missmg Persons Act.

5. The Agency has made arrangements whereby you will be eligible:
to secure certain life insurance and the Agency will pay the premiums on
this life insurance. Payment of benefits under these various insurance
programs will be in accordance with the laws, regulations and policies
a.pplicab.le in each case. The specific programs are as follows:

a. The life insurance plan underwritten by the United Benefit
Life Insurance Company of Omaha, Nebraska. The face amount . s
of this policy will be $15, 000. 00, :

b. The term life insurance policy available through the War
Agenc:.es Employees Protective Association which program is
underwntten by the Equitable Life Assurance Society of the
‘United Sta.tes The fa.c:e amount of thls policy is $15, 000. 00.

¢c. The Federal 'Employees Group Life I surance program which
was authorized by Public Law 598, approved 17 August 1954. The
face amount of this policy will be established at the next higher
- multiple of $1,000. 00 which is in excess of the current annual com—
pensation rate. . :

. Appropriate application forms and desi‘gnaﬁiori'of beneficiaries will be

required to be executed: - The settlement of any claims arising under

" these p011c1es will be initiated by the Agency without the requirement
" that the beneficiaries initiate action. The benef1c1ar1es, of course, - wlll
‘be required to execute: appropriate documents which documents will be

transmltted to the beneficiaries by the Agency through appropnate means.

6 You hereby agree to make no cla.lm for any compensatmn..

‘benefit or service, other than those provtded in thls contract

7. The duration of this contract w111 be two (2} yea.rs from the P
effective date hereof except that it may be terminated by the Agency at -
any tn‘ne for cause based on your misconduct, w11fu1 fallure to follow -

4
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' Agency approves such application.. If you do not apply for reinstate-

(60) days after the conclusion of the prescribed reinstatement period.

‘and your activities, disputes or disagreements as to the terms of the

- Agency.

* of this agreement

instructions, or abandonment of yourvo'b'ligatic_ms under this contract. -
In the event the activities contemplated are discontinued you may
apply for reinstatement in your previous employment provided the

ment under such circumstances this contract shall terminate sixty

In addition, if the Agency approves, you may apply for reinstatement
in your prekus employment at any time. In any event, this contract .
shall terminate as of the date of your reinstatement, Further, this
contract may also be terminated at any time by mutual agreement in
which case all benefits accrued to the date of termination will be paid
you. _ ; }

8. The effective date of this agreement is

9. Due to the security considerations surrbunding this contract

contract are not subject to appeal to any other instrumentality of the -
United States Government and the final authority shall vest with this

10.  You hereby agree never to dlsclose e1ther the fact of this ,
relationship or any information which you may acquire as a result thereof
to any person, except as the Agency may authorize in writing. This clause
imposes an obllgatlon on you Whlch sha}.l survive the termination of this
contract.

11 Your signature hereon w111 constitute acceptance of the terms: -

 UNITED STA TES GOVERNMENT -

By

ACCEPTED:

WITNESS:

Hamﬂe via BYEMAN'
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\

SECRET—
(Terms of Pilot Contract as Amended Effective 1 January 196])

Mr.

Dear Mr,

Ca

Reference is made to your agz:eement with the United States Government,
as represented by the Central Intelligence Agency, effective
as .amended, a copy of which is attached hereto.

Effective ; said agreement, as amended, is
further amended as follows: '

.

A, Paragr‘ap'h 3. Delete sub-paragraphs a, b, ¢, d and substitute in

_lieu 'thereof the followmg

"a. General Duty Status - $1000. 00 per month. .
, You will be placed in this status in the event your immediate
supervisor determines that it is in the best interest of the con-
templated activities, or in the event that you are unable by reason
of lack or loss of personal proficiency in the contemplated activi-
ties, misconduct, or refusal without reasonable cause to engage
in the contemplated activities,  or if'incapacifated as stated in -
paragraph 4e below, pending further decision of the Agency as to
the future utilization of your services. Otherwise you will be
in an: .

b. ' Active Duty Status - (1) $1250, 00 per m‘onth;

(2) In addition, an amount calculated at

the rate of $500. 00 per month for each month of satisfactory
_service in an Active Duty Status will be paid to you provided your

' services are not terminated for cause based on your misconduct.
or abandonment of your cbligations hereunder. In the event your -
services are terminated for cause arising after 1 January 1961,
‘the period of services from the commencement of this agreement
to 1 January 1961 shall be considered a period of satisfactory -
service for the purpose of payments to be made under this sub-
paragraph. The amount payable will be paid within a four (4)

A} Handle Vi BYEMAN

~Cortre! Syeteq |



C054 92914

—SEE€RET

year period from the termination of this agreement and the
specific date of payment will be at the sole discretion of the
Agency. Fract10nal portions of a month will be prorated on the
“basis.of a 30-day month. As of 1 January 196], any amounts -
accrued under this agreement to 1 January 1961 will be placed
‘in.escrow by the Agency for your account and will be paid in
accordance with the provisions of this section, provided how- -
ever, that as to such amounts placed in escrow the conditions
for payment included in the flrst sentence of this sectlon shall
not be applicable.

c.. Bonus - $750.00 per month.
(1) You will be paid $250. 00 for each calendar month in
~ which you are assigned to participate in an operational mission
. which has as its objective the overflight of the territory of a -
foreign nation, or you perform an unusual task. What consti-
tutes an unusual task will be determined by the Agency in its~
sole discretion. Payment under this sub-paragraph shall not
exceed $250. 00 for any one calendar month. ;

(2} In addition to and for each bonus payment made under .
the above provision, there shall be concurrently credited on the
books of this Agency the amount of $500.00. At your option, in
lieu of crediting this amount on the books, a $500, 00 United
States Savings Bond of an appropriate type will be purchased in - - - . L
your name. However, this amount or the bonds will not be paid = "~ |
‘or delivered to you until after the first day of the calendar year.
following the performance of service for whlch these amounts o

- or bonds are apphcable H :

- B Paragraph 4 Delete sub- paragraph d Substltute new paragraph d
as follows : , :

nd, Thlrtjr. {30) calendar days leave énhually; ‘accruing at the:
rate of two-and one-half (2-1/2) calendar days per month, Monthly '
lea.ve credxt and accrual shall be at the followmg calendar day values*

: General'Duty Status - 4$33-. 33 and- -1/3.ce'nt

 Active Duty Status - $58.33 and 1/3 cent

- Active Duty Status T mee s
Bonus - .$83.33 and 1/3 cent
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AC}CEP’I‘;ED:'; o ) . - By:

‘While on leave, you will continue to accrue leave at the same calendar

day value as you did immediately prior to commencement of leave.

Leave will be charged on the same basis. All leave standing to your

credlt as of the effective date of this amendment will be converted

" to the above leave schedule with '"Operational Duty Status Overseas''

being equated to "Active Duty Status with Bonus'', and ""Operational
Duty Status in the United States'' being equated to ""Active Duty Status''.
All leave will be calculated on a 30-day month. No more than ninety

(90) days leave may be accumulated. Unused leave credited to your

account at the time of expiration or termination of th1s contract will

‘be paid for on a lump sum basis. "

c. ParagraLph 7. Delete paragraph 7 and substitute the following -.the're,fof: -

"7. This agreement is effectlve as of
and shall continue thereafter through 31 December 1961, except that

it may be terminated by the Agency at any time prior thereto for

cause based on medical or other incapacitating reasons 1nc1ud1ng lack

or loss of personal proficiency, misconduct, willful failure to follow
. 1nstruct10ns, abandonment of the obligations under this agreement, or
" _upon ninety (90) days actual notice. During the ninety day termination

period, your Status {(General Duty or Active Duty) as of the date of.
receipt of said notice shall remain unchanged. In the event of termi-

 nation, you may apply for reinstatement in your previous employment-

provided the Agency approves such application. If you do not apply
for reinstatement within thirty (30) days after notification of termina-
tion, this agreement shall terminate sixty (60) days after the con-
clusion of such prescribed thirty (30) day reinstatement period. In
addition, if the Agency approves, you may apply for remsta’cement in

‘your previous employment at any ‘time. 'In any event, this contract

shall terminate as of the date of your reinstatement. Further, this

‘contract may also be terminated at any time by mutual agreement in-
- which case all beneflts accrued to the date of termmatlon will be pa1d

you Ly

it the ‘extension of. the .effective period of the agreement and the amend—

‘ments occasioned thereby and set forth above are acceptable to you, would
. you indicate your acceptance at the place indicated below and return thxs
; letter and the copy of the agreement to the Contractmg Ofﬁcer

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY P

Special Contra.;ctinig Offic"e i

WITNE SS:
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'8 May 1956

: OPERATIONS POLICY LETTER NO. 6

SUBJECT Intelligence Briefings, Includlng Pollcy for Pilots
Forced Down in Hostile Territory

e Purpose: The purpose of this policy letter is to furnish
guldance to detachment commanders on the classified information

 which may be furnished to Project pilots concerning their mission,

and the briefings which should be given to Project pilots on procedure

. and ¢onduct to be adhered to in the event they are forced down in hos- ~
| tile: terrltory The policies set forth herein are general in nature..
Specific information, as apphcable, will be included in separate ¢

mtelh gence in struc tions.

- 2. Classified Information:

“a. Generally, the classified intelligence information im-

-parted to primary mission pilots should be limited to that information

which is considered essential to the successful accomplishment of
their mission, Non-essential information concerning equipment fab- -
‘rication and capabilitie s, utilization of photography and ELINT infor-
mation. acquired, Pro_]ect organization and pérsonnel, etc., should be -
divulged only when the withholding of such information might adversely

o affect pilot morale and/or Jeopardlze ‘the mission itself:

b. It should be stressed to the pilots durmg brlefmgs that -
the less. mtelhgence information they possess, consistent with mis-
sion:requirements, the better it will be for them in the event of cap-
ture. For this reason it is imperative that they be limited to only

~ such intelligence as is necessary to carry out thelr,ma.ss:.on

_ 4 Comprehensive tactical intelligence: briefings should be -
ngen to a.ll prxmary mission pilots on those defensive- capa.blhtles o
which could directly affect their respectwe missions or which mlght '

v 'enhance the possr.b:.htles of safe return to frlendly teérritory in the
event of an’ emergency. These br:.ef:.ngs should include at least the o

followmg

 Te-143464
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(1) "Air order of battle
{2} Radar order of battle v
{(3) Anti-aircraft order of battle
- {4) Guided missile order of battle
{5) Air escape routes
_ (6) Detection, trackmg and mtercep’c capablhnes
.- (7)) Aircraft performance and tactics

d. In addition, a11 primary mission pilots should be thor-
oughly indoctrinated in evasion and escape procedures and techniques,
and conduct and procedures to be followed in the event they are forced
down in hostile territory. (See paragraph 3, below) ‘

3.. Conduct and’-Pro,cedu:res'in,Event of Emerg_éricy:

a. In the event of an ezﬁergency’ poi‘tending the loss of the -
aircraft behind enemy lines, the following procedures will be followed: -

l (1) If the emergency occurs ina populous area,
prescribed procedures for demolition of the aircraft and clas si--

l' fied equipment will be instituted. Under these conditions, bail -

' - out by the pilot will be standard procedure and a crash landing

- : . should not be attempted. These instructions, however, should

' o N  not be construed as a restriction of the pilot's prerogative to- v
: A attempt bail out or crash landing in neutral territory if there is -

' a reasonable chance that such an attempt might be successful

(2) Ina remote area where the danger of immediate- N
capture is less, a crash landing may be attempted at the optmn -
of the pilot, and the aircraft and equipment utilized for survival
purposes. - In this instance, the aircraft and classified equipmerit
will be destroyed before departmg the sn:e of the crash landlng

b. After bazl out or crash landing, if cx.rcm:nstances appear
favorable, it is strongly recommended that evasion procedures and tech- :
'mques be instituted immediately.. Even when forced down on a deep:

- penetration where successful evasion and ultimate return to fz:iendly

~_ territory appears improbable, any delay in capture. will be advantageous.
_In the final analysis, however, it will be the pilot's decision, based on
- the cxrcumstances a,t the tlme, as to Whether eva.s:.on will be attempted

 2
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be employed.

=

~¢. Prior to deployment overseas, pilots will be given their
choice of survival items to be included in their seat packs. Survival
experts will furnish guidance on the selectlon of survival aids, if such
asslstance is desired.

"

d. If evasion is attempted, standard evasion techhiques will

4. Conduct and Procedures in Event of Capture:

a. If evasion is not feasible and capture appears imminent,
pilots should surrender without resistance and adopt a cooperatlve
attxtude toward their captors.

b. Atall times while in the custodﬁr of their captors, pilots -
will conduct themselves with dlgmty and maintain a re spectful attltude
toward their supenors

. ¢. Pilots will be instructed that they are perfectly‘ free to
tell the full truth about their mission with the exception of certain speci-

.fications of the aircraft. They will be advised to represent themselves
as civilians, to admit previous Air Force affiliation, to admit current

CIA employment, and to make no attempt to deny the nature of their -

' mission. They will be instructed, jhowever, to understate rnoderately 7
the performance of the aircraft in a plausible fashion. (Itis recommended E
‘that stated capabilities should be decreased from actual capabilities by

10, 000 feet altitude and 500 miles range). Such briefing should safeguard
pilots from extreme treatment by permitting them the greatest possxble
latitude in re spondmg to mterrogatlons

d. Pilots should make every effort to av01d dlscussmg or .
d:.vulgmg information given them during the tactical. mtelhgence br:.ef-

ings on defensive capablhtles il.e.s AOB ROB, etc.

‘e. With regard to signed confess:.ons, radm 1nterv1ews, and

“similar activities which could be. exp101ted for thelr propaganda value, )
~all efforts must be ‘made to res:Lst :

5 Escape Escape from capt1v1ty may be attempted a'c the dlS- v

' cretmn of the md1v1dual

_ 6 Pohcy and procedures for' the conduct of pllots who are forced
down in friendly or neutral terrltorles w1ll be as prescrlbed in Annex B
of the Opera,tlonal Order. =, - o
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 HEADQUARTERS DIRECTIVE ' INTELLIGENCE
50-1055-24 ' 27 OCTOBER 1965

‘POLICY GOVERNING CONDUCT OF'RESISTANCE. TO- INTERROGATiON ‘
TRAINING AND GUIDANCE FOR PROJECT PILOTS FORCED DOWN IN '
VHOSTILE TERRITORY :

1. PURPOSE The purpose of this dlrectlve, which supersedes
Operations Policy Letter Number Six, is to furnish guidance to the de-
tachment commander on the classified information which may be furnished
to Project pilots concerning their mission, and the briefings and training
which should be given to Project pilots on procedure and conduct to be ad-
hered to in the event they are forced down in hostile territory. The poli-
cies set forth herein are general in nature, Specific information, as

- apphcable, will be included in separate intelligence instructions and
i Opera.tmns Plan Intelligence annexes. :

2. CLASSIFIED INFORMATION :

 primary mission pilots must be limited to that information which is con-

- sidered essent1al to the successful accomphshment of their mission.
Non-essential information concerning equipment fabrication and capab11- F

- ities, utilization of photography and ELINT information acqulred PrOJect

_ orgamzatwn and personnel, etc., w111 not be divulged.

. It should be stressed to. pilots 1mmed1ate1y upon recruitment
and in subsequent briefings that in the national interest, and in their own . -
interest, it is desirable that the technical, operational, and intelligence -
- information they possess be held to the absolute minimurmn consistent Wlth

mis sion reqmrements

e 1mpera.t1ve that they be hmlted to only such 1nte111gence
as is necessary to. ca.rry out thelr m:.ssmn

C. Tactlcal mtelhgence briefings should be gwen to all primary

. mission pllots on those defensive capabilities which would directly afiect:

 their respective missions or which might enhance the pos: s:.b111ty ‘of safe
return to friendly. terntory 1n the event of an emergency

' | ' a. Generally, the classified intel'ligence'infbrmé,tion imparted to
-
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-TOP—SECRET
d. Primary mission pilots should be thoroughly indoctrinated
in-evasion. and escape procedures and techniques, and conduct in hostile

territory. (See paragraph 4, below)

3, _INFO,RMATION"I‘O BE WITHHE LD FROM PILOTS: .

The following information has been and w111 contmue to be

 withheld from Project pilots:

a. Involvement or support of other governments;
b.  Mission approval mechanisms;

- Knowledge of any other non-pro;ect related CIA opera.tlons, :
loca.tlons or personnel;

- d. Non-project covert organizatlons, activities and modus

; "operandl of CIA;

e. Exlstence and accomphshments of related similar parallel 'b

) reconna.lssance progra.ms, '

f. Communications network, equipment and-*dp-erations. :

4 CONDUCT AND PROCEDURES IN EVENT OF EMERGENCY

‘In the event of an emergency portendmg the loss of the axrcraft

- within demed territory it is of paramount importance that the pilot insure

 the destruction of the aircraft and its equipment to the greatest extent '
‘possible., This can best be accomplished by ejecting at a safe altitude

 with the expectation that the aircraft will encounter major structural dam-

age and burning upon ground impact. The pilot would be expected to

"actuate’ destruct systems 1nsta11ed in electromc countermeasure systems

board

b. After bail-out or crash landing, evasion procedures and

" techniques will be instituted 1mmedlate1y Even when forced down on 7
. a deep penetration where successful evasion and ultimate return to frzendly '
' territory appears 1mprobab1e, any delay in capture w111 be advantageous

¢. Standard evasl‘on»techmques'wﬂl_be' emplqyeq,_
- ses—smesme - Handie via BYEMAN
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8. CONDUCT AND PROCEDURES IN EVENT OF CAPTURE" WITHIN
_?THE SINO SOVIET BLOC

a. If all attempts to evade should fail and immediate cepture is
inevitable,_ pilots should surrender without resistance. '
b. At all times while in the custody of their captors, pilots will
' conduct themselves with dignity.

_ c. When interrogated by their captors, pllots will freely furmsh
the followmg information only:

. () Name
(2) Date and place of birvth :
(3) A‘ddre.ss in United States
(4 cIA affinatioﬁ(cix}iiian')

, d Beyond information in 5. ¢c., all querles should be met by a
' respectful refusal to d:.vulge any further mformatmn :

It is assumed that the Commumsts w111 resort to a var1ety of - /
_methods a.nd techniques in order to extract information they wish to obtam.’"f;,
Resistance to 1nterrogatxon trammg includes instruction on methods and
' techniques of interrogation, including those common to all’ orgamzatmns R
‘and those specifically found in each potential target country Emphasis =
~ should be placed on the importance of 'delaying any dlsclosures which
: .eould be explolted by hostile propagandlsts ; .

N A Disclosure of personal 1nformatlon The pl.lot is expected to
resist interrogation beyond the information set forthin 5.c. If, during
the process of interrogation, the prisoner believes that his resistance to
. interrogation would be- strengthened by adopting a dlfferent stratagem, - .
he would make available some additional information. - This new: 1nforma-'
. tion should be wholly of a personal nature which will hopefully buy time = :
- . for him and the ‘United States Government The 1nd1v1dual will be assessed o
" ‘and instructed as to those parts of his’ personal life which should not be -~ '
~ discussed. Each pllot will be made aware: of the potentxally dangerous e

3
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consequences of talking about himself indiscriminately. For example,
the discussion of certain emotionally loaded areas of his personal life

 can be exploited by a skilled interrogator to generate more emotion and

thereby impair the omvﬂ:\m s rational processes that are necessary for
successful resistance. Counselling provided the vﬁOw beforehand mﬁwamunm
to point out his own emotionally laden areas and to advise him on ways-of -
avoiding them in his sessions with the interrogator. He will be further

‘instructed to draw out Nd.oéwgm personal mwmﬁoﬂ.ﬁ.mm in order to give

as much time as ‘possible. -

.g- Disclosure of ""Intelligence information: A .Hw.ww..w.mnoc.v of

“disclosures has been chosen which would appear to the interrogators to.

be valuable intelligence information but which, in reality, would do
little if any harm to CIA, its personnel and operations, or to the prisoner.
The disclosures should be held in reserve and used as a last resort and

- given one at a time as reluctantly as possible. If the pilot is convinced

that he must make disclosures within this group, he should preface any
such disclosures with a statement that for obvious reasons he was given
very little information other than what was essential for him to complete
his mission. Technical data concerning our reconnaissance systems were

not made available to him; he simply ""pushed buttons" as -he was instructed

to do. In addition, throughout his association with our Project he was

; unﬁsmmbﬂ< compartmented-to prevent his acquiring Hsmougmﬁoa that was

boﬁ mmmosﬂmw to his Huu.psam.n:& mﬁbnﬂos as a ?Hg

(1). Name and @Ompﬁon Om one OH.& Aowﬁ.ﬁwa mnpwwoﬁwm in sent -
the pilot on the mis mu.o? i

(2) ..bwgwwmm Bomc.w owmnmsmw of .CIA as it has wmmw onvOmm&. to

the pilot, and names of a few CIA &mnwnwnbmad wmﬂmogﬁw he rwm o

met, m».nmmmgm OH> 5<oH<m9m§ bon BHHSNHJ?

(3) Limited ﬁmnwﬁ.nww Hbmongm.ﬁoa on Eum mission wpﬂnummﬁ
_{only the information needed for pilot ope nwﬂon and mxopc.a:»m wﬁ, ,
" details 0m construction and vmﬁom&. | : 5

?3 ngmm of noaﬂmnﬁoﬁ. mﬁ.gm n&mn may vm §<0H<m& in the -
s ,muuoumoﬁ but mwnwn&sm &m»mupmm wsoérwmmm of their noﬁnﬁwcﬁobm»

8y H5<ou.<m§m$n of 35»3.&% pe Hmoﬁﬁmu ina mﬁuwonﬁ Hou.m oswu?.
"as associated with ﬁrm overt Omnmbm:&m E‘:.ﬁ Huz.mmyos. Tui@s :

cover mnoww‘ :

T oA
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“FOP—SECRET

6. INFORMATION TO BE WITHHELD FROM INTERROGATORS:

The individual will be specifically instructed to resist to the limit
of his ability disclosing or confirming the following:

a. Knowledge of, or involvement in past overflights;

=« .

b. Confirmation that the entire detachment was involved in
reconnaissance operations over denied territory and specifically that
military personnel were knowledgeable of this mission;

c. Confirmation that refueling aircraft bore Air Force markings;

d. Knowledge of any classified military operations he may have
been exposed to in his Air Force career; ' :

e. Technical information about the mission aircraft or its systems
except for those basic cockpit instructions needed to operate the vehicle.

7. CONDUCT AND PROCEDURES IN EVENT OF CAPTURE IN
HOSTILE AREAS OTHER THAN THE SINO-SOVIET BLOC

inevitable, pilots should surrender without resistance.

_ b. At all times while in custody of their ‘captors, pilbt_s will
- conduct themselves with dignity.

T P1lots, in these c1rcumstances, will stnctly adhere to the
cover story given them prior to the mission. Their cover story will be
an appropriate statement which will be tailored to the circumstances of

 specific missions, and will be set forth in detail in the Fragmentatlon _
Order for the mission, or series of missions if applicable.

d. Headquarters will be responsible for issuing instructions prior:
to each mission concerning aircraft markings, preparation of cover props,
composition of survival and E&E gear, etc., to insure to the greatest

possible extent that recoverable ev1dence is consxstent w1th the cover

story

Handle via BYEMAN
Control System.

' a. If all attempts to evade should fa11 and 1mmed1ate capture is
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- followed in the various hostile judicial systems under which they could

8. FRIENDLY OR NEUTRAL TERRITORIES:

Pblicy and procedures for the conduct-of pilots who are forced
down in friendly or neutral territories will be as prescribed in the

O;ier ations Plan. -

9. PILOT INDOCTRINATION INTO HOSTILE JUDICIAL SYSTEMS:
Every effort will be made to acquaint the pilots with procedures

be imprisoned and tried. These systems will include the USSR and Com-
munist China as well as others to which they could be subjected. Specific
training and indoctrination will involve examples of undesirable legal or
propaganda effects to be expected as a result of submitting to certain
demands made by the pilots captors.

10. ESCAPE:

Escape from captivity may be attempted at the discretion of thé :
individual. '

* Handle via BYEHAN
- Conirol System
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Withheld from public release
under statutory authority

of the Central Intelligence Agency
FOIA 5 USC §552(b)(6)

Remarks T
/returnea )

to Air Force.

Returned to Air Force and took 20-yr

retirement. Awarded DFC and 1st
-Oak Leaf Cluster.

" With Detachment G.

Returned to Air Force.

_ Killed in explosion of U-2 after

take-off from Wiesbaden.

With OSA; converted to Agency- Staff.

Returned to Air Force.

Returned to Air Force. )

Killed durmg U-2G test fhght at
Edwards; bailed out, chute’ falled

.~ to open.

U-2 PILOTS - 1955-1967
Name EOD Detachment " Termination
Abraham, James G. 28 May 56 B '14.0.c.t 56 r
Baker, Barry H 10 July 56 C. B&G 30 June 67
Barnes, James_A. 13 July 56 C,B&G
Birkhead, Thomas C. 14 May 56 B&C 31 Oct 60
Carey, Howard 30 Mar 56 A 17 Sept 56

- Cherbonneaux, Jas. W. 4 Oct 56 B&G
Crull, Thomas L. 31 Jul 56 G 31 Oct 60
Dunaway, Glendon K. 19 Jan 56 A 31 Jul 61 -
Edens, Buster E. 16 May 56 B, C&G 25 Apr 65
Ericson, RobertJ. 25 Aﬁg 56 C,B&G

With Déta.chment G.

Handle via BYEMAN
Gontral System




C05492914 = R G &k m ok o =5 ‘ - Withheld from public release
S ' . TR under statutory authority
—FO0-P—SECRET— of the Central Intelligence Agency
, ' ' - ! FOIA 5 USC §552(b)(6)
- Gorman, Arthur W c 25 Aug 1956 o} 12 Dec 1956
Grace, Frank G. . 13 July 1956 A ‘ 31 Aug 1956 - Killed in crash at Wa.ter.town'v :
' : at Take-off on a night '
. practice flight.
Grant, Bruce G. | 22 January1956 A . 12 July1956 \ — /
. : ' . v returned
to Air Force; | ]
Hall, William W. 1 June 1956 B&G . 23 Jan 1958 Contract terminated on mutual
) . . ' ' agreement; returned to Air Forc
 awarded second Oak Leaf
Cluster to DFC.
Jones, Edwin K. , © 28 May 1956 B&C 31 July 1961 - - Returned to Air f‘brce.
Kemp, Russell W., Jr. . 25 Aug 1956 C 11 June 1957
. returned to
Air Force. . T
Knuté‘ori, Martin A, 12 Fanuary 195_6 A. ‘B & q' - - _ With. Detachment G.
; Kratt, Jacéb, Jr. 21 Jé,nua.ry 1956 A&C 31 July 1961 Returned to Air Force. -
Withheld from public release 2 , -
under statutory authority o T o
of the Central Intelligence Agency _ . ‘ Handle via BYEMAN
FOIA 5 USC §552(b)(6 L ey L T S
v . _ ( )(. ) - [Lontrel System =~
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McMurray, William H. 13 May 1956 B&C 31 Oct 1960 Returned to Air Force. '
Overstreet, Carl K. 9 Jan. 1956 A 8 Jan 1958 " Returned to Air Fo/rcﬁe;' .

; - ' awarded DFC. ‘

Powers, Francis G. 14 May 1956 B 6 Oct 1962 -Shot down by Rus sians 1 May
1960 near Sverdlovsk.. After
release anl return to States,
opted accept employment with
Iockheed as test pilot.

Rand, Albert J. 3] July1956 .= G, B&G - - o With Detachment G.

Rose, Wilburn S. 15 April 1956 A - 15 May 1956 Killed in training accident at

X % Watertown.

Rudd, Walter L. 31 July1956 .G - -3l October 1960 Returned to Air Force.

Shinn, John C. 31 July 1956 C&B - 31October 1960 Returned to Air Force.

Smiley, Albert B. 25 August 1956 -~ A . 57 4 June 1957 Returned to Air Force; awarded

T T e ; © 3rd Oak Leaf Cluster to DFC.

Stockman, HerveyS. 21 Jan 1956 i A i " .20 Jan 1958 ' Returned to Air Force. awarded

‘ T L " 1st Oak Leaf Cluster to DFC.
Strickland, Frank L. 31 July 1956 c 7 29 0ct1956
" - : o returned
Withheld from public release ’ to Air Force. - '
under statutory authority ‘
of the Central Intelligence Agency , : ' : ‘ L o
F 3 A .
QL4 5 USC §552(b)(6) . ~ Handle via BYEMAN
, S - Control System
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Withhéld from public release |
under statutory authority

of the Central Intelligence Agency
FOIA 5 USC §552(b)(6)

B&C

e

Snider, Sammy V. C. 16 May 1956

Vito, Carmine A, 10 January 1956

Withheld under statutory authority of the
Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50
U.S.C., section 403g)

The following pilots were recruited subsequent to the initial thifty, listed above.

Bedford, James R., Jr. 27 June 1963

Hall, Robert E, 24 June 1964
' McMurtry, Thomas C.

Schmarr, Daniel W.

G
G
20' November 1964 G
24 Tune 1964 &

G

" Webster, Ivor B, 16 November 1964

¥ E .

18 April 1960

\\fﬁght_ program

31 October 1960 Returned to Air Force :

partici-
pated in Indonesian over- .

Returned to Air Force. -

Recruited from Air Force. |
Reéruited frém Ailx"'Fo.rvce“. '
Recruited from Na\;y.

Recruited from Air Fo;ée.

Former RAF (JACKSON) .
hired as resident alien.

~ Handle via BYEMAN
- bontrol System
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Withheld under statutory authority of the
Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50
U.S.C., section 403g)

Detachment A - Offlcer Cadre

Col. Frederic E. McCoy, Commandmg Qfficer (Sept 1955 June .1957) .

Lt. Col. Elmer Gould, Materiel Officer

Maj. Philip Karas, Operations Officer

Maj. George K. Reberdy, Medical Officer

Maj. John T. Whitescarver, Intelligence Offlcer :

‘Maj. Fred W, Pope, Weather Officer '
‘Maj. Delbert E. Eversole, Pilot AOB, Intelhgence Offzcer

Maj. Henry H. Spann, Pilot ACB

Maj. Samuel J. Cox, Jr., Photo Navigator

Capt. Edward S. Majeski, Photo Navigator :
Capt. Russell E. Johnson, Physiological Training Offlcer

‘U2 Pilots:.

" | Withheld under statutory authority of the
Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50
U.S.C., section 403g)

" Withheld from public release

- under statutory authority
of the Central Intelligence Agency.
"FOIA'5 USC §552(b)(6)

Howard Carey (kllled on local trammg fhght 1n Germany, 17 Sept 1956)
Glendon K. Dunaway .

Frank G. Grace (killed on night trammg flight, Wate rtown, 31 Au&1956)
Bruce G. Grant| |

‘Martin A, Knutson

Jacob Kratt, Jr.
Carl K. Overstreet
leburn S. Rose (killed in trammg acc1dent at Watertown, 15 May 1956)

.,Albert B. Smiley

Hervey S. Stockman

'Carm1ne A, Vito

Hand!e Wi BYEMAN

&

 Control Syster
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' CHAPTER XI. DETACHMENT A

: Qggépizat{on, 'Manning. and Training of f‘irst Field Uzﬁj: g
. bn ,7_.Sept'embe'3': 19>55, Generz;l O-r’der'é No. 1 of the 1007th Air-
Intelhgence Service Group, HEDCOM, IfSAF, announced the &esigna{
tion and organizati&n of Project Squaaron Pz;o;\risi.onal, %;vith-sﬁbordinafe,
units, FlightslA, B C and D, "for the purpose of providing an organi-
zational structure, opérating units, and command éhé.nnelé. for.t.h:e %
'fJSAF velements of a classified proj.ect”.' These were the orlgmal CIA
~cover units to which A1r Force offl;:ers and. enhsted men were as31gned
) _Whén selected to staff the headquarters_ and field units of AQUATONE.
' H;adéuafters, USAF , proposed and GIA __a;cceptéd as .nominee}"'f&:‘»r_
| Com‘ma.n‘diin'g Officex_;_l of Fl'ight A Colonel Fréder@; E. McCoy Wh(;,:. upo#
= réporting t§ P‘.roj.ect Headquarters in Sep’cerxn*nk.aér 1955 wés almost imme--
i dtately sent to the domestlc trammg base in Neva.da., where in add1t1on
to bu11dmg his deta;,chment ”from scratch" he was required to act as
Ba.sev Commander unt11 the nommee- f§r tha.t pos1t1‘on.a'r.r1ve'd on boara.
»._.He was thus thrown mt;) a command posxtxon ove;r a heter(;geneéus
| group in the £1eld before he ha.d ;nough txme; é.t Headqua.rters to absﬁrﬁ
] the fla.vor o;f the pro_]ect and understand the plulosophy behmd 1ts Jomt |

" mzhtary/ c1v111an —

Hamlle wa m
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Col, McCoy s first concern, the bulld-up éf his detachment cadre, ¢
was hampered by shortages of personnel and delays in reportmg dates .
of those as Signed. He -é.d‘vised Headqua.rter's at the b_eginning of I.)ecem-‘-_
ber 1955 ,’Ehé.t unless immediafe ac,t.ion‘, were taken to ‘fil}.v key ?oéitions,, ;
the detachment would certainly not. depioy on sche-’dul_»e-, ~with éons equeﬁt .
a.dvve.rse effects on the entire program. He expx;esse_d a strong desire ‘
'to‘ha.v.e an Air Force officer assigned aé his Deputy i'athér "thanva civi-
lian Egé.cutive-_ Officer as called f'or_by the Detachment Ta.ble (;f Organib-;‘ :
}.atioﬁ. He was vﬁlling to 'hévé the"adr.riinjistvratviye support officer also be |
'_deéignated a D‘_epu;ty_ Commaﬁdef 1f fhi_s w_eré desired'iﬁ, order to retain
" _ ‘fc‘u' tﬁe Agéncy the control and Héis"oﬁ ne;:essé.ry ;bétwe'eﬁ: CIA :Headqﬁar.ters.
‘and the detéchfnent in the fieid. | | |
The Proje‘c:t,.]‘)ire'_r‘.;tor of A’dﬁﬁﬁistraﬁtioﬁ did ﬁot:..;:pncu? with thls
- sﬁggested change} iri_ thé- co_;nmé.hd structure 'an.d“ sald in a fn'embra.'ndﬁmk
to the Project‘ l".)irectof
: Li.Asl u.ndersta.nd it, the th:.ﬁkmg about /the operatmna.lv
phase of the pro;ect/ has been that CIA would retain operational .
‘control of Detachment a.ctwltles. I do not think that an over-.
seas Detachment can be completely successful unless a. large - ‘
‘degree of autonomy is granted it, ‘not only in its day-to-day -
admmlstratwn, but in the actual conduct of -its operational mis-

.. sions. If both the Detachment CO and the Deputy are of the ‘
- same cloth, be it CIA or Air Force, you do not obtain that

Yl via BYESAN )
~Contrd SysteT
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Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

U.S.C., section 403g)

-| Withheld under statutory authority of the

counterbalance and relative objectivity that 1n1t1a.11y seerned
- desirable,.." 1/ : :

Mrz.. Bissell agreed with this interpretation of the intent of the jeint

'agreement -and an Agency staff officer,'

‘was recrulted as Executive Ofﬁcer for Deta.chment A
The questmn of Whether Commandmg Offlcers of AQUATONE

field detachments should be considered» Chiefs of Stations or Chiefs 4 |

-of _'Ba;ses'{m'der existing Agency Regulations‘ was raised with the DD/S
'in J anuary 1956 and it was confirmed that C'hief. of Station Statue was
,Vcorrect since these offxcers would report dzrectly to Headqua.rters

'SAC Trammg Umt at Watertovvn

As a pa.rt of the Air Force support of AQUATONE the 40701:11

Support ng was actwated 20 December 1955 \mth Headquarters at.
“’Ma.rch A1r Force Base, Cahforma, a.nd w1th the rmssmn of tra.mmg‘
: a.nd eqmppmg the 0pera.t10nal units of AQUA ’I‘ONE and prov1d1ng sup- : |
'. ."port for these units in overseas theaters Prevxously, in September, _, g
Col.. Wllha.m Yancey ha.d been named to head the tralmng detachrnent ;
_-whxch was sent PCS to March thh 'I‘DY to the test site at Watertown_ ;e g

for tb.e purpos-e _of trammg fche.three AQUATON_E detachments. R

y 1/ SAPC 2886, 9 December 1955 Memorandum to Pro;;ect Dlrector'

from Prog ect Dlrector of Admlmstranon

3
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tings and chamber tests were set up for the next two weeks, followed

" by an orientation period at the Lockheed plaht; The first week of -

 supervision.

" supply facilities; and two chase pldnes for the training program.
. ‘ quarters that he could not d1scharge his r35pons1b111ty to Gen. LeMa.y

- was assembled as a unit-at Wa.tertowrz Stnp pnor to deployment of any

: ‘ » * ; :
The SAC officers assigned to the ;rain’uig’ unit visited Watertown . -

on. 19 Oc-t_ober--‘and held discussions with Mz. C. L, Johnson and the
Lockheed training pilots, and with Headquarters personnel. Suit fit-
N0ve_rnb:er' the unit began flying the U-2 under Lockheed test pilots'
Shortages were reported by Col. Yancey in mid-November in-
cluding more personnel needed to maintain base aircraft and ground
power equipment and to service fuel trailers; more ramp space and
‘ In December 1955 Col. Yancey reported further to Pro;ect E-Iea.d-r

of certifying to'comba.t readiness of Detachm‘ent A~~unt11‘ the detach.ment :

qf its echelons overseas. Mr. B1sse11 agreed w1th thlS procedure

» SAC Trammg Unit Cudire: ‘Col.’ William Yancey, Commanding Officer;
~ Lt. Col. Philip O. Robertson; MaJ Robert E. Mullin; Maj. John DeLap;
- -'Ma_} Louis A.- Garvin, Capt. Louis- C. Setter, ‘Capt. John H. Mexer-
'ijdlerck MSGT Frederick D. Montgomery, SSG’I‘ Da.v1s N. Swexdel
- SSGT Pa.ul w. Bmest.

Hanile v ~BYE§!!AN:-_ o
t‘.nntml System



C05492914

aﬁd approved the augmentation of housing an&‘ other facilities reduifed

é.t Wateitown.. - This action, however, took some tirﬁe to accomplish.,
On 7 lf‘ebrué.ry, Col.; Berg also »reported'to'_‘Mz_'. ﬁis sell that he

had recei.:r;ed some static from SAC Headquartérs beb-ause Detachment A

was hot yet an entity a.f: Watertown. "I'he training pro.gr.a.;m_ had b.e,en, de-

layed almost a mqnth ciue to the late arri;val of the pilots, the first

three beginning indoctrination and transition training in the T~-33 oﬁ

11 Jaﬁué.;y.' Headqué,rters Staff meafnwhile-vs}as bénding ej,very- effq;'t

to fill fhé Detachment's T/O and get the assignees on board at the -

training base. |

By the middle of February 1956._the majority of the Detachment A ..

aid of the SAC.Supporf Unit ‘\;“}e-ré p'rogre_svsin_.gv i:n"ﬂight. tra_ining in tﬁg; -
'.-4U'-Z- and in settiﬁg up t:he =f.1ya\‘zvayl kit and précedﬁres for mair;téiﬁing it
! Tﬁe‘ ‘ope rafioné vsta.f'f were be.ginnin‘g to plaﬁ tra.'in'ingf flig.}‘xts" a.rna brief -
a#d debrief pilots #nde-r supe r\)isiofz-of 'th'e; SAC tfaixﬁ_ﬁg offi; érs ». 
There &efe sﬁil 'pérsonnel'shér;tages;‘ 'pé;rtiéularlf in the i:nateriel -
; personnel and phys.lologmal trammg and pers onal ecimpment f1e1ds
A Case Officer (m the Clandestme Serv1ces sense) to- ha;ndle : “
the needs of ﬁhe contra.ct pﬂ.ots ha.d been mcluded m each deta.chment 'I‘/ O
" Handle via BYEMAN
- Gontrel System

- ' . cadre and the first six contract pilots were at Watertown and with the .
-
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Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C., section 403g)

Voo S ey et e

P & |

(stemming from the original intention to use foreign pilots). Col. McCoy "
preferred, however, that his pilots be"complétely integrated into the -

unit and billeted overseas along with the other members of the group,

“with their administrative affairs being handled by regular unit personnel.

" Headguarters agreed, and returned the Detachment A Case Officer

designee, r to Washington for reassignment.

One difficult problem faced in o'rganiz_ing Detachment A was the

practice of various Project Headquarters components and parent serv-

- ices of dealing directly with the Detachment's assigned personnel rather

than going through comma'nd'vchannels. Col. AMcC_oy‘s frustraﬁon over

this situation culminated in the following message to the Project Direc-

“tor:

S o ThlS is a formal compla.lnt relative to the lack of o
c0ntrol of Detachment A personnel by the Commanding thcer
caused by direct actions of other sources and channels. Re-~
quest that Security, Communications and Administration be
advised this is improper procedure. If such actions continue

1 will request withdrawal from the project. The Commanding = -
Officer must control all personnel and materiel of his unit. " i

Mr Bissell immediately'gave ‘orders to _I-Iead'qua.'rters. elefnents that -

_ once a detachment was activated at the ,test‘Ba‘sé;‘ its 'pers‘oi_mel were

1/ CABLE-1743 (IN 00434), 5 April 1956.

-

Handle wa BYEMAN
l:nntml S stem
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.mvx‘der control of its Commanding Offic er and could not be -Idirected
by -staff officers at Headquarters. The purpose of activating detach-
' menfs at a2 training base before deployment was to cut the direct line:
between pz_'o.fticular groups in the field aﬁd their Headquartefrs compon- - i
g e:_its,_ thus establishing the unit als a éompletely -sépa;,ra.i_:e aﬁd,s’-elf- ,
. ‘sﬁfﬁcient eﬁtity undef fhe immediate control of its Commanding “Offi'_c‘:el'-.,._
_,‘At the end of March 1956, cover arrangements for thevcljverseas
operatior;al phase ';wlere ﬁegotiatéd with NACA and the Air W,eatﬁier
Service and on.2A9 Maréh:Detachment A was ;e.cl:on'sti}tuted ‘;Wéafher.
Reéonné.isé.’ance Squadron, PrOViéi‘onal (ls-t)f' by authority of AWS
i, General Order No. 7. ; | | |

' S'election of Base for 'Fi.rst' Operationé: Early Survey of Turkish Bases '

“In March 1955, the Progect Du‘ector outlmed the- operatlona.l ;
:concept of AQUATONE to Chief of Operatmns, DD/ P, and said that
' rear operatmg bases would be needed in the U K., Turkey and J apa.n,
a.nd forwa.rd sta.gmg bases érobably in Pa.k1stan or Iran, a.nd Norway
" The Chief of :Op"e'rat'i'ons (-then Mr. Richard Hel‘ms) madeltwdi'ec':bm - @
4 mendéfioné: first, - tha.t the uut1a1 aﬁd s;:»le operatxonal approach fo ;%
' any' govérﬁmeﬁt be to the secunty servxce of that government possxbly_ 5

o supported by a parallel approach at the very hlghest level but no other :

e via BYEMAN
- Control System.
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,a;lap-rvoaches should be that‘CIA is planning agent infiltration or exfil-

" dental photographic or electronic coverage., (As a practical matter,

neither of these plans turned out to be feasible once the operational

- that re‘gﬁla.,fSta.ﬁoh (CIA) per»sdnnei would not be cut in on the project
" various occasions, due to the e:_:ig.‘e'_‘ncijes of the situation, this plan
~ Stations.)

B Opera.tlons Staff and Mr. G1lbert Greenway of the A1r Mantune D1v1s1on ‘
"1nvest1ga.ted a.vazlabxhty of bases in Europe a.nd the M1dd1e East, _'

ostensxbly for an Axr Force pro,;ect, and developed a base fa.c111t1es o

~ list for future con_sxdera;twn. -

1/ PE-103270, 1 March 1955. Meémo for the Record by R:. M. Bissell, Jr..

approach should be .co_n‘sider.ed through State Departme_xit or m'ilita.ry‘

chann-el_s; ‘second, that the cover story generally to be used.in these -
tration and will possibly take advantage of the opportunity to get inéi—-
stage was reaéhéd..) It was planned to have 2 knowledgeable pers"on‘ :

with. CIA operational experience visit 'countvries‘ ‘where bases would be
desired and investigate the possibilities. | It was téntatiVely agreéd

at any stage with the possible exception of Station Chiefs.— (On

had to be modified in order to obtain vital a-ssis_ta.vh(:e from Agency -

I I‘n the summer of 1'9‘5'5 Col. Marion C. 'MiXson of'Headciuarters

- Hamlle Vi BYEMAN
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FTOoP—SECRET

~ On 7-October 1955, Lt. Col. Leo P. Geary, USAF (who was at

that time assigned to

began a week‘s survey of available bases in Turkey, after visiting

Lsoxi, E.0.13526 |

Incerhk D1yarbak1r, and Ba.tma.n, he reported the latter two unsuttable, e
but considered Incerhk {the SAC base at 'Adanai) as s.a,ti_sfacto.r'y, p.,ro,.- -
vided a fair amount of additional constructwn could be accomphshed
before arrival of the Detach‘ment. On the strength of Air Force support
for the use of Ada,na, plannmg went ahea.d on the assumptlon that Detach-
. m‘ent; A would go to Turkey with appr.ova.l being obtaine’d as quickly as
’ ‘.‘stsible from the. 'Turkish- Prime Miﬁister; It had been 1ea.rned tha.t

an approach through either the Turkish Intelhgence Servxce or the

and approve the 'oi)'eration in a.ny case. When the State Depa.rtment was,
s consulted in November 1955 however, 1t was recommended that the
‘ a.pproa.cht‘o Turkey be put .off due to the less -then' ;:olr’dia'l' 're}.a.tiorm_s j_at_.'
t_;ih_atv rnornent on -&;e diplomatic front;‘. ' |

A survey was. ma.d’.. in December by Lt Col Gea.ry of existing

L fac111t1es in Greece, whxch led to a request that appro‘ach'._'.“

th-e Greek ;vaernment‘to.-,"as’ce.rtai_n_ it_s-'attitude toward the use of bases:. -

‘at Elevsis or Neankhialos, (At thé end of January 1956 the Greek = |

S

 | 56X1, E;0;1:3526 | s

| E LI

' o 'I‘urkxsh An: Force would not sufflce since Menderes. would have to know

Hamlle via BYEMAN
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Gove‘rnmexit gave its approval for project operations from either bas-e,.

but action was postponed, on advi_ce of the State Department, ﬁnt‘il'
: ‘afte_r the upcoming Greek elections»‘due'td be held 16 Februé.ry 1956.) -

~ Approval *S'ought to Operate from the U. K.

- During the first week of January 1956, it had been deéid-ed_ to

approach the British for permission to operate out of-a SAC base in .

' England (by far the best choice of bases), even-though the current

Conservative Government and Primé Minister Eden were under heavy

i _attack by the opposﬂ:mn at the time and were workmg toward rapproche- .
" ment \mth the Sov1ets. Mr. Bxssell deéarted on h1s mission on 9 J’anua.ry : ‘
after receiving detaﬂ.ed guldance from Mr. Dulles and Gen. ‘ Cabell on
., the nature and substa.nce of what shouid be sa.1d to the British. The ef-
_fort wa.‘s to be made throughout the‘ ta,lks to descnbe the proposed o)

" operauon in such a way as to accomphsh two results

_ i, to emph.asxze the potent1a1 value to the UK and the’
sense of partnership with respect to the: mtelhgence take and

w50 play down the political 51gmf1ca.nce and to: emphasxze the

* high probability that the majority of missions -will go entirely -
" undetected. The objective is not only to pave the way for

clearance to operate from the U. K. but to minimize any- sense
of alarm about possible polltma.l repercussxons and thus to mini-
mize the incentive on the part of the British to try to. mamtam A

: t:.ght control over operanons "1 ot - , ;

-at J82142937‘,3_6‘Janua'.ry 1986, Memo for Record by R.'M. Bissell, Jr.

10
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On the 10th and 1lth of January 1956 the spec1a1 project was

discussed in London with two representatwes of the Bntzsh Governrnent
Mr., Bissell's record of the conversations follows:

; " "An initial approach was made in company with
r e 4 to Sir John

" Sinclair, Chief of Ml-6. A parallel approach was made’
24 hours later by General Wilson, Commander, Third Air

~ Force, USAF, to the Deputy Chief of the Air Staff, the rank-
ing RAF Officer in London at the time. Both men were ‘
briefed quite fully on the Project. A The reason for these
approaches was stated to be, in general, our wish to invite:

. the partnership of HMG in an activity which would be of as.
great benefit to them as to us and, spec1£1ca11y, to advise
them that permission would very probably be. requested to _
operate from the U.K. It was explained to them that, although
the Project was of course fully known to and approved by high-.
est political authorities in our own Government, final and
definitive permission to proceed with operations had not yet’
been sought. . It was further said, however, that the develop~ .

. ment phase was now virtually completed and such permlssv.on
would, we hoped soon be obtained.

[ 50X1, E.0.13526 |

"In the course of the d1scus sions, the followmg pmnts
were made concerning the character of the operation and the
. relationship of the Br1t1sh Government to it

‘ : Ha,  The operanon wﬂl not be a. rmhtary one, but
. rather a clandestine mtelhgence gathering activity. It will .
" be conducted by a mixed task force la.rgely c1v111a.n in compo- s

sition and under c1v111an control : ' ‘o =2

. W ‘I‘he nght of HMG to thhdraw at any time its - -
- permission to ‘operate from the U. K. would be- clearly recog-. -
nized (and is 1mphc1t in a request for permzsswn to initiate
- such operations). In order to permit review. .of its decision .
from time to time, the British Government would be kept fully .
and corxtmuously 1n.formed about operatmns underta.ken from

the U K.
uamis via mm
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: e. ‘All raw intelligence secured through this project
would be shared with the British Government, subject only to
agreement on secure handling thereof. This applies to intelli-
gence secured in operations from locations other than the U.K.

-as well as to that secured from operations out of the U, K. (w1th
the poss1b1e ‘exception of operatmns in the Far East).

”Both of the 1nd1v1duals to ‘whom this presentation was made
were advised that, although no formal request was being addressed
to HMG pendmg final approval within our own Government, it was
anticipated that this matter would be raised on the occasion of the .
Prime Minister's forthcommg trip to Washington. Sir J ohn Sinclair
undertook to bring the matter promptly to the attention of the Secre~
tary of State for Foreign Affairs so that he and the Prime Minister
would be prepared to discuss it in Washington. Sinclair made it
clear that the request would have his own strong support.  The
Deputy Chief of the Air Staff likewise undertook to discuss the pro-
posed operation with the Foreign Secretary and to furnish a tech-
nical opunon from the standpomt of the RAF, He, too, indicated

- that the project would have his enthusiastic support. Both men
were advised of the extreme closeness with which knowledge of
‘this. project has been held within the U, S. Government and agreed
that it should receive similar treatment in London, Among the
Americans who took part in these conversatwns it was the con~
sensus that the Foreign Secretary would play a central part in the
final decision of the British Government, that he would probably

. favor the project, and that the Prime Minister would proba.bly

_ ha.ve strong reservatmns TR :

' A ‘mee'ting was to be arranged bet,;w'eeri the DCI and the Foreign

Secret&ry during the course of the latter's visit to Waé'hington;-' in order o,

_fo get the reactions’ 6f'the British Government, and M:f.-_'_Bissell. vr_ecé'om- ;

mended that before Prime Minister Eden and the Foreign Secretary

1/ SAPC-3455, 20 January 1956,

‘ i.lv\:/le'moraﬁdu'xﬁ to _D'CI':ijo'm_A R. M..':Bié'ée»l}'. J ..

12
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‘arrived in WashmgtOn, approva.l should be sought from hxghest U S
- a.uthonty to. beg1n the opera.t1ona1 pha.Se of AQUATONE contmgent
upon the host govermnent's ggreemeut. (The latter ~r.ec0mmefndatio;;
" was not a::{:e'd upoh since General Cé.b'éll ‘;c‘:-oux.xselred: deléying the apprdécl;z
 to the Presﬁent untll Detachment A was - farther a.long the- wa.y toward
a complete state of readmess ) - |
'On 2 February 1956 the. DCI met Wlth. Mr. Selwyn Lloyd and the.
i -épeclal pro_]ect was dxscussed at length The Fore1gn Secretary sa1d
he saw no obgeétxon in prmcxple to the conduct of operations from the
‘ U. K He emphasmed that. the Pr1me Mmlster would have to make the

flnal dec1smn and that HMG would not e operat:.ons to be undertaken et

| it was -a.gfee‘ds-‘t'hva.t the For#igﬂ se_éréﬁéfj »vwéuid;takeitfxe nfx‘;éttel‘_r upmth & s
Eden 'withix.xb &e ﬁext‘ few-d—aYs and convey ai;ie:f%niten';r:zs\;ﬁef m é. weék" :
o t1me If the s;nswer were favora.ble, the Formgn Secretary Would fhen
be adws ed through the Br1t1sh Ambas sador in Washmgton, Szr Roger . .i ,
- ,‘ Makms, a.sﬂto speczfm act1on requxred of the Bntlsh in order to expe-. 3 48

) d:.te the preparatmn of a3 base in the U K. _ l/

B J‘/S’-143202 3 Februa.ry 1956 Memorandum for the Record by
iy R. M Bxssell Iz, : g .

13
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On 8 VF_ebrua’ry the DCI wrote to the Secretary of State advising -

him of the discussion with Mr. Selwyn Lloyd and requesting that he :

4form.a.1ize the approach to the British by transmitﬁhg a memorandum

to _the 'Fo‘reign Secretary through Ambassador Makins. A suggested

draft note to the Ambassador was supplied for the Secretary's use.
 It'was later. learned that no memorandum was given to the Ambassador

when he called at the Department on 9 February--fenly a verbal request.

.

for information onhis Government's willin‘gness to coop.erate in the

‘ special’ project (See Annex 71 for text of exchange of notes between

the DCI a.nd the Sec reta.ry of State. )

No reaction was recewed to the U S query unt11 2 Ma.rch 1956

' when a rather negatwe and mdefmxte message was dehvered by

' Amba.ssador Ma.kms to the Actzng Secretary of Sta.te, Mr. Herbert '

Hoover, .]'r ‘Later on tha.t same da.y, a note to the Br1t1sh was drafted
and approved by State requestmg a defmxte answer so that, if neces-

-‘sa’ry,‘ a.‘lt'erna.te ;planmng could go forwa.rd It was agreed to ha.lt con- 2

| structlon gomg on under USAF chrectwn at Lakenheath A1r Base
. in England unnl def1n1te reactmn was recewed from the Br1tlsh also
to: a.sk Genera.l nght, DCS/Matenel USAFE to Survey a.va11able _

"y fa.ca.htles in Germany £or the prOJect and develop pla.ns for adaptmg Tl

Handle wa BYEMAN
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[ s0x1, E.0.13526 L |

the best ava.xla.ble base to project needs; and, smce the pohtxcal chmate

vis-a-vis Turkey appeared to be improving, to take a fresh look at

prospects for a high level approach to the Turks.

. On 6'M‘a:ch 1956, . aanounc‘:fe:_d. that

approval had been given by the British for the project to operate from
Lakenheath, Lt. Col. William A. Wilson, the project's Deputy Chief .

of Logisti¢s, who had departed from England for Germany to negotiate . -

. with USAFE for an alternate bé.se, was.called back to L.akenheath to -

~get construction moving again, a.nd the 7th Air Division (SAC) was

advzsed by SAC Headqua.rters to render’ a11 necessary assxstance in.

: readymg the base for Detachment A‘s deployment

Detach_ment A Combat, Ready
An optimistic éstiméte for dgploying' the first field unit had been

set as between the 1st and 3lst of March 1956, and Heé;cl_quarters' USAF -

o hé,d blocked space for 210"personniel and 160., 000 pound-s' of cargo to Be.' '
’. alrhfted durmg that penod As delays in readmess occurred the

| au'hft reqmrement was reseheduled. eventually shppmg to Ma.y lst

The quota of U-2 pxlots for each detachment was set a.t 19; but

due to the .complex.and'tzme-‘consummg p‘rocedure-s fo-r gve-.ttmg‘ these .

, j)i}.dﬁs on board,_. dn}y six had completed t.‘raL_ining.’by 'éhe fexid-'of-'M;a;i'ch.

15
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At that time a total of more than 900 flying hours had be'en' accumulated l
',on'the U-2 aircraft, and 39 of the more than 350 ﬂighf:s had bé'en‘ loﬁg-.
range ones of more than six hours duration, The ~'pfqved p.efformance

"

of the aircraft at this date showed maximum altitude'from:l :

range 4,150 nautical miles, ‘and sp_e_é'dx

| [ 50X4, £.0.13526 |

The Unit Simulated Combat Mission (US'CMi te'sts were set for: |
10-14 A,pd:il 1956 é.nd an Evaluation Bg.a.rd. ai:pointed by the Air Force |
; n:i'o_nitoréd and pa,sséd qfx eachﬁ deté._il of ther .Detachment's. pe'.rfor'ma.nce.‘
According to Col. Mixson of the project‘ headqua;ite:s staff, w-howas &
, rx?t'éri:_iber of the E%igation Boaﬁfci,’ tﬁe detachment ;pr‘éveld» its abvility to
;:"a.'rry out Iitsvﬁssigﬁed ;-nis'sic;h eveh ‘though cérr;era rel-iabﬂity:was less
' tha.n 100%, a.nd engme perfcrmancve was st111 somewha.t of a problerﬁ
s ~ This Iatter pomt ca.used a good deal of concern and Gen - Cabeil ques- : '
~ tmned whether deploy'm.ent should not be pc;stponed unt11 engme perforrn-
. ance was more reha.ble. (Durmg the teéts there was one forced landmg‘
_“away frqm home ,base dug to.a fla.me ,-_out, The a1rc:fa£t and pxlot were: ‘;
r'e:c'oiIex"véd:safely. with the asévié‘féncé bf j:heComrriandin_g .G'e'neral at". =
Ku-tland Air f‘d?cé ,_Base',‘ where thé. Ierlr;ejreg';erirr;y_lia.ml:l_i;ig,was made. ) 14T
.. Mr. ‘Bigs-éll-, '01;1 .19 A'prilv w;oté‘ :t:o é.en.' "ﬁ_:a.b.éil 'aﬁ-dr‘;s-ét" op;t for h1s
©. conside ré.ﬁi_or; the 'exte;t t‘éj. which tﬁe.&éﬁl’bfmef_xt -_vo‘f Islet.a_,cl'ix‘mjent A had .
" Handle via BYEMAN .
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already proc’:eeded éﬁd the dislocatioﬁ ;zvhich would ensue a‘sv a result
- of a postponement of the move to the U. K. He méde a very strong case
for carrymg through the scheduled. deployrﬁent and then conductmg a
E suffmxenf number of shake-down ﬂlghts over fx_'iendly te rri_to.ry to prove . .
the fel;a,bility~o£ the system, familia.rize-the pilotsvwith. the operational
envii:gnment and possibly .test elnemy raaar-; |
' ~On.the same day Mr. Bissel.l';s memorand‘un'vz reéomrriending thé '
| earhest possa,ble. deployment to England was wrxtten, a Russian seaxﬁ%n ‘
on th.e deck of the Sowet Crmser Ordzhomkldze (wh1ch had brought |
: Khrushchev and Bulganin to vEngla.nd‘ on an offlclal--vxslt) sa.ghte@ a frogman

maneuvering in the water near the cruiser in Portsmouth Bay. The sub-

May when the Soviet protest note. was‘delivéred to the British,

"Deploy'rrient to England

i

i

i

i

I

i

i

! I

. ' —_ | ) éeqﬁent évents of that day did n'ot_'rea.ch public a.,tténtion unﬁl'the 5th o'f'-

l On 24 Apnl the DCI was 1n£ormed by memorandum from Ass1sta.nt

' E Vlce Ch1ef of Staff Mag. Gen Jacob E. Sma.rt, that DetachmentA wa.s )

' cons:.dered operatlonally ready as a- result of the USAF evaluatmn -It“_. , |

' was recommended tha.t Detachment A be deployed to Lakenheath Azr

' - Base, England durlng the penod 29 Apnl to 4 May 1956 in accordance
- : mth,thg planr;ed schedule. Mr. Dulles-concurred-and»_ gdd'ed', in reply:"

Handle ia BYEMAH_'T 1
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"] particularly wish to express on behalf of this Agency
my gratification at the highly effective support that has been
rendered to this project by all components of the USAF and
also at the close and cooperative relationship that has been -
developed between our two parent organiza—tidns. In particu=~
lar, I would like to call your attention to the very great con-
tribution that has been made to this enterprise by the SAC '
- 4070th Support Wing under Colonel William R. Yancey, by.
"his Director of Materiel, Colonel Herbert I. Shingler, Jz.,
and by the Project Office in USAF Headquarters under -
Colonel Russell A, Berg. Preparations for the operational
phase could not possibly have been made so quickly or so well

without the skillful and devoted service of the men in these
- two USAF components. " L

The deployment took place ovn. scﬁhiedulé&vi_th a.n airlift composed
of eleven SAC-a.ﬁd MATS C-124's and ,twe MATS C‘-ll‘é's. By 7 May t’h_e'
| entire group was in place at Lakenheath, The Opera,tlons Order of
. WRSP (I) stated 1ts m1eS1on te be fhe conduct ef "regular a.ﬁd frequent '
'overfhghts“of the Soviet Bloc to obtam.photographlc a.nd electromc -
» m.telhgence and to conduct Weather and air samphng fhghts for cever
-pﬁrposes as requ1red no | oL
While the. Detachment was setflmé mto 1ts new home and readymg
‘ the aircra'ft a',nd'equipment for its prlma;ry, mis sron,; the case of th_e' 5
jlost frogman (Commander Larry Cra.bb) became hea.dhne nev?s. 'C,,e-rt- i

‘ain Bntxsh news mecha quoted ”experts" as sa.ymg that Brltlsh

Y ,TS/143422 i M.ay 1956 Memorandum for Ma_] G.e_n.' Jacob Smart -
- from Allen W. Dulles 5 _ L
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 Intelligence had carried out this activity without Eden's knowledge and

* accusing Eden of not exercising proper control over his intelligence

- | 50x1, E.0.13526 |

' .. agencies, Criticism of the governmerif mounted daily and the matter .

~.was brought up for debate in the Hous e of Commons on 15 May.

4 On the 16th of May, Mr. Bissell arrived in Liondon for the purpose -

of getting British approval to launch overflight operations. On the

17th‘he learned

that Prime Mxmster Eden had sent 2 message to Presxdent Exsenhower

on 16 May requestmg a postponemen’c of the begmmng of overfhghts ‘

' £J;orn the U. K. The Eden note was dehvered to the President on‘17' May

‘via the British Embassy and the State ,'Depa.x_-t'me‘nf;’.. Mr. Allen Dulles . .

was shown the note and later dictated a summary of it from memory,

" as follows: .

_ "I regret to trouble you again, but I now have new
~ ‘'embarrassments in the frogman incident which was bad
. 'business.. It was a Secret Service affair. The press is on
the alert and likely to ask questions about unusual aircraft.
I do not feel I can take further risk though I realize that you -
on your side will ta.ke all precautlons -But there could be o

mw.shaps. s

"In my Commons speech I.said I 1ntended to’ safeguard :
S atall costs the p0551b111ty that the discussions with B, and K. '
'might prove to be the beginning of a beginning of better rela-
' twns.» Thls ma.y brmg a lessenmg of ten51cns ‘and I can't

“mmﬁ \]'3 E ‘”'“ugx‘
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risk impairing this prospect. I understand that high altitude -
sampling is the cover. If limited to this it would not wholly

~ stultify preparatxons already made and would relieve me of
anxieties for the time being. I am sorry to suggest a post-

. ponement and this is only asked because of my present
difficulties. " l/ :

: On 18 May durmg a meetmg Wlth Assxstant Secreta.ry of Sta.te

Patnck Dean, Mr. Bis sell mentioned tha.t four U—Z's were now at

Lakenheath and were beginhing the‘i-r shake -down and training flights,

at which news Mr. Dean became quite agitated since, he said, th_e .

| Primé Minlisterlhad been infdrméd thg';'e was only one aircraft involved.
‘He "r'equ.e?stéd»that all air operatiOns-geaSé immgdiétely until fﬁri;-_her .
notice. - C§1. ‘McCoyv Was- notified to groﬁnd all ﬂights-.‘ 'Oﬁv-the same
;:afte‘rvnoon, however, a U 2 ona tralnmg f11ght had already caused :;n
R.AF fighter SQua.dron a.lert whlch had been taken care of by the
| '7th Au: Division with the aid of An: V‘Lce Marshal McDonald after a.

ve IY* nervous £ew ¥ mqments .

It was deemed advisable to have a statement released to the _press .

' ,a.hnouhcing the,pres_en'ce of'thefDétach:hent in the U, K. in,_order to
.' - minimize ‘curiv.d,si_ty _oﬁ the part of the press ‘and public once the ngiﬁr‘ B

‘aircraft was sighted, as well as to enhance the cover story. The near .

, l/ Unnumbered;PS’Memo for the Record 19 May 1956 Sub;ect Outlme :

“ of Note from "A” to "E” dehvered 17 Ma.y 1956
20
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' catastrophe of the fighter alert made this a neéessity before fﬁrther’
local ﬂights, took place. The Prime Minister agreed to a release
within hls 1mpos ed limitation that only high altitude samplmg fhghts

. would be allowed The approved text as released by the A1r M1mstry

on 22 May read as follows:

"Preparations are being made to carry on a recently
-announced research program of the U,S. National Advisory
Committee for Aeronautics in the U.K. and elsewhere in
- Europe with U.S. Air Force support. The program, recom-
mended by the NACA's Gust Loads Research Panel, involves
the gathering of information about clear air turbulence, con-
vective clouds, wind shear, and the jet stream at altitudes
‘between 50, 000 and 55, 000 feet. '

. "Although civilian personnel and aircraft will be used,
‘the Air Weather Service of the USAF will. prow.de operational
‘and logistic support for the program, since the NACA has no
facilities of its own outside the U.S. 'In the U.K. the program . :
will be conducted from, one of the R;AF bases used by the USAF.

"Among the types of alrcraft to be uSed is one recently :

. developed by the Lockheed Aircraft Corp. for use as a high
altitude test-bed. It is powered by a single jet engine, has a -~
light wing loading, can maintain a ten-mile high altitude for
several hours at a time and is therefore well suited for the
gathermg of data at high altitudes. " 1/ ' :

R '-Mdvementzof ;Detachmgnt A to Germany = -
As soon as it was known that the Prime Minister's "postponement'!

would be in the order of months rather than dajys,“-._p"la.ns ‘were 'vfolloia:}ed

1/ &-143476, Tab A, 25 May 1956. Memo for the Record by A. D, Marshall.
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o up with General v.]"_.ight at I‘JSAFE;‘».H.ead‘qué.‘rter’s to".iaré‘p:are the base at
‘Giebelsta.dt for a Iimited staging group with ,p“erha'ps two ;aircra'ft;-:ro_-— '
 tating back to Lakenheath E;etwee:; pperati-onai'missioné for major.
;:na.intenax'iéé. ‘This érrangement was agreed ata mévet‘ing.on 23 Méy
~in Frankfurt attendeé by Chief of ‘Sta'.,tion"TracyBba.rne-s, _General Light,
‘-,a.hd Gexiera}. Williarh‘ H. Tunﬁez; 6'1' TUSAFE,’ .vand Mr B.is“ée.ll representing . :
”t.he proj‘ect..v HoWeyer; while thgse,;‘)la.ns wgi;.e going ?orward, .it‘:_ Waé
learned onlJ @ne that the Prime Minister was planning f:o request A

 complete withdrawal of the U-2 unit from the U.K. as qui‘cmy as

£easib1e. On 4 June 1956 the DCI sent'a message to

_ w11:h the followmg information to ‘be passed to the ‘British

| 50X1, £.0.13526 |

 "In view of the Prime Minister's determination, we will .
_transfer AQUATONE operations to Germany or Turkey. For
' the interim period of approximately five weeks, we will leave
. one.or two U-2's at Lakenheath for me teorological missions.

- Line of command, supply channel and communications will be .
established direct from Headquarters to interim operating
base. Remaining activities’at Lakenheath will be completely

' -separate. ..Since we have no inclination here to seek modifi=
‘cation of the Prime Minister's views, believe no useful purpose
will be served by another letter on this subject from the Prime -

- Minister to the President. Hope Patrick Dean can. forestall
another letter since these communications are apt to have the

 effect of hardening and formalizing poslnons ‘on both sides.. In.. .

_ any event we are abandomng a.11 pla.ns for utilization of Lakenheath

2z
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other than connnmng meteorologmal missions pending eompletmn '
~ of facilities elsewhere, " 1/
Since Giebelstadt -c‘ou}d ‘not be 'ma;ie.‘,.rea'dy q_uié:kl& enougﬁ fo re-
ceive the full group, on 5 June a cef;fefence in Gen. ‘Light's office
_ (With Colsf.' Mixe on, .McCoy and Shinéler :repres'e»nting' preject interests)
.reacbed agreement that avaxlable spaca at ersba.den Air Force Base
T was opera.txonally su1tab1e and should be ma.de the mtenm base for
-Detachment A, the move to take place begmnmg 11 June. Headqua.rters |
'approved ‘this pla.n and the movement of approx1ma.te1y ha.lf of the detach- |

ment was accomphshed between 11 and 13 June w1th the all-out logzsnc

support of USAFE Headquarters.

"’Approval to Begm Overﬂ1ghts
| At a Whlte House meetmg on 28 May 1956 the DCI dlscussed the -
AQUATONE readmess for operanons, among other sub;ects, w11:h the :
Preszdent, ‘but no demsmn came’ out of that meetmg. On- 1 -J‘une the -
. DCI and General Twmmg'met with Col Goodpaster and 1eft w1th h1m
ia. paper entxtled YAQUA TONE Opera.nona.l Plans” (see Annex 72) for
fthe Presulent s e.pproval The Premdent had entered Walter Reed :

'Hospiml for tests and diagnos;sv of an_ebdomma']_; a,tim-ent.-a.t;thef ~t1me.f

T | [ 50X1, £.0.13526 |
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. ; : S .
The paper outlined the present operetional cor.a.c_‘enpt for the three U-2

detachments and the value of the intelligence which could be obtained,

_underlin'vin‘g‘the wa‘stivng nature of the asset and the neceseity for an
.1mmed1ate begmnmg in order to reap the beneflts of the temporary
.technical advantage npw enjoyed over the Ru581ans. On the basxs of

- these considerati‘ons,. it was proposed:to. proceed as follows:

1

_Ma. Weare makmg preparatlons to start operatlons from
Germany if possible by 15 .}'une.

"b In1t1ally we w1.11 11m1t ourselves to missions over. the .
- Satelhtes. These fall within the pa.ttern of opera.tmns alrea.dy
in progress by the Au' Force. A ot T .

e, After a. few such missions ha.ve been flown, we wﬂ.l
if all goes well, seek permxssxon to undertake longer ra.nge
_mzssxons. : :

. In accordance mth already estabhshed practxces,
we will not consult with the German Government with respect
' to our initial limited operations. Prior to the start of our
long-range operations, however, we will inform Chancellor
"Adenauer of our plans.  We will not specuﬁcally ask his approval _
in order to avoid placing an unwelcome. responsibility on him.
If, however, he raises any objections or feels: these operations-
~might prove embarrassing to him, we will consult further before :
' 'embarkmg upon them. poagw ‘ '

Dependmg upon. the Cha.ncellor s reactxon,, we w111 either .

”'plan to contmue operations from Germany for the life of the project
‘(as we hope) or operate. only temporarily from Germany unt1l fa~

'c111t1es can be.made ready in other locatzons. ISR

%] ;‘3,143443:/3,,.31 May 1956, '(S‘ee‘Anniex."?Z‘)

e
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.It..vvas not,edv‘in th.e pape:t that the plan of action had ,the appro\‘r'al of the & .’
Chlef of Staff of. the A1r Force and the Secretary of- State
The Pre51dent s illness, meanwh1le, was dxagnosed as. 11e1t1s and.
»on ? Juee he underwent correctwe surgery, ‘rema.mmg at Walter Reed: .
"Hospzta,l until 30 June, then gomg to Gettysburg for a recupera.tmn

_ perxod Ha.vmg received no negatwe reaction from the Wh1te House

-v_rega.rdmg the proposed a.ctlon, on 13 J'une Mr. ; Btssell adv1sed the DCI

"Our flrst detachment will be ready to begm opera.t1ons
from Wiesbaden on or about 15 June. It is planned to start
with a few missions over Satellite terrxtones in accord with
your earlier dectsmn :

' o "These 1mt1al operatmns are fully covered by the. already

g ~ outstanding authonty granted the Air Force to conduct overflights

' ' - . of the Satellites, moreover they will fit within a specific Air -

’ .+ Force program of 16 overflight missions which has been- approved

'@  under that general authority by the JCS, State and CIA, and with
. * which Comma.ndmg General USAFE has authorxty o proceed It

' L would appea.r no. problem of a.dd1t10na1 authomty arises: '

. 2 "There can be no doubt that the- subsntutwn of the initial i.
YT ,m1ss:ons planned by the Detachment for some or all of those

g, contemplated in the Air Force program will s1gn1f1cantly reduce
" the political risks involved. The use of our new equipment will

~ permit the same mtelhgence to be collected in fewer missions

‘with less chance of tracking and with virtually no chance of. ..
interception. It goes without saying that this arrangement. has -

the full approval of the Air Force and the Theater Commander

for premsely these reasons %

CME propose to proceed as’ above unless you mstruct me to o
the contrary. " " : % o e 2"

. 1/ SAPC-6753; 13 June 1_'9.56';_. .- MemotoDcIfromR MBxssell Jr'._'» I
Control System -
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The Director agreed with the proposed course of action,. and on the
same day, 13 June, obtairned the approval of the Se.crefary of State to.
' proceed. On this authority Detachment A was notified to commence
overflights of the Satellite countries as directed by Headquarters Ope r‘a-A
~tions Control Center.
At this point, although Detachment A was operationally ready at
Wiesbaden, the opportunity was taken between 15 and 17 June to replace
: the P-37 engmes with the newly apprcwed P- 31'5 in view of the hlgher
performa.nce attained by the P-31's.
As a re_asult of discussions between Mr. Bissell énd Gen. Cabell on -
! the"CLA:'side and Generals Twini.ng and Millard Lewis c;m th'e A‘ixv" Force
side with regard to USAFE's requirements for Satelhte photographm
o coverage, the following agreed p051t10n with respect to AQUATONE
" missions over the Satelhtes was corweyed to the Cha.1rman of the Ad.
.~ Hoc Requirements Committee on 18 June:
"All concerned are in agfeemeni that it is operationally |
unwise to employ the AQUATONE" specialized reconnaissance
. system for targets of as low pnonty as those in the Satellites .-
especially since these targets can be pretty safely covered by
the use of other less ‘advanced equipment. On the other hand i
it is also recognized by all concerned that we ha.ve in effect:.
' been instructed by higher a.uthorlty that at least a few.mis sions
" limited to the Satellites must be flown in order finally to prove
out our weapons system before we w111 be’ permxtted to employ
Handle iia BVEMAN
I‘.nniml System
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it for deep penetration missions of the USSR, the purpose for
which it was designed. Accordingly, there is no disagreement
- @s to the course of action to be followed.

"The commltment it is proposed to make to Gen Tunner
is sxmply that during our initial missions over the Satellites

and, where appropriate, on the outward and homeward legs of
longer range missions, we will obtain as complete a coverage
of his targets as possible. For the initial phase when missions
are restricted to the Satellites, the decision has already been
made, for the reasons indicated in the preceding paragraph, to
incur the risks involved even though the targets are of limited
importance. In the later phase when deep penetrations are in
progress, it is understood that coverage of the Satellites will
be strictly a by-product of operations Just1f1ed by much higher"
priority requlrements. . 1 ’

‘The first mi'ssion was flown on 20 June 1956 from Wiesbaden:over -

_ Poland and return; the pilot was Carl ‘Ovérstreet, the U-2 was equipped

with the A~2 camera, and photographic results were classified as "good", .

'Th‘e néxt dé.y Gen, Twining made a stoP-éver ‘i.n'v,Ge-rma.n‘.y on lﬁs way té
- Moscow to é;ttend a__SoQiet ‘air_ éhow- and'vi_rhile at USAFE Heafzt-lq;a.az}tex;_s. .
:v' He' ,;-eque,sted a ‘s_tand—dow-n of overflights fbi_ the durétibn_. of his visit

. to Russia.._.’ Detachment flyiﬁg was the'fef_dré restfic£ed tdibcal test

* hops for another full week.

'On 21 June Mr. Bissell accompanied Drs. Land and Killian to a

' meeting ‘with..C{)l'.‘ Goodpé'ste‘”r at which the President's policy guidelines

1/ SAPC 7029, 18 June 1956 Memorandum to Cha.lrma.n, ARC from o
Pro;ect Dxrector. v ;- _
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for the conduct of A‘QUATONE were set forth. The President was

_'stiil in the hospital but he had read the "AQUATONE Operational

Plans' memorandum and, in general, approved the course of action

' recommended. He had expressed these specific desires as to opera-

ti'_b-nal timing, as reported by Col, Goodpas‘tvebr (see Annex 73):
- a. Overflights of the Satellites could be carried out

without informing Chancellor Adenauer but no overflights of the USSR

should begin until the Chancellor had been informed of our plans.

b. Once missions had begun over the Soviet Union, every

effort should be made to obtain .the_priorityv tafget coverage as quickly

as possible so that the operation would not have to be continued for .

too long a period of time.

" Immediate plans were made to brief Chancellor Adenauer so° that

. the pnmary obJectlve of the pro;ect could be underta.ken as soon as-
‘ posszble. Gen. Cabell and Mr. stsell proceeded to Frankfurt a.nd on

27 June 1956 accompamed by Chief of Statlon Tracy Barnes a.nd

Mr. Ala.n P. Whlte (a_.ctm‘g as mterpreter), went to Bonn an_d ga.-ve a full B

project'br_i,ef_ing to-'the-"Cha.ncelldr_é.'nd Foreign Minister Hans Globke. -

The reactions of the tha.n"cellor_"we‘re deséfibed by.M.r;"Ba_r‘rie‘s, as .

- ‘"‘a’ppr,oiral-_ and ,erithusiastic e'n‘dorsém_ent',’ of the pi-oj'ect. (Later:

28
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at the request of the Chancellor a briefing was_alsvo given to the‘ head
of West German Intelligence (Gen. Reinhard Gehlen) on-11 July by
Mr. Barnes.

First Missions over the Soviet.Union

With the briefing of the German Ché.ncello-r acéom;blished, and.
Gen. Twining safely back from his tjx;ip, thévweather turned .unf,avor‘able '
over the primary Soviet targets. Two more Satellite mis sions to the
South were flown on 2 July coverivng' Bulgaria andARuman-ia, but photo-
gi‘aphiC' results were only fair to poor.

On 3 July Project Headquarters cabled Detachment A that a high

“level decision had been made that the first two weeks operations

(1 - 14 July) would be carefully reviewed on thé-lSth; and that clearance

to continue after that would have to be renewed at short intervals. The

' Detachment was requested to develop ‘maximum capability for the i-z-e-

‘maining time allowed, subject to equipmentb_ relié.bility an'd"'safety of

flight, in order to make the best record possible.
‘At that p'oint the weather cleared somewhat to the north a,r;d"on the

4th of July the first mission over Russia,_wa.‘s' flown over Moscow and

‘Leningrad. Because of heavy cloud cover over Moscow on the first.

. mission, a second was »‘ﬂown on the 5th 'with.excell.entre‘"sults."'Thr_ee

oy
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more missions covered the Baltic area, Kiev and Minsk (via Czecho-

~ slovakia and Hungary) on 9 July, and the Crimea/Black Sea area on
 the 10th.

Soviet Tracking Capability

Estimates of Russian radar and interceptor capabilities in:‘(zhe‘
early planning sté.ge of AQUATONE were: limited defection capability

above 60,000 feet; little tracking capability; no aircraft interception;

ground-to-air missile ceiling 50, 000 feet, going to 60, 000 feet in

possibly a year and a half, On 30 March 1956, when Col. Ritland

was 1eaving' the project after a.year as _De‘pxity Project Di'recter, he

- neted that the several sightings of the U-2 made by radar stations in

‘the West Coast a.rea were not cohsistent With'intelligence fdrecaets to ‘_;

date. He felt it should be as sumed that the a.1rcraft would be pu:ked

o up by unfnendly radar and plotted for short d1stances He recom--'
mended that. s1mu1ated maneuvers-be- conducted \mth the a1d of the
- Air Defens‘.e Command to pin‘down the-capability ofv grvound ra.da.r to |

‘mtercept and 1dent1fy the aircraft, -

- The Ofﬁce of Sc1ent1f1c Intelhgence (OSI) of DD/I was ca.lled upon

‘to make the recommended study (the flrst m a long lme of vulnerabxllty

studies by OSI) and s__ubm@tted-tl_w_,ei.r repor‘t‘ on'_ZB ‘May 1"9'5‘6: ‘
a0 ;

o .\’-"i_ﬁef-. ‘I;“' '
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v "a. Maximum Soviet radar detection ranges agamst the
Progect aircraft at elevations in excess of 55, 000 feet would
vary from 20 to 150 miles, depending on the radar and the man-
ner in which it was employed. In our opinion, detection can.
therefore be assumed. ‘ o -

-

'"b, Considering the importance of such factors as.
distance and speed, it is doubtful that the Soviets can achieve
consistent tracking of the Project vehicle. There is certainly
no available evidence from any other operation which would

 indicate sufficient capability on their part. = '

* "e. No known Soviet interceptor can achieve the requisite
altitude to enable successful engagement of the Project vehicle
at its intended operational altitude, nor would there be much
risk at any elevation above 57, 000 feet., The possibility of using
a stripped-down fighter or research vehicle to ram or other-
wise inter‘cept it is remote. : .

'_ '"d, An estimate of the risk from Soviet guided m1ssﬂ.es, -

: ' . surface~-to-air or air-to-air, can not be made with great certamty.
. ' - We estimate a SAM capability in the regions of Moscow and Lenin-
’ vy grad but, from analogy with U.S. missiles, we doubt that the _
. ...  Soviet SAM maintains adequate stability beyond 60, 000 feet to be .
' ' ' a major interception device against the Project vehicle. We know .
nothing about Soviet air-to-air missiles but, considering the '
‘problems of launching at extreme altitude coupled with the diffi-
. culty of getting the launching platform in position to launch, we
 believe no great risk attends this mode of mterceptmn (air—-to alr)
' versus the PrOJect vehicle.

e, We believe it fea31ble, though extremely chffa.cult, for .
the Soviets to maneuver a stripped-down reconnaissance aircraft
“into'a position from which visual or photographic surveillance
' can be achieved for a brief time. We believe successful recon- . -
_ naissance of this.type would be the result of an unhke}.y combina- -
" tion of favorable circumstances rather than solely because of
‘successful operation of Soviet GCI. Such reconnaissance could " '

31

Haml!e ia B‘{EMAN
cnntml System




C05492914
only occur near the centers of Sevxet aircraft expemmental work
(Moscow-Remenskoye and the like). ' 1/

: In 1.i'ght of paragraph b, above, it came as a i__ather rude shock-
to some td-find tﬁat on the first overﬂight (20 June ovef-Pola'nd)'the

U« 2 was tracked from the moment it entered the Soviet orbit throughout

the fllght Mr. B1sse11 reported to the Pro;ect Staff on 10 July that |

Russian radar was tracking the U-2 so consxstently that they would
v‘probably be able to compute its altltude more accurately than the
alrcra-ft's own altimeter. He ant1c1pated the poss1b111ty of a lelO-

.maﬁc pro;:estvand ‘said while such a protest rmght not force PrOJect _

ec£ivities to stop, it _\x}ould» ee,rta,inly limit the area ef opera‘tions;.

: Ru351a.n Protest

On 11 .'Iuly 1956, Soviet Ambassa.dor to. Wa.shm.gton Georg1 N.
Zaroubm presented a protest note (see Annex 74) to Secretary of Sta.te
Dulles, cha.rglng that Umted States v”mxlltary alrcraft”,' 1dent1f1ed as
a tmn—engxned bomber, hadugrossly v1olated Sov1et air space on 4,

& and 9 July wzth fhghts as deep as 200 rmles msxde the Soviet Union. "

The Secreta.ry of State, a.t the mstructmn of the Pre31dent, called 3

' for the groundmg of all overfhgh’c operatlons 1mmed1ately‘

1/ TS’143485 28 May 1956. Memorandum by OSI, "Estxmate of
Interceptor Capab1ht1es” '
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On 16 July, Polnis.h'Ambas sador Ramuald Spa_so@ski delive-r.é'd an -
oral protest to Deputy Under Secretary of State Robe_rt'Murphy ;chat -

- jets flying at high altitudes on 4, 5, .9 .and 10 July had violate-d‘i?olis‘h "
airSpa{:e.“ 'Cr)n 21 July th.e Czech_églovak Foreigg Ministry pas séd a
notevof pvrotestvto the'American-Erﬁbassy in Prague &emanding that
ovefﬂights of Czeghos‘lovakia be st’épped; |

‘The‘ reply to the Russian protest was delivered to the So~viet
A'mbassador in Washington on 19 J uly and staﬁed that aft'er cc;ndu.cting
' »va th.oroughﬂinquiry, it had been determined .‘tha.t ﬁo United States rxﬁli-
: ta.ry a1rcra.ft could pos sibly have been involved in the overfhghts a.lleged _

by the Soviet Union. (Full text of reply is in Annex 74.)

Mr. B1sse11 addressed his thoughts on the ”Immedlate Plans for
AQUATONE” to the Dxrector and General Cabell on 18 July, in part
“as follows:

1., .1 can not help wondering whether the purely political
‘implications of an immediate and probably final cessation of -
operations in Europe have been fully considered by the Secre-.
tary of State. As you are aware, it will appear to the Soviet
authorities that their ‘protest. a.ccomphshed its purpose la.terally

" within hours of its dehvery Is it really desirable to demon-. -

strate in this way both the closeness of our control-over these

. operations and our extreme sen51t1v1ty to a dxplomamc protest ,
B ‘even wh.en no ev1dence can be adduced in 1ts support‘? Do we

s
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wish to demonstrate again to Adenauer and Menderes, as in the'

‘case of GENETRIX, that we will not carry through projects of

this sort in the face of a protest? I would think that at a mini-
mum one or two missions should be flown over satellite terri-
tories and at least one penetration made into the USSR if only
to avoid what seems to me to be disastrous political conse-

" quences of a demonstration of timidity. I recognize this is a

matter for the Secretary of State. If he is not worried about.
the polztlcal considerations or if he believes it is futile to
reopen this matter with the President, there is certainly no
move that can be made from this Agency... '

."With respect to the construction now in progress at -

_Giebelstadt, I believe the Air Force should be advised that

there is little prospect we will ever wish.to operate from that
base so they may reach a prompt decision as to the completwn,
modlﬁcatxon or suspension of work now in progress there.

1Although I do not recommend any modification at this
time of the decision to install a detachment at Adana as soon

~ as that base is ready, I would like to emphasize for the record - . “

the basis of that decision. The fact of the matter is that there

‘is very little likelihood of our being able to penetrate the USSR.'_

from the south without detection. We have already flown mis-
sions over the Crimea and have been tracked more accurately
there than in Central Russia. It is no exaggeration to say that
the only prospect of being able to'penetra.te' without tracking is’
for flights over the Caspian Sea. Accordingly, if the Presi- .
dent's present views remain substantially unchanged we will
never be permltted to operate from Adana. Viewed in this

light, the deployment of a unit to that location can be justified
only as a preparation for the- contingency tha.t the President
will change ‘his mind in a few weeks time. . I suppose this can-

~ be justified on the ground that we have already spent some .

75 million dollars to little purpose and we may as well spend -
a bit more on the off chance that things W111 cha.nge for the better ey l/

l/ 28’158355 18 .Iuly 1956 Memo for DCI and DDCI from Rxchard M

. Bissell, Jr. »
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It is understandable that Mr. Bissell should ha.:‘ve_'felt‘almost cbmpleté
f:%ustratioxi at the turn.of events fo:‘cv he had been re'épons’iblé; .mor,‘é than
ériy one man or group of men, for bringing this unique reco;nnaiss»'a‘nce‘
.ss.}stem tc; operaﬁional readiness and,‘ by the férée of his own persuasion,
obtaining political approval to launch it on its mission. |

From this point on in the history of the project it became a matter

of selling the capability of the sys.t_em' in order to stay in busiﬁess. A
special processing c.enter for h;ndling .the mis sion/filrlxvq payload had been»
s‘et up at Eastman Kodal; Company'vs Rochester plant and as soon as the.
film frofn the first Russian o'verflights. arrived there and processing

' béga.n, a relay of Headquarters .ph-oto-interpretérs visited the center

ofv'thé‘: great’:le_st intelligence valgé. | Theée Wére-blovén up"td make -
brieﬁxig board; fox the daily high level é._xpositions of the AQUATONE
intelligence éroduct. 'Thes‘e_briefin‘gs ca;mfe' to be .known as "Lunda.hl.u s
Dog and Pony Show!!, so-called forI\/‘I'r.v.'Ar'_thur' C. Lﬁndahl_, head of A
- the ‘Phdto Intérpretafioh Center (P'IC-, ‘later NPIC) \'vhicvh was then m |
' process of being set up to handle tk;e ,exploit;tion of AQUATONE film,
His lucid exposiﬁons of Ythevphot‘o-intélligenc.e'bbt'a'.,'inéd' R i a
.ve'r}; effective a.'dvoc-'a.t.e for thvé ‘c‘ontinuavnc'e of théf:‘oér&ﬂ. However, .
35 |
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it was again Mr. Bissell, who, a.ft‘er this first grou’nding,‘ had to cavri'y .

the burden of persuading higher levels not to abandon the U-2 capa.bili’cy.v

Detachmer;t A Command and Morale Pfoblems
A visit by Mr. James Cdrmin‘ghaxﬁ to Wiesbaden during the firé£

week of July confirmed the.'fa_.ct tha..t'the concept of a §_ivilian Ex_ecutivé

Ofﬁéér- as second in comm;and of _Détachment A was ‘not working out é.t

“-all. While this was partially attrib_lita:ble to the pers‘ona.livty conflict .

 between the two men involved, Mr. Cunningham felt it was more the

re_éuit of Colonel M’cCéy's c-1'gar, stated feeling ;chat the Air Force‘
ghould take care of ‘everytvh.in”g p_eftaixi_ivng to éaperaltioxims' a.xidvt.he‘.flybing
of the aircraft, .aknd-Agbenc'y personnel ‘sho’uld take. ca..'.re'.of ‘s.e.cu'r_.it.y_ and
other support matters, and neither side should éoncéfn its e;'f ‘_wvith the

~affairs of the other. As a vre’s‘ult of this attitude, the senior Agency

“member of the team, was not being iriforméfd atall

of the nature and progres_s of operations, bad héve_r beér_i asked to sit

in on a mission briefing, did not know the.'target for the day' or the

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C., section 403g)

4 a,lfernate Gérmap ba‘ses tgi'bé ‘u.s‘gd iﬁ the event <5__f ba.‘n'» em:é;fgencyj.

Mv...r. _ _Ct._i#fxinghazﬁ-.'recomm.en;ied to .the‘.' ProjectDi'fector that thé' Exgcu-e: ;
- tive -Officer..{be; wi__‘thdra.wn', .aﬁd ;g-ked fbx; a rxliling. on whétﬁer or not |
‘thé concept '.o‘fv commaﬁd should b§ re'x./"isled. Mr.. Bissell directed that ; '
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while the present incumbent should be withdrawn without prejudice for
reassignment, the concept of command remained valid (as demonstrated

by the satisfactory arrangement between the Detachment B Commander .

“and his Executive), and that a replacement for Executive Officer at.

Detachment A was to be recruited immediately. (This was done, but

" took -several months to accomplish. )

Weather and local proficiency flights were resumed at Wiesbaden
after a week of inaction following the protest, but morale of the person-
nel was very poor and the Commanding Officer was offering no leadership -

and exercising very little restraint on the group's behavior either on or

 off base. The temporary installation at Wiesbaden was unSati_sfactor.y

for a protracted stay with crowded housing, poor messing, and other
causes for grumbling. Thé contract pilots had time to indulge in.

Mgripe sessions” and to draw up lists of gr'ievances (some justified,

others not), all of Which had fo be‘arbitrate'd back at-Headquarters.

- The basic cause of demoralization was the sté.nd-‘down and the lack of

‘information on vprosp‘e‘cts for futur’e:a.c’ti,{rii:yf. All travelers returning

to ‘Washington from visiting Wiesbaden brought the same story of a

. slackening of effort by the group to s;tayb_operé.tiona.flly ready.
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Future Plans for AQUATONE

A c'on_f,erenc'e. was held at Headquarters on 26 July to discusé

| »AQUATOI}IE"S future prospects, those. prgsent-being Mr} Bissell,
Gen. Cabell and Gen. Ffank Eveie‘st,.‘]‘)irector of Operations,
Headquarters, USAF. .It was planned to make a joint CIA/USAF/JICS
approach to the President on 15 August 1956 to request pegmis sion to
resume AQIUA’I‘ONE: overflights. Detééh?nent B was to be deployed as
planned. }Pending. the 15 August verdict, Detaéhment . woiild remain |
“at Wiesb‘aden but pla.fxs for re.debplovyinrg to the Far‘ Ea.s"c wogld go ‘fo,r‘- :

ward on a contingency basis. - Construction at Giebelstadt was to

- to send Detachment C there in Novembér.
: At the eﬁd of July, Gen. Curtis LeM’a.yv, Comrr;ander.of SAC, had

informed Age»ncy represéntativés thét, recognizingthe value to SAC
of AQUATONE's capability, he would.giye_h‘is fullest sﬁpp'o‘_rt ifvpoli-

_.‘tical approval was _fo_i'thcorxiing;' He was asked to let the ioin‘t thefs

~ know of his suééort in order to:adc.l weigﬁt to the'. a;pproach' to higher |
authority. . (It shiould be remernbesed that at tms”time, the Alr Force
follcwl-on'bpro-grﬁav‘m‘ for procur{ng U-2's t;j Bol_s“tevrrSAC‘é rec6nna.issa.nc-e. -
capability was well along with .size.,a.:bie »suxhs‘ of moﬂey COih.m_{ttéd. v).- :
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The Projectb Director Aevoted his best e_fforts in early August
toward éetting out for the Director the strongest possible briefin sup-
port of the contihuance of the program, always with the realization tha.‘t‘-
the prese‘ntation to the President would require previous concurrence
qf the Secretary of State., The final Biséell draft of this brief wa?s pré-
sénted to Gen. Cabell for approvaland, with his cha.nges», was passed
to f.hé Director on 11 August 1956 (see Anné_x 75), Mr.. Allén Dﬁlles
agreed to see his brother, the Secretary of State, and obtain his ap-
proval of the rec..ornrhendations- in the .memoraﬁdum. - The Project
Director 'I;oped to obtain pe.rmis sion for aBouf 15 deep pénetrati§ns of

the USSR to cover the highest priority targets on the approved list,

used against the lower priority Chinese Communist targets, operating

out of‘.]'apan. |

Middle East Activi'cy:*’-Postponemeﬁf'of Further Soviet Ovérflights

Bel_.fore‘a ‘hearving could be a.rr.avng.ed. wi;_h-secreta.rvyv of ‘Staté :
| _“Jal'mv.Fvoster Dul'le's,. th'é _S.ec‘r‘etai'y dépa?ted for t-he London Suez C‘onfer'.'— "
'enc.e, and the hoped;for megtiﬁg_with the .??es»idéht‘vs}as .aiso put bffv. '
until S'eptember.‘ As a ré's.p.lt- of t.he.-cv‘oriﬂict'in ‘,thé M{ddle‘_Ea.s:t,' approval 8
| Wa.é given for c:overa.g.e ‘o-f_'the' txoﬁblé spofs and b,éta.chﬂ:]..épt ;B.',» Just S
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arrived on base at Adana, Turkey, was told to prepare to run these
missions. Col. Mc¢Coy obtained permission also for his group to join

in this coverage and on 29 and 30 August Detachment A originated two

-

flights from Wiesbaden, covering Egypt, Israel, Jordén, ‘Lebanon and

‘Syria, refueling at Adana, and retﬁr‘ﬁ‘ing to Wiesbaden. The results

of‘_these flights were processed and_given immediately fo the 'Bz;iﬁsh
and were -used by them in tactical p‘lanning in the Suez-action, although'
their field commanders wereﬂ not pr%.vy to the s.ource' of their infelli— :
"gence. While coverage of the Middle .Eéét continued by both Detach-

ments A and B, on 30 October 1956 the decision was made by higher

. authority to deny the British any further intelligencé from this source
" in view of the trend of British/Frenbch;lac,tiOn in this very touchy inter-

na.‘tional situation.-

On the r_éturn to Washington of Secfetary,Dﬁiles', a briefing was
held‘on 7 Sept’efnber with .}Mr. Bissell and Col. John Bridgés of the

USAF Intellig’ence' Directorate briefing, and Sécretary of the Air Force

- Donald Quarle_s. é.nd Chaifma!nbf‘ the JCS, Adin_ir_a.l Ré.dford, in attend-
' énce. Secretary Dulles expressed concern that any further operations
_ from Germany would-surely result in another protest from the Rﬁs-éians '

- and said he would like to give further _thOughf'to the 'm'atte‘r before any

40

o Handle via BYEMAN
| | antrul 'Syst_em o




054 92914

d_ecis”ion.v}as made, Meanwhile'ihe had ﬁo ;‘éturn to Eurppe for_nﬁore_
co:ifelxerices énd'during his absvence'a.x.m'v opportunity a.vailed:foi a bri;ef‘i_ng P
of the_f?resizdent on 17 September. -
(Or.rt_h.e' same day, fhe first U-2 aﬁcident at an overseés base
' '_‘6c‘¢ufred;. Shd.;c‘tly éftér fﬁl;e-off from -Wiesbacien on a training fiight,

- | the éircréft exploded in mid-air, killing the piiof, and éprveading' wreck-
‘é,g'eaqver.a' wide area. The Presid‘ent was give_n this 'info.rma.'tion'
4(_1u1"ing-thev briefing of 17 Sept‘:‘e‘mber..) |

| After_the briefing, the Pre'sidé_nt. iﬁéicéted that he WiShed' to have

a;nother_ meeting with the Sec retary ofVS'ta..te and Gene ral Cabell before

. the feehng that as long as the Russ:ans knew we were engaged in this -
- a.ct1v1ty they w0u1d feel 1t was mtolerable and m1ght feel they had to:
| _. take some actmn such as. hot pursult of one‘of our alrcraft to its ba.se,
J thus creat_ing an intérnati-ona.l« 'c‘risijs. O»f the Ru_ss';a.ns_-rﬁxéht even con®
© sider the presvence_‘ofi‘our_ a%fc-faft@%rer thei; £e rrit.or.y'a-. pre‘parétioﬁ_‘
: fof war and be led to ta;ke counﬁer;neasures whlch rmght lead to war. '
Desptte the qua.lms expressed by the Pre31den1:, Mr Bxssell reported .
to hlS sta.ff tb.at the Presxdent appeared fnendly a.nd rela.xad and did not '
L appear mchned to’ postpone a dec131on of the issue beyond his next
| : . 41. | o
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‘meeting with the Secretary of State. Howéver, the hoped-for meeting

was delayed furth.er‘due to the international situa.tion, or the absence

of one or the other of the two principals frqm Wash‘ing-ton, : |
Méan%hile the c.onstruction at Giébelsfad’c wa.s completed_anci earlyv

in October 1956 Detachment A was relocated there with a much improved

environment, including quarters, mess and security of operations. The

joined the group in

replacement Executive Officer,

-September and found it even more demoralized than he had been warned

it unld be. The move to Giebelstadt brbught morale up somewhat,

at least temporarily.

In October 1956, the eyes of the world were on Hungary where the
Freedorﬁ F{ghters_ were being brutally subdued by Soviet troops and
tanks. [t was hoped that a decision in favor of further overflights of

the USSR could be obtained from the President since there would be -

less likelihood of a Soviet protest, or if one were made, little c;hanée ‘

of its attracting any ‘sympath'y whatever. -Whén_the Director met with

the President' dn 15 NOVember, ‘however, there was. ,stil_l no decision

- on further AQUA-TO_NE_vac‘:t'iv'ities',' and the status quoconti_ﬁued with

e ettt RO Her e B R

both Detachments A and B flying Middle East missions and an occasional
‘Satellite overflight.
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At the Eeg‘mning of Aprivl- 1957, Mr. Bissell again reminded the
Director of the major questlons‘ requiring answers, beyond the princi-"
pal one of whether overflights of Russm would be permltted in the

. coming gc:od weather period. - If the Agency expected to retain the U-2
capab111ty after the fall of 1957, he saw four possﬂ:nhtles
a. Con-ti.nue at r.oughly the same »strength.
«g i). Continue ‘iat_ hal.f strength a,.nd cut to two instead of
'three detachments. | |
c. Continue at“reduced ﬂscbale ur;der cover .ofv a.comme‘rcial '
survey company, -
d. Continﬁe in cooﬁefat}ionvw:it‘h ﬁhe Na;\iy §vith one or t§v0 ,

ca.rmer-based units.

ment of replacement personnel for those whose tours were explrmg,

preparauon of the budget for FY. 1958 and esta.bhshment of requxrements

for Au- Force (or ‘possibly Navy) support Mr. BlsSell recommended
dlscussmg theSe 135ues w1th the Air Force Chief of Staff Gen.. 'I‘home.s
thte, a.nd others of the Joint Chlefe ﬁefoee seeking Pre.‘sxdentio.l,‘ :

i guxda.nce The meetmg w1th the Pre91dent was po‘stponed eeveral

: times and fmally was held on 6 May 19 57 Approval was obtamed for

| A Handle via BYEMAN:
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a series of missions to. be s'taged from i?akistan by vDetachment.'B,l
but overflights of Ruésia. from Germany were still co_nsidezl-edvtoo much:
of a provocation by the Secretary of State ax‘xdv the President.

For 'thé first half of 1957 Detachment A flew only one operational
mission (over Albania) and was occupied principally with local flights
in support of the meteorological and air sanﬁpling programs. At thé
end of June 1957, Col. Mixson relieved Cél. Mcco;} é.s vCofnm:andi‘ng '
Officer, and his arrival exerted quite a sobering influevrxcve. on th;)'se ‘
members of the Detachment whose working and living habits had gréwn
.too lax under the previous regime.

On 20 September 1957, Detachment A was notified that-.its activities
were »tvo be pha;sed out and the'_facili;cy at GiébelISta'at closed down bin
Nov_ember.- In October the fiAnalbtwo' operational m..issions approvbed for
Detachment A were flown from Giebelstad';—-orie Elint.:riissi~on.0\iei'
the B-arents Sea"c.iuring “Sovivet Navy Maneuvers, and one i)h-qtog'raphic;.

mission over Murmansk with excellent results--a belated opportunity -

" to demdnstra.te, after a year of frustration, what might have been

~ accomplished by this group had the political climate been less unfavorable.

As a.footnote to the last two missions, Norwegian radar plotted
these two flights all the way back to base in C_}ermany and as a result
44

l\andie via BYEE%ME

. ‘ o ’ . - 'a.. iy . A'l. ; i .. m" 4 v" o
R T e ek s b e S bl ot Ok coibe e AR Ly S SRR



| C054 92914

~ Norwegian Intelligence (Col. Evang) pﬁt pressure upon the

o

o

5 to get the intelligence from these missions for .
e his service. authorized to

> .

%
B -_‘~

offer Evang intelligence in the fbr’rﬁ of written reports, unless the
Nbfwegié.ns insisted on photos. | The offé:.\ya's- m-a.de_ on 15 November
and fhe .Norwegia.ns accepted the offer é)f‘ a written report with appréci; ’
ation, prbmising support for future operations if eve; requ;'.red.

On 5 and 6 November 1957, two U-2's took off ;Er.oni Giebelstadt .

each déy a?md were flown via Plattsburg, N Y, ‘two to Edwé.rds Air

'_ Fércé Base fo'r. Déf_é.chfnent G use, aﬁd two to Del_‘ Rio, Texas, to _the
SAC 'Ufz' Wing... By 15'N0v‘emberv, all Deta.ch:rnentA personnel had

| dépa.rtev‘d,fx"-om Giébeistadt é.nd on that day the c0mmunica.ti§né link -
' withi Giebelstadt was closed and the fac'ui_ty tux.'r'iecliv_bé._ck to the Ai;' :

Force.
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- QILSTONE - T3) with which yoeu a amiliar, - You will remember
that Mr. Bz°s:11 had advised the thasn of this Project two weeks ago
in Lendon, At that tirne it was taken up with mem‘ simultancoucly through

- Mr. Selwyn Lioyd was to ascerizin his atltitude toward our provigional
request that we be allowed to cc«ndum operations under this Project from
5}"@ UA--». . ' ‘ o ) . ’ s T A

’ --.y..ei" were Siz Roger Makinsg, Mr, B, F, Hancock {Mr, Llcyd‘" private
*

. m*o:a‘.c\. aoou"c it, He .secemed generaliy well d1a90=ea .owa*d ﬁ: :md did

malx-c'rthc final decision, " He explained that the_P me Minister had been
told abdut the Prcject and the proposal to opcrzf.té £ rom the UK but khad
nbt-becn asked for.a definite decision, s.nce no for ,.l. request for permission
to operate there had vet besn pre zented. to & Bri h Government by us,

CHe also added that ‘nis Governmment wouh. ot wish opcra ions to be carriad
or during the forthcoming visit 0:‘ tnc aov1er. caders to the UK.

K i ' 0

A i X .. U
<t PR LS

CEN"RAL INTELLIGENCE AGT‘\ICY
- WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR

8 February »3..956-

MEMORANDUM FOR: The Se retavry'of's'ta.te

SUBJECT : : Meeting x‘vi*’h Mr. Selwyn. J._LO‘fd
‘ ' 2 ’?e:uu@ry 1956

1. Cn 2 February when :ne:t with M. Sr:lwyiz Lloyd, the first

topic I discussed with him was the Sa cial Project {AQUATONE/

Sir John Sinc%a.‘,r of MI-6 and the Deputy Chief of Air Stzif, Doth men
were adviged that the matter would be raised by us on the occazion of
the Washingion meetings, My p\.rnos in discussing the matter with

e

r

2, Present zt this mecting in addition to Mr. Selwyn L ao‘rd c.nd

oy

. Bisgell, Mr, Selwyn Llo;rd remembered the Project |
nd as we discu sed it he ssemed guite well

sccretary), and M
whan I mentl ioned it to him

to

<:
o

, th‘e‘Pr:me *11.; ter would I
a

im ammhm 5 Hanﬂle \ua BYEMAN
oo 0 Gatol System
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,‘a.bov nc:mzt u~ go 03 erate from the UKX), aithough I made ¢
g ,

‘Minister in the course of the remainder of their

: At»ac'xmeﬁt D;a.u

a. At o point was any reference made to the imposition of
controls or limitations on our activities by the British (int
) 1

Fe £

to halt operations at any time and promised
that rluev wou‘ud bp kept clos ciy informed of our operations, ’

o

ot

b. We indicated that we would share the intelligence '&:‘_.\e "“om ‘

. zny operafions run out of Eng nd.»

-

c. We told Mz, Ssl \vyn Llovad freat his help womd be nesded in

expediting certain modifications of exigting structerces that will have to be

- 1S

undertaken, (It was undgretocd that we would pay for these raodific u.uons.)

o procae'd as followas:
sct with the Prime
so that the Ia.t‘c»r

4, In'concluding the discussion it was agread t
The Foreign oec”ctary promised to discuss this Proj
D

o .
~
v o

or

o

would soon be prepared either to grant or to refuse app:ov..l in principle
to the cor-du‘.t of operations {rom the UX, Meanwhile, in ordsx to pul
the matter in the proper channels, I <*a1c1 that 1 would’ communic ~ate with

you with a view to the transmis sion by vou of a memorandurm to Sir Roger

'v‘ak..ne who would in turn send a Taessage to London reguesting the reaction

of HMG, This message would serve both to formalize our anproacb and -

to remind Mr. Selwyn Lloyd of my co:zveraau.on We.t'l him.

1

5, I attach herewith a draft of 2 note you might counsider send rg to

Sir Roger Makins, . Since our discussion of the Project wag reasonadly
full and Mr, Selwyn Lloyd's secretary tock notes on it, I do not believe
it is necessary for either your cornmiunication to Sir Reger Malkins or hiz .

5
cable to Londen to do racre than refer fo our conversation, E‘or secyrity
reasons we would cbviously prefer that no Tevealing reference to the

 Project be made in the British cc.oh £ a--zc . Accord:. .5-;5;'--, this draft is

f

Allen W )‘]u*les
Director

£

TS-142961
~Copy _/ of &
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PROPOSED NOTE FROM THE SECRETARY OF STATE TO SIR ROGER MAKINS

In the course of the visitto Washington of the Prime Minister wnd 4

the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs last week, the Director of Central
Intelligence and Mz, Richard M., Bis sell, jr. discussed with the latter a

sensitive Project (AQUATONE/OILSTONE - TS} which will involve the
collection of certain kinds of intelligence information on a much expanded

scale,- I understand that you participated in this conversation.

For technical reasons the operations contemplated in this Projoct

cannot he conducted from the United States. The planis to conduct them
from scveral iriendly countries both in Europe and the Far East, Itis

The purposc of this note 1s to ask that ybulas-certadn f‘;hroug_‘::ryou:
‘vchanne}s the reaction of the Foreign Secrstary and thé Prime ‘Mini.st-'r_to ,
*this pro‘posalg In making this request, 1 wis’:;. to emphasiz.e the rezl importance
_' “chatza attéched’to t‘hisjPrioject by tne intelli.g,enc.:,.r;s c‘omm_u_.ni-t.y.r of thi_vs Govern-
ment z‘.na the beneiits that will b.acc_rbue to both-Goverr;hents if_it‘ can be-

carried out successfully.

¢ .

< ' v
T hope the handling of the matter in this manner is in accord with the

tnderstanding that was reached in the converszation referred to above.:

ceze o Hanl via BYEMAN
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l, A LI z RS S Bumborade-of-Llcoy .

* THE SECRETARY OF STATE
WASHINGTON .

— PP SECRED  February 9, 19566

 MEMORANDUM FOR The Honorable Allen W, Dulles

_ I raised the project referred to in your
attached memorandum of February 8 with Ambassador
‘Makins today. I asked him whether his Government
was prepared to cooperate with it and what thexr wdeas

were- abou.t tlmmg

' Jom Fdster Dulles

o Attachment '
7 Memorandim dated Feoruary 8
.. re Meetmq wmth Mc Selwyn Lloyd

L TEA¥BRY ey
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31 May 1956

_AQUATONE OPERATIONAL PLANS

1, In the 11ght of the discussion of AQUATONE and related
matters on 28 May, we have reviewed operational plans and possibilities
in consultation with the Air Force, The following facts and considera~-
tions have a major bearing on our coucluswns

2. Work is going forward as rapidly as poss51b1e to prepare
facilities in Turkey but these cannot be ready much before 1 August.
Operations could be 1n1t1ated in Germany by 15 June.

'b. The six weeks from mid-June to 1ate July that can be gained = ‘
- by starting operations in Germany are of especial importance because.

the weather is at'its best and the days are longest at that time of the year.’
‘Operations over all target areas can be conducted more frequently and

more productively in June and July than during the autumn and winter.
These months acquire added importance from the fact that operations

can be usefully conducted over northern target areas 0n1y during the

‘summer months. ' '

. c. A second unit will be ready for deployment overseas early .
in August and facilities should be ready to receive it.  There would not .
be room for both units at Adana, Turkey. In any event it is desirable to
base operations at two or more ‘locations 8o as to secure maximum
coverage and to preserve our ﬂexxblhty in the fa.ce of changmg political
' czrcumstances. ;

Code Prow.dmg reasonably good secunty can be maintained .
locally, the operation of our equipment at a German base should involve
no greater risk of compromise than its operation in England, since un-
'authonzed persons. are given the same opportunity to see it from a dlstance
" at any overseas base. Its appearance at several Iocatlons in Europe'is.
. consistent with the cover story that is bemg used and m1ght help to d1spe1
= any air of mystery about the a.ct1v1ty. : ,

~ e. We are actlvely pla.nmng for opera.tlons in tb.e Far ‘East a.nd
expect shortly to select a base in that area and move forward with the
preparation of any specialized facilities. However, in terms ‘of numbers,
some four-frfths of our. 1nte111gence ta.rgets in the USSR and in terms of

| .- R 45-143443/13
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. quality a higher percentage of really important targets, are accessible

from Europe rather than from the Far East. Moreover, many of the
Far Eastern targets have been, or can more readily be, covered by
other means, It is for this reason that we propose to use the flrst two
units in Europe and the third in the Far East, '

2. 'I‘he major task to which all of our preparations have been di-

rected is the. performance of long-range missions over areas hitherto .

inaccessible with any degree of safety. Such missions promise to yield
decisively valuable intelligence obtainable in no other way. Time is of
the essence in the performance of this task since the technical advantage
that has been gained is only temporary and the security that cloaks it is
a wasting asset, Before long, the Russians will develop the capability
consistently to track and somewhat later to intercept high altitude air-

~craft. We must assume that they will soon have photographs of our

equipment which will allow them to guess at its performance and will
stimulate their efforts. Meanwhile, with the mere passage of time, the
maintenance of tight security grows more difficult. Accordingly, it is
our conviction that the sooner we are able to embark upon our major task
the more securely it can be accomplished.

3. On the basis of the above c_onéide'rations we propose to proceed
as follows: ‘

a. We are maklng preparauons to start opera.txons from

~ Germany if possible by 15 June. _

. b. Initially we will limit ourselves to missions over the
Satellites, These fall within the pattern of opera.tlons already in pro-

gress by the Air Force

c. After a few such missions have been flown, we will, if all
goes well, seek permlssxon to undertake longer- range rmssxons.

v d;” In accordance with already established practices, we will
not consult with the German Government with respect to our initial limited

‘operations. Prior to the start of our long-range operations, however, we |

will inform Chancellor Adenauer of our plans. We will not specifically a.sk
his approval in order to avoid placing an unwelcome responsibility upon .
him, If, however, he raises a.ny obJectlons or feels these opera.tlons

2 _ |
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‘might prove mavmﬂﬁmm sing. to HSB. we cs.z. consult: mﬂi&mn .cmmowm mngﬂwﬁbw

upon them.

, - e. Depending upon the Chancellor's reaction, we will either
plan to continue operations from Germany for the life of the project (as
we hope) or operate only temporarily from Germany until facilities can-
be mew ready in other locations.

4. The Chief of Air Staff concurs in the above conclusions as far
as they concern operational matters. Amvmoﬁwnwww% he concurs in 3 a, b,
and ¢ but makes no comments on d and e,}) The Secretary of State mwmo

concurs in the above nOSoHcmwonm.
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22 June 1956

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

 SUBJECT; Conversafion with Colonel Andrew J, Goodpaster,

Dr, James Killian and Dr., Edwin Land, 21 June 1956

1. At Dr. Killian's request [ accompamed hun a.nd Dr., Land to
the White House at noon on 21 June to brief Colonel Goodpaster on

- AQUATONE and to discuss current operations with him. No one else
" was present, Before the briefing was started, Colonel Goodpaster ex-
‘plained that he had just returned from a meeting with the President at

Walter Reed Hospital and that the President had discussed AQUATONE
with him, Colonel Goodpaster had with him the original copy of the

‘memorandum entitled "AQUATONE Operational Plans'' dated 31 May

(copy of which is attached) which had been handed to him by the DCI
and General Twining at the beginning of the month,- The President had
read the paper and had made a longhand notation upon it. His discus-
sion of AQUATONE with Colonel Goodpaster had been related to the

_paper.

2.  Colonel Goodpaster stated that the Preszdent‘s views were as
follows: :

~ a. In general, he approved the course of action recommended

_in the paper.

b. Spec1f1ca.11y, he was ent1re1y w1111ng that we should operate

over the satellites without informing Chancellor Adenauer about these
 activities but he emphasmed that no longer run missions should be -
“undertaken untxl the Chancellor had been told of our plans.

c. He agreed that the approach to the Chancellor should take .
the form recommended in the paper--that is, he should not formally be
asked for his approval but merely told about the projected longrange ... ... _
‘operations, whmh would give him a chance to. raise ob_;ectwns if he so S

desired..

3.‘ ' The President, Colonel Goodpaster said, had added a general.
instruction in rather strong terms as to the policy to be followed in
AQUATONE, This was to the effect that every effort should-be. m’a.de

;5/143448 ‘
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to obtain just as quickly as possible coverage of the high priority

targets which were the real objective and justification of AQUATONE

- 8o that operations would not have to be continued for too long a period
of time, I pointed-out to Colonel Goodpaster that restriction of opera-r

tions to the Satellites was directly inconsistent with the policy desired -
by the President, Goodpaster replied that in his view the President
bad no particular desire to restrict us to these limited operations ex-
cept that he did not wish deeper penetration missions to be undertaken

untll after the project had been discussed with the Cha.ncellor.

4, In concludmg this phase of' the conversatmn, 3 asked Colonel
Goodpaster whether a correct interpretation of what he had said was -
that after the projected conversation with the Chancellor we are free

~ to proceed with deep penetra.tzon overﬂlghts, prov1ded of course, that

the Chancellor raised no objection and that our limited operatlons had
gone well in the meanwhile. = He indicated that this was his view.

5, The balance of the c0nvérsa;t101"1' was devoted to a rather full .
briefing of Colonel Goodpaster and discussion of various phases of -
the project primarily by Drs. Killian and Land. The main topics dxs-A

cussed were the following:

‘a. Progress of equipment, with special emphasis on the shift

~ that has been made to the new (J- 57/P-31) and more reliable engine and" '

on the extremely high quality photography obtained in recent f11ghts in -

- the U. S. with the A-l-and A~ 2 camera confxguratw.ons.

b Present enemy 1ntercept10n capability, the predmta.ble -
development of a higher altitude interception capability, a and a conse-

' quent urgency of making use of this reconnaissance system wh11e a
. clear a.dva.ntage over mterceptlon stﬂ.l obtams :

¢. Colonel Goodpaster s desire for permdm operahonal re- o

ports When deep penetratmn m1ss1ons are bemg c0nducted

' d The whole question of the posﬂxon to be taken by the U S

_1n the contingency of the loss of an aircraft over enemy territory. On
~ this point I explained that arrangements of a’ rather pedestr:.an sort '
. were bemg worked out with the Department of State ‘and other interested

parties. Drs, Killian and Land suggested consi deratxon of a much bolder

" action by the U.8, mvolvmg adrmssmn that overﬂtghts were. bemg

R Contr System
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conducted to guard against surprise attack., It was left that we
would think further about this matter and perhaps suggest several
alternative courses of action which would be discussed with some~
one in the Department of State and among wh:.ch a choice could be
made on short notice, -

(Slgned)
RICHARD M. BISSELL, JR.
"Project Director -

W e via BYEAN
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(Téxt ofuRussian‘Protest: Unofficial'Translation)'

Embassy of the Union of Soviet ' o : :
Socialist Republics . ~ 10 July 1956

Note No. 23

The Embassy of the Union of the Soviet Socialist -
Republics presents. its compliments to the Department of
State of the United States of America and, acting on in-
structions from the Soviet Government has the honor to

" state the following: :

Accordlng to pre01sely verlfled data, on July 4 of .
this year, at 8:18 a.m. Moscow Time, a tw1n—eng1ned medium
‘bomber of the United States Air Force appeared from the
American Zone of Occupation in Western Germany and flew over
"the territory of the German Democratic Republic, entering
- the air space of the Soviet Union from the direction of the -
Polish People's Republic at 9:35 in the area of Grodno. . The
aircraft which violated the air space of the Soviet Union
flew on the route Minsk, Vilnyus, Kaunas and Kaliningrad,
‘penetrating territory of the Soviet Union to the depth:of
320 kilometers and- remalnlng over such terrltory for one
hour and 32 mlnutes

_ On July '5 of this year, at 7:41 Moscow Time, a twin- _
engine medium bomber of the United States Air Force, coming
- from the American Zone of Occupation in Western Germany,
“flew over the territory of the German Democratic Republic,
and at 8:54 penetrated the air space of the Soviet Union in
the area of-Brest, coming from the direction of the Polish :
People's Republlc.. The aircraft violating the air frontier .
of the Soviet Union flew along the route Brest, Pinsk Bara-"
novichi, Kaunas, and Kaliningrad, having penetrated Soviet
territory to a depth of 150 kilometers. and having remained
- one hour and 20 minutés over such’ territory. The same day
- another twlneenglne bomber of the United States Air Force

- »Department of State of the S
~ United States of America
Washlngton, D. C. '

i
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invaded the air space of the Sov1et Unlon and - penetrated
to a sxgnlflcant depth over Soviet terrltory

On July 9 there took place new flights of Unlted
States alrcraft into the Soviet air space

_ The.above—mentloned violation of the air frontiers
of the Soviet Union by American aircraft cannot be inter-
preted as other than 1ntent10na1 and conducted for purp-
oses of reconnaissance. :

It must be underscored that these gross violations of
the air space of the Soviet Union took place at a time

~-when, as a result of the efforts of the Soviet Union and -

other peace-lov1ng governments, a definite lessening of
international tensions has been achieved, when relations
between governments are improving, and when mutual confi-
dence between them is growing. Such a development of inter-

- national relations is fully supported by the peoples of all
countries who are v1ta11y 1nterested in strengthenlng peace.

One . cannot however, fail to- recognlze that reactionary.
circles hostile to the cause of peace in a number of coun-
tries are worried by the relaxation of international tension
which has taken place. These circles do everything possible
to interfere with further. improvement of relations between .
countries and the creation of mutual trust among them..

Among such attempts is the said gross violation by the

‘American Air Force of the air space of the Soviet Union,
‘which consistently carries out a policy of strengthening: -

peace and broadening businesslike cooperation with all

./_countries, including - the Unzted States of Amerlca. v

In this connectlon, the fact attracts attention that -
the said violations of the air frontier of the Soviet Union

. by American aircraft coincided with .-the stay of General

Twining, U. S. Air Force Chief of Staff, in the Federal =~

r_Republlc of Germany.

" The Soviet Government energetically protests to the’,' _
- Government of the United States against such gross. visla- ., "
© tion of the air space of the Soviet Union by American mili- .
tary aircraft and considers this violation as an intentional
act. of certain circles in the United States, planned to. ag-.
' gravate relations between the SOV1et Un1on and the United

- States of America. . ; ‘ ¥
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9.

E I3 . .

Calling the attention of the Government of the United

- States to the inadmissibility of such violations of the

air space of the Soviet Union by American aircraft, the
Soviet Government states that all responsibility for possible

‘consequences of such violations rests with the Government of

the United States.

The Soviet Government expects that steps will be taken
by the Government of the United States to punish those

guilty for the said violations and to prevent such viola-

tions in the future.

Washingfon, D. C.
July 10, 1956
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ALLEGING VIOLATIONS OF SOVIET TERRITORY BY UNITED

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
FOR THE PRESS |
July 19, 1956 | . . No. 398

' FOR RELEASE AT 7:00 P.M., E.D.T., THURSDAY, JULY 19, 1956.

Not to. be previously published, quoted from or used in any way.

UNITED STATES REPLY TO SOVIET NOTE OF JULY 10 | S
STATES AIRCRAFT

Following is the text of a note delivered to the Soviet

‘Union today. It is in reply to the Soviet note of July 10,

1956 alleging violations of Soviet territory by United States
Air Force twin-engine medium bombers: . ,

' The Department of State has the honor to inform the Embassy
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics that the latter's
note no. 23 of July 10, 1956 alleging violations of Soviet terri-
tory by United States Air Force twin-engine medium bombers coming
from Western Germany, has received the most serious consideration
of the United States Govermment. It is noted that the Soviet
Government's note refers to 'the American Zone of Occupation in
Western Germany". Attention is called to the fact that there is -

no longer an American Zone of Occupation in Western Germany.

Presumably, the reference is to the Federal Republic of Germany.

A thorough inquiry has been conducted and it has been de- ;
termined that no United States military planes based, or flying, -
in or adjacent to the European area at the time of the alleged
overflights could possibly have strayed, as alleged; so far from
their known flight plans, which carefully exclude such over- .
flights as the Soviet Note alleges. Therefore the statement - -

of the Govermment of the Soviet Union is in error. . CL

) The Department of State at~the'Same time feelslobiiged to,

comment on the accompanying statements in the Soviet Embassy's.

note implying a plot to hinder the improvement of international
relations and insinuating that the alleged American Air Force =

f'flights might have been arranged by General Twining in Germany,
~_following his visit to the Soviet Union. These remarks, which . -
are as obviously out of ‘place as they are unwarranted, indeed -

of themselves have the effect of hindering the improvement of
international.relations.I?. ' . AP T T T

‘Department of State,
~Washington, July 19, 1956.
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CText of Russian Protest Unoff101a1 Translatzon)

Embassy of the Union of Soviet s
Soclalist Republlcs , S 10 July 1956

Note No. 23

The Embassy of the Union of the Soviet Socialist
Republlcs presents its compliments to the Department of ' g
State of the United States of America and, acting on in- o ' i
- structions from the Soviet Government, ~has the honor to ' 3
‘state the following:
!
ki

According to precisely verified data, on July 4 of
this year, at 8:18 a.m. Moscow Time, a thn—englned medium
bomber of the United States Air Force appeared from the
American Zone of Occupation in Western Germany and flew over

the territory of the German Democratic Republic, entering

the air space of the Soviet ‘Union from the direction of the

Polish People's Republic at 9:35 in the area of Grodno. The

aircraft which violated the air space of the Soviet Union o R
flew on the route Minsk, Vilnyus, Kaunas and Kaliningrad, E i
penetrating territory of the Soviet Union to the depth of

320 kilometers and remaining over such territory for one

.hour and 32 minutes

On July 5 of this year, at 7:41 Moscow- Tlme, a twin- -
engine medium bomber of the United States Air Force, coming .
-from the American Zone of Occupation in Western Germany,

- flew over the territory of the German Democratic: Republic, -
-and at 8:54 penetrated the air space of the Soviet Union in
the area of Brest, coming from the direction of the Polish
People s Republic. The aircraft v101at1ng the air frontier
‘of the Soviet Union flew ‘along the route Brest, Pinsk Bara- -
novichi, Kaunas, and Kallnlngrad ~having. penetrated Soviet
territory to a depth of 150 kilometers and hav1ng remained
one hour and 20 minutes over such territory.  The same day.
another twin-engine. bomber of the Unlted States Axr Force

K}
[N

Department of State of the i e
United States of America . = LTiwe ER G
Washington, D. C fOmE T SRR
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invaded the air space of the Sov1et Union and penetrated

'Ato a s1gn1f1cant depth over Soviet terrltory

i+ On July 9 there took place new flights of Unlted

'States aircraft. 1nto the Sovxet alr space.

The above-mentloned V101at10n of the air frontlers
of the Soviet Union by American aircraft cannot -be 1nter-o

_preted as other than intentional and conducted for. purp-
- oses of reconnalssance. ' 5 & ‘ .

It must ‘be underscored that. these gross v1olatlons of
the air space of the Soviet Union took place. at a time"

-.when, as a result of. the efforts of the Soviet Union and
~other peace-loving governments, a definite lessening .of -

international tensions has been achieved, when relations

" between governments are 1mprov1ng, and. when mutual confi~
dence between them is growing. Such a development of inter-.

national relations is fully supported by the peoples of all

i countrxes who are v1ta11y 1nterested in strengthenlng peace.f

-One cannot however fail to recognlze that reactxonary
circles hostile to the cause of peace in a number of coun~ S,
tries are worried by the relaxation of international tension .-
which has taken place. These circles do everything possible.

to interfere with further improvement of relations between

. * . countries and the creation of mutual trust among them.
=,Among such attempts is the said gross violation. by the.

. American Air Force of the air space.of - the' Soviet Unlon,"'

... which consistently carries out a policy of strengthenlng

'peace and' broadening businesslike cooperation with all

‘,countrles,.lncludlng the Unlted States of America.

In this connection, the fact attracts attention that

: the sald violations of the air frontier of: the. Soviet Unlon
.. by American aircraft coincided with the stay of General

. ‘Twining, U. S. Air Force Chlef of Staff in the Federal
';'Republxc of Germany., : u, _ : _

The Soviet Government energetxcally protests to the

- 'Government of the United States against such.gross viola-

. tion of the air space of the Soviet Union by American mili= B
‘tary aircraft and considers this violation as an intentional TN

. act of certain circles in the United States, planned toiag-. -
gravate relations between the Soviet Unlon and the Unlted

States of Amerlca.-

e
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_;

Calling the attention of the Government of the United

States to the inadmissibility of such violations of the
“air space of the Soviet Union by American ‘aircraft, the

Sovxet Government states that all responsibility for posszble
consequences of such violations. rests with the Government of
the Unlted States., .
The Soviet Government expects'that steps will be taken
by the Govermment of the United States to punish those

- guilty for the said violations and to prevent such viola~

t1ons in the future

" Washington, D. C.
© " July 10, 1956 .
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 DEPARTMENT OF STATE - - SR R
FOR THE PRESS h

July 19, 1956 )  No. 398, .
" FOR RELEASE AT 7:00 P.M., E.D.T., THURSDAY, JULY 19, 1956. - |
i Not to be previously‘published, quoted from or used in any way. ‘
* DNITED STATES REPLY TO SOVIET NOTE OF JULY 10 . LR
ALLEGING VIOLATIONS OF SOVIET TERRITORY BY UNITED STATES AIRCRAFT .

Following is the text of a note delivered to the Soviet
. Union today. It is in reply to the Soviet note of July 10, . e b
- '1956 alleging violations of Soviet territory by United States -~ :
Air Force twin-engine medium bombers: S R

.of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics that the latter's ,
“note mno. 23 of July 10, 1956 alleging violations of Soviet terri-
A _tory by United States Air Force twin-engine medium bombers coming: ¢
. \Z.  from Western Germany, has received the most serious consideration . '
:r?ﬁﬁ. ' of the United States Govermment. ' It is noted that the Soviet "5
¢ 7. Govermment's note refers to "the American Zone of Occupation in
Western Germany". Attention is called to the fact that there is . =
no longer an American Zone of Occupation in Western Germany. Vil
Presumably, the reference is to the Federal Republic of Germany.
A thorough inquiry has been conducted and it has been de- ' |
“termined that no United States military planes based, or flying, .
in or adjacent to the European area at the time of the alleged . ==
- overflights could possibly have strayed, is alleged, so far from - '
- their known flight plans, which carefully exclude such over- . L
. ' flights as the Soviet Note alleges. -Therefore the statement
. o6f the Government of the Soviet Union is in error.. = . | . !
: ~ The Department of State at the same time feels obliged to '
. comment on the accompanying statements in the Soviet Embassy's
note implying a plot to hinder the improvement of international
relations and insinuating that the alleged American Air Force i i
flights might have been arranged by General Twining in Germany, - =
following his visit to the Soviet Union.: These remarks, which -
" _are as obviously out of place as they are unwarranted, indeed .
. of themselves have the effect of hindering the improvement of -
international relations. B FO catt B L a4 25 e

: *ﬁi«]?iﬁjf:?f

| Depértment of State, f .  1' LR R
' Washington,jJul 19,g19§64‘ R T A L

' o The Department of State has the honor to inform the Embé.ésy |
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8 August 1956
MEMO‘RANDUM ‘FOR ; Director of Central Intelligence * . -
SUBJECT - : Decision on Project AQUATONE
1. Present Status: Reflecting the discussions and decisions of .,

~ the past three weeks since AQUATONE operations were halted on 1l July,
“the following is the present status of the Project.

; a. Detachment A is at Wiesbaden in complete state of ‘
readiness with four aircraft operational. It has been advised that no
. missions will be flown over denied areas until after 15 August at the
earliest but in the meanwhile infrequent weather missions and certain
test missions are being flown over friendly territory. Work is still pro-
ceeding on a permanent base,  originally intended for this umt, at
Giebelstadt.

, b. Detachment B has completed training and its depldymenf‘
~to Adana from Watertown will start on 13 August., It should be fully
operational with four aircraft at Ad-ana by 25 August,

Co. An advance party is surveymg available fac111t1es at -
Yokota AFB, Japan, and Kadena AFB, Okinawa. Plans are being com-
pleted and airlift scheduled for the redeployment of Detachment A from
Wiesbaden tothe Far East beginning about 21 August. (The same air-
lift will be used for the initial deployment of Detachment B and the
‘redeployment of A.) Itis understood that the final decision to leave
- Detachment A in Germany or redeploy it to the Far East will not be
made until about 15 August and it will remain in a state of operational
readiness until that date. If redeployed this Detachment should be op-
o eratmnal m the Far Ea.st about 15 September. :

- d. The as sembly, equ:.ppmg a.nd trammg of a th1rd deta.chment
(Detachment C)'is going forward on schedule at Watertown. Most of'its
- senior personnel have already entered on duty and eight pilots have been . . .
- recruited. The Detachment should be ready for deployment in the first F oo
' half of November. s - . . D

- e. Asa result of shppage in the development of the most
: advanced cameras a.nd much of the electromcs equxpment, cons1derab1e

(* The Bissell version thh changes suggested P /‘]18/143450(R.ev 1) |
by General Cabell. y s o T
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development remains to be done. The C camera cannot be expected

to be operational much before the end of the year and electronics

‘system #4 will not be operational until late winter. On the basis of

present plans these development programs and some training activi-
ties will continue at Watertown until 1 February. Thereafter /plans

~are being-made for/ Watertown wilk /to y / be shut down and the

remaining development activities will be handled at an Air Force
base/ /sub;}ect to decision subsequent to 25 August, 7

2. Demswns Requ1red By 15 August it w111 be neces sary to
decide: : :

+a. Whether Detachment A is to. resume'operat ions in Europe,\
be redeployed promptly to the Far East, or remain inactive at Wiesbaden'

' awaiting a later resurnptlon of operatxons or redeployment.

b. Whether Deta.chment B is to start active operations from

' Adana when it is operational, fly "probing'' missions or remain inactive
_ there /other than for ﬂymg its cover m1sS1ons, / awa.1t1ng later deczsmns.

' Immedlately after 15 August it would seem desirable to review procure-

ment and development programs in the hght of the above decisions with

~ a view to /d [determining whether or not to/ curtailing: development and

procurement /whmh might be/ no longer required for this Project, At
the same time it would 11kew1$e seem wise to review the requlrement

,fcr a. thu'd detachment.

3. Considerations Bearing on these Deeisioﬁs: What are here listed as
considerations bearing on the problem are believed to be reasonably

clearly established and objectively stated circumstances which in no way -

‘determine the major policy decisions but which do have clear implications
for the form and timing of tb.ese decisions. # : :

@ 1 /1.1: is determmed tha.t there is no reasonable prospect

tha.t/ Detachment A is net going to be used in Europe either at Wlesbaden :
_or along with'Detachment B’ at Adana, it ought to be put to work as soon’

as possible in the Far East /a.fter that determination is rnade/ Ifa.

' decision is not made by 15 August either to'let it resume operations or ,' '
to redeploy it, the opportunity for a prompt redeploymernt would be lost
and more- time ~weu1d- be- waﬁted-te- Bne -goed- -pu-rpose— S

. 2
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b. - The orgamzatzon which. has been built up to carry out

‘ AQUATONE has been designed to conduct operations for a period of -

slightly more than a year. It is not a permanent organization and is

~ ill-adapted to the task of maintaining in a routine manner a standby -

capability to be used in the event of war or of unforeseeable sharp
change in the political climate. Its personnel, both civilian and mili-

 tary, have been recruited for short tours of duty, assigned overseas
- ona TDY basis without their families, and every effort has been made
- to develop the motivation for an intensive temporary undertaking. If

' the decision is made that a part or all of the capability that has been

developed is to be placed on a standby basis, with no prospect. of active

‘use at any foreseeable time, /we would have serious problems in
o keepm_g_/ the present organization wouldlose - /from 108111&/ its morale,
many of its best people, and its effec'cweness. [

B 'De'velopment and procurement are currently going forward -

' on a scale adequate to support three detachments on a fully active basis
for a continuous period of 15 months. Savings of some millions of .
‘dollars (part of which would accrue to the Agency and part to the Air

Force) could be achieved by prompt cutbacks in these programs. Such
cutbacks would, however, prevent the development of the full ca.pab111ty '
originally planned. Under the circumstances, failure to achieve any

" clear-cut decision as to the scale on which and the time period for

which this capability will be actively employed r&bound-—‘ée / mxght/

 result in the waste of substantial sums as well as the wasteful tying
. up of technical manpower which may be needed in other natlonal secunty :
I programs. : o : 5 s

d. It must be repeated that Well-mformed technical opnnon
allows the existing reconnaissance system-less than a year ‘before the -

' ' -probability of interception of the U-2 aircraft starts to increase. . / It
" would of course be longer before there could be generally effectwe
' _deployment of. a.dva.nced mterceptors.T

4, Concluswns All of the above cons:.deratmns a,rgu.e powerfully

- in favor of an attempt to secure reasonably clear-cut decisions on the
future of this Project by the middle of Aungust.” /The most de s:.rable
- decisionis that authorizing a concerted effort a,ga.mst the top pnomty
“ targets. Failing this, CIA and the Air Force should consider what the
iy probabxlitxes are of eventual fa.vorable actmn./ The-bread-decision-
: ﬂaat-.needs to-be —ma.d-e- is whet-her— th-x-s—eapab&ht—y is -gemg—‘ee- beoased— .

| M Y " Hanile via;maﬂ- 2
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(-e.-)- agatnst— the -USSR; -tb}-against-Chinay {c) -aga-m—s-t the- Buropean
Sa&e-lhtes—-ez-{d-)mtwat ail It /can be. argued/ is-difficult to-believe-
‘that /no/ any facts not now available are requu'ed as the basis for
 ‘such a dec1sxon or that the passage of a few more weeks would . hot/
greatly alter an evaluation of risks to be incurred and benefits to be
.gained. In particular it is difficult to see what good can come of
"probing'' missions which will merely alert the defense and stimulate’
more political protests without accomplishing any really important
‘purpose, ' ' B : : '

_ 5. Proposed Procedure: In order to secure a decision it is be-
lieved that two kinds of staff work should be done:

.

a. First, a specific plan of operations should be proposed
as the desired course of action and-the mowe-sensible -2lternativecourses
of action should be defined in-equally -specific te rms so-that-a -clear-eheice
is presented -to-the politieal autherities- A specific proposal has been
prepared in the form of a plan for some fifteen missions over the western
USSR which would cover the highest priority intelligence targets. Itis -
believed-that-for praciical-puy pe ses-theve-are -only-twe —a-l-te raative

. eeurses-ef—ae’el-on ~

3} - Ope-ratms— -11-m-1’eed- %o -Ghma- and- t—he— Buropean Satel-la‘ses
-(2-) - ll‘-he- plaeing of -the- ea.pabl-li'ey on-a —s»tandlay—basr—s-

- b. Second, the prop‘osa.l Sho_uld be-_ staffed out with the _
‘interested military authorities (the Air Force and the JCS) and with the
Department of State in the hope that it can be presented with their con- '

currence. To this end, a military assessment of AQUATONE is being -

prepared by the Air Force and it is believed’ that support will be forth-

. coming both from General Twining and from Admiral Radford on behalf

. of the Joint Chiefs. It had been hoped that the Secretary of State s views .
could be obtained well in a.dvance of 15 August. N T I

6. Recommendatlons It is strongly recommended

‘That the recommended plan of- operatwns over the USSR.
from the west, tegether w-lth-t-he-twe-a;l-ternaéwe—eeurses of-aetion; be.
presanted to the Secretary of State at the earliest opportumty and the

“plan be modified if- necessary so as to obtam his concurrence or at
. least acqmescence.

| ser smemsx il v BYEMN
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bz~ -Fhat in-the-event of his-nen-eoneurrence-in-any-further
eperations;- steps be-taken forthwith-to turn-over all the assets-of the
Projeet to-the-Air-Foree to-be -maintained-as - standby-capability-

<=/ b / That in the event of his concurrence in a plan of
) operations, this be presented to higher authority as a joint recommenda-
tion of the DCI and the JCS with the concurrence of the Secretary of State.

RICHARD M. BISSELL, JR.
.Project Director

cc: DDCI
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Defachment B - Officer Cadr_e

“First Tour (May 1956 f--October 1957)

Col. Edward A. Perry, Commanding Officer
Mr, John Parangosky, Executive Officer

Lit, Col. Roland L. Perkms, Operations Officer
Operations Staff:

Maj. Harry N. Cordes

Maj. John F. Carlisle

Maj, Chester Bohart

Maj. James B, Hester
- Maj, William E. Kennedy

Maj. Donald R. Curtis

Maj. Joseph E. French

‘Maj. Thomas W. Land

Capt. Warren R. Kincaid, Jr.
~ Capt. Roger J. Tremblay

Maj, William R. V. Marriott, Medical Officer

Withheld under statutory authority of the
Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

. d U.S.C., section 403g)

Second Tour (November 1957 - Mé,y 1960)

Col. Stanley W. Beerli, Commanding Officer (Nov. 1957 - July 1959}
Col. William E. Shelton, Commanding Officer (July 1959 - May 1960)
Mr. John Parangosky, Executive Officer (through March 1959)

Lt. Col. Carl F. Funk, Materiel Officer
Operations Staff: " - "

Maj. Raymond N. Sterling

Maj. Joseph L. Giraudo, Jr.

Maj. Arthur Duliac .

Maj. William Dotson

Maj. James T. Deuel, Medical Officer

Withheld under statutory authority of the
Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50
U.S.C., section 403g)
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_ Defachment B - Contract Pilots

~ First Tour (May 1956 - October 1957)

James G. Abraham

Thomas C Birkhead

James W. Cherbonneaux (Jomed Det Bin Turkey, December 1956)
Buster E, Edens

William W. Hall

Edwin K. Jones
- William H. McMurray

Francis G. Powers

Sammy V. C, Snider

under statutory authority
of the Central Intelligence Agency
FOIA 5 USC §552(b)(6)

Withheld from public release

 Second Tour (November 1957 - May 1960)

"Barry H. Baker (transferred to Detachment G August 1959)

James A. Barnes, Jr.

Robert J, Ericson ' -

Martin A. Knutson (transferred from Deta.chxnent A Novernber 1957)
" Francis G. Powers

Albert J. Rand (transferred to Detachment G August 1959)

John C. Shinn

Glendon K. Dunaway (transferred from Detachment G August 1959)

Jacob Kratt, Jr. (transferred from Detachment G August 1959)

-_\:‘»:V"Hénllle-via ﬁir'.._mt\ijty.' ;
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CHAPTER XII - DETACHMENT B

Organization and‘ Traiping
The éctivation and fraining phas e of the second field detachment.
' ﬁroce'eded in a great deal more o‘fderly fka.sh'mn than the-first, and while
i ihis was to be e:?pected iﬁ the light of-experience gained, there bwerev
othér, factors which led to the smoother transition of the second group -
into a wéll -knit, effective énd highly motivated unit,
~ The Cofnma.nd'mg Officef, Colone‘l Edward A. Perry; was an
" aégres_si#e leader with é. strong urge to lead a winning team., Hé
'.dgmanded the full supp_o.r.tv‘ é,nci lo')ialtf of his men and in turn, spared

no effort in trying to achieve the best possible conditions for them.

of SAC Headquarters in J‘anuary 1956 and thus had three months before
- the act1va.t1on of his deta.chxnent in wh:.ch to visit Pro_]ect Hea.dquarters
| a.nd be fully ‘briefved ~to ﬁsit the training base-and witness operations‘
| there, band to hand plcic approxunately 60% of his offzcer cadre from
men known to him. In addition, the fa.c111t1es at the trammg baée at
Wé.tez;town were in better shape in _é;l_l fespécts t_é receive the second -
| group: ‘the SAC Training Unit ]‘:;ad.-béén a.blevb to 'pllx’cI forv}a;;;d ‘recor.nmg‘nda-
t%on; on deffiéienci.es.”and probllém“a.re;s in theé.irc;aft for correéﬁon
a.nd to'tailor»thei;"t_raininggcou‘rse‘ in line with tﬁ‘é exp_eriience gain‘ed_ B
Handle via BYEMAY
Gontrol System
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vﬁ'th the first group; arrangements for recruiting and indoctrinating
techreps for overseas service were Wdrking more smoothly; ané '
the primary equipment ha..d- been operationally proven.

Col, Perry's "orders assigned him to the 1007th Air Iatelligence.
Service Group with duty as Commanding Officer of Flight B of Project
Squadron Provisional, effective 6 March 1956, He reported at P.i:zﬁject
Headqua.rters, Washington, and began working with thé stﬁff on the
recruitment of his cadre and drafting plans and vprocedures-vfor the
training and ’oéerational phases. Personnel shortages and lateness in
#eppfting were. stiil being encountered, partic‘:ulgirly in the épecialties
of aeromédicine and supply and warehbusiné.

Mé.y 7ti1 (date of completion-o£ Detachment A's deployment) was
sef: as the day‘for activation of Weathér Re;:fonnaiséanc_e Squadron,
Provis;xonai .(II) at Watertown and the rhajority of thg_ détachment's‘v
personnel had reported in by the middle of .'May.r fhe aetachment-was
nét fully ménned, however, until the i:micidle of July.

. : % . 5 , o . ) *
The estimated date for completion of training in the U-2 of the nine

~contract pilots and four Detachment B officers was for 10 J"uly,"with the

2 ' : Withheld from public release
under statutory authority

| —T—Q—P———S—E—G—EEE—’P— - | of the Central Intelligence Agency

FOIA 5 USC §552(b)(6)
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USCM te-sfs beginning 23 July and deplpyment to follow about 10 August.v
- Mr. Bissell wanted to advance these dates to 16 l.]'ulya’nd SvAugust.
Tespectively in view of the fact that the sun angle over the Soviet |
targets ova interest v}ould‘becomé_less favoréBle for -phbtography each’”
day. He a};'sp wanted to set target dates which would require real ef_fo'r‘t‘
to meet; this was understood and agreed by Coi. Perry.

The ,optimistic outlook was adversely affec;ted by the late reporting
of the detaéhment's contract pilots. Five were on deck by mid4M=ay and
three additional pilots reported by 1 J”-une.l The con;ﬁr:ent trairiing ;)f'

- 'the four Greek pilots and two casuals for Detachment A, as we‘ll as fh‘e |

funning éf accelerated tests on the P-3l engine during May, June and |

mate in the middle of May was for a éosgible six ix}ee_ks? delay in the

operational readiness date; Ihowe;re r, with sofn_g adj‘ﬁst;i;ﬁeﬁts fn Work

schedules and t.raining, p;rog,r.ams aﬁd-@axi@uﬁ effoz;t by all éSncez;ned;
" the detachment held its USCM tésts 18 fhiéugh 21 suiy, A — __

_iéom’l"aat ready, and"ﬁegan deploymenf ‘?h 13 August'1956.

Withheld from public release
under statutory authority
of the Central Intelligence Agency
FOIA 5 USC §552(b)(6)
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Turkish Approval for Operations at Incerlik Air Base

The Air Force recommended on 7 March 1956 that Adana, 'I‘urkey,
_ be developed as a base for Detachment B in preference to Elevszs,
Greecé Reasons for the choice of Adana were that 11: Wasvr-closer to’
: prtor.lty targets, ‘had better termmal weather and avallable alte rnate

landing bases, a.vallable SAC 10g1stlca1 support (thls was 1ater dis:

~ The Progect Director concurred and proceeded to seek State Department

' concurrence There was a delay due toa new Ambassador to. Turkey
: not havmg been conflrmed On 11 Apnl 1956 ‘the Department of State _i ‘

,a.pproved an approach to the Turks through Turkxsh Air Force channels

: Meanwhzle the Progect Engmeer, | Iwas sent via

'USAFE to Adana to, ascertam what c0nstruct1on was necessary. The
Air Force was to susta.m the costs of add1t10na1 fac111.t1es but the

. Pro_]ect D1rector offered to re1mbu.rse the costs, . 1f any, Whlch the A1r

Force was ‘unableto meet. . After the survey, Jesttmated

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C., section 403g)
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that the basic facilities would be ready approximately 10 August, if
there were no slippages in delivery of materials. .This means the bare

essentials required for living and operating on the base. The additional -

=

‘base support facilities required would take up to four months to construct.

On 24 April Col. Russell Berg, together with Mr. Bissell's Personal

-Assistant, went to Ankara for the purpose of

obtaining -approval for overflights from Turkey by Detachment B at the
‘Service-to-Service level. It became evident from conversations with
~Agency and U.S. Air Force contacts in Ankara, and »the Charge'

di‘Avffaires, Mr. Foy Kohler, that approval could only be received ulti-

mately from the Prime Minister. requested Project

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C., section 403g)

; Headquarters by cable to obtain State Departinent concurrence in a
- Government~to~-Government approach, and asked that the Charge' be

so notified. This was done and on 28 April a message from the Secretary

of State to Mr. Kohler was sent to Ankara || 50X1, E.0.13526 (sée
: 'Ann-e'x‘ 76 for text).
On1 May 1956 Mr Kohler saw Prime Minister Ménd'er'es and'r_e.‘—

céivéd unqualified a‘ppr‘éval for ope_ra.tidnS from Turkey. The Prime

Minister was told that the

[ 50X4, E.0.13526 |

that the group at =

S Hanﬂle fx_;ial BYEMAN
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Adana would consist of about 130 pvérsonr.zell with five U-2's; that the
operé.tion would last approximately two yeé.vrs; that the _i,ntelli.gencve
;:ollec;ted wpuld be given to the Turks »ij:'hr’ough nornﬁal channels; and
that in thqel_event of a cﬁmpr_omise_,- the Turkish G.overnment‘ wo’uAld ﬁgt ”
Be eﬁpe‘éted to take any of the responsibility. -Menderes revplived .thé.t |
in su.ch an event he wéuld é_t least meet in cons_ultation and prorvnised‘

"tq keep lgnowledgé of the operation (in the extended cove;' story ‘ve_rsion)
to Generai Tunaboylu, Chief of Staff ofv t.he. Turkish _Gene ré.l‘Staff, and
 his Députy, Lt. Gen. Rﬁsm Erdelhun, and Mr. Nuri Biigi, .‘Secxl'-etaify» :
G'énera.l of the Foreig_n:Ministfy. , | i | | |

| Because of dpproécheé rr;a'de .to_ th‘e Greeks concerning pg)ssible use
B of El’evsis, it wa;s'felt poiitically expv_f.ec_lient» to_lefz ‘the King énd Queen V
o énid the Prim‘e Minister"know- ixﬁmedia’cely tﬁat' there haci' been a ‘&ha.ngé' :

 in plans, but without referring to the use of a "Turki'sh base. ' This was

~ accomplished by| 50X1, E.0.13526

DePloYm-e?xt ,io Incer}lik _
R -Tl;é:aavance e.chel-ohs. of-_communicatiogs. | v'vsecvlvlrit»",r a.-hd 'ope":vfatiohs
. pexsonnel depasted for Adana on 25 and 27 July 1956, and by 2 August |
" & itempéra'ry conimun‘;éations_ link \;_:'vas 'evst_a'.bili.‘shé'aj between Incer e ; 5
aﬁd Pr'oj'eét Headci_uart'éré- '.Thg . e ‘¢'hafrge".of-£he a;d;/aﬁce,' party, |
| | 7. | |
Handle via BYEMAN =
Control System
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Lt.. Col. -'Rola.'n'd L. j?érkins, ‘sent back a‘gloomy report on the ‘sta;tﬁé

.of construction at Iﬁcerlik, but the Project Dii‘ect_of f.e_it there was no.

' 'z‘a.lf:ernative to going ahead with deployment even though the U-2's and
sbme of the -equipment would have to be left( m the open for a while until
hangar and sforage space was rea;i‘y. Therefore the move went ahead

| according to schedule and between 14 and 17 -Augusf 1956 a combined
MATS/SAC airlift of C-118's and C-124's delivered WRSP (IL}, cémplete
with aircraft, equipment and supplies fo Turkey.' |

To insure that there would be no misunderst’aﬁdi;xg with régaré to
line of commar'ldv(a'.s had occurred with Detachment A) the Project Direc-

tor sent a dispatch to Col. Perry before his departure from Watertown

Detachment's affairs. These were:
a. To implement policies and orders of the Commanding

Officer and assure c;.ompli_ance‘ therewith.

b. To maintain liaison with CIA| | 50X1, E.0.13526

¢. To maintain liaison with host government agencies and
' coordinate contact of other detachrjnent personnel with these agencies.

d. To advise the Comrh’anding Officer on Agency p(j)lici,es», .

regulations, etc.

' a outlining the duties of the Executive Officer in the rnanége'me‘nt of the |

 Handle via BYEUA
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e. To é.ct as office of record for the detachment.
f. To coordinate supﬁort activities with operational planning. .
g. To review organi;ation and procedures and advise the
Commanding Officer on proposed"changes.
h. | To perform other duties aé the 'Commé.ndiﬁg Officer may
direct.
Colqnel'Perry’accepted fully the concept of joint administration but

at the same time insisted that as Commanding Officer he retain full con-

trol over all elements of his command and that detachment personnel

(including security and communications) should not communicate directly

with their sup'erior‘s in Washington, and that any reports by official

visitors to the detachment should in every case be submitted through him.

Although the detachment retained its unit designation as WRSP (I1),
the additional designation of Detachment 10-10, TUSLOG, was added in

order to incorporate the unit into the theater command for support pur-

poses (iﬁcluding APO mailing priirileges). Facilities constfucfion,:

airlift, ground vehicles and other normal Air Force support were to be
le'x}iééi on USAFE'Hea.dquarters §vith_ the promise of priority treatment.
Incerlik Air Base, a SAC pdst«strike base for-long-range aircraft,
situafed seven miles out of Adana near the soﬁ.‘thern coast of ‘Turkey,
9 i
T o viiy r .
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was vocculiied by a sma.llbho'usekeeping group with little or no activity .
at the time of Detachment B's arrival. : Liaiso:; with the base comple-
ment was esfcablished with Col. Gordon F. Tho‘maé, Base C‘omma.nder,
and ‘clearéd-. contacts in the local OsI aﬁd Provest Marshal sections.

The settling in of detachment personnel and readyﬁ.ﬁg of the aircraft

and equipment for operations was hampered by deia,ye-d completion of

facilities, poor sanitation, substandard mess, electrical failures, low

quality indigenous help, and extreme heat.

The Detachment Flight Surgeon, Dr. Marriott, shortly after arrival
of the group wrote up a detailed report of the unsatisfactory and unsanitary

condition of the mess at Adana which was sent back to Headquarte;:s.

© When it was shown to Col. Geary (who then occupied the position of

Headquarters USAF Project -Ofﬁcer) he immediatelg.r brodght it to the

attention of Gen. Smart,. Vi.c_e Chief of Staff, who in turn referred it

to Gen. Tunner at USAFE Headquarters. Gen. Tunner sent his Inspector
' General down to Turkey to investigate (Ialthqugh he was quite angry at

the report having reached Washington without "'going through c’ha,nn',els“').

. Action was soon taken to relieve the Food Service Qfﬁcer and his’

assistant and get replacements. Other corrective action included pro-

curement of dishes, glasses, silverware, water coolers and other -

10

~ Handle via BYEMAN
- Control System.




C(05492914

[s0x1, E.0L13526T

items to improve service. New screening for windows and screen =
doors was ordered, and sanitation in general improved by cleaning and
freshipaint. All of this did not happen overnight--in fact it took several

months to realize the necessary improvements in the living and working

areas.

- The problem of airlift in and out of Adana for both freight and pass-

engers was a principal concern of Col. Perry's group for almost four

'months after arrival, Consideration had been given to establishing a

twiee-weekly Athens-~Adana run ueing the Agency C-54| |

but this was ruled out for security and other reasons (except

- in cases of dife- emergeney), and dependence had to be placed on the

limited regular USAF fhghts (two or three a week) from Athens or
Rhein Main, Germany. In December 19 56 USAFE finally delivered a

_suppdrt C-54 to the detachment for 1t‘s} own use and this was probably

the greatest boon to morale that was experienced by the gyxr-,o'up'durihg :

its entire stay in Turkey‘. It meant not only the ability to bring in

ba.dly needed supp11es and equlpment and to exchange pouches and

. passengers for quzck connectmn w1th Washmgton, but it also meant

the possibility of schedulmg rest and rehablhtatwn tmps out of Turkey

for Detachm_ent persennel

11
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Liaison was eétablished Qith fhe Agency Stafion at Frankfurt,
Germany, and arrangements were made for thé' Station's assistance
in local purchases and other day-to-day project business in Germany.
Later a Pfoject Liaison Officer from Headquartezrs was established
at Wiesbaden, first in the office of the DCS for Operations (phy-s-i,c}a.lly
located in the office of Lit. ‘Col. R. D. Steakley) and later moved fo
the qffice of Lt. Col. Charles Carver of the USAFE Materiel Diréctor- :
- ate. The project officer assigned performed liaison as required betweén
Project Headquarters, USAFE cémponeﬁts, the two operating detach-
‘ment.é,_ Frankfurt Station, and the photo-_-int}erpretation center at

- Wiesbaden (URPIC/W). His activities were facilitated by access to

[50X1,E.0.13526 | | |

and Agency pouch and other facilities at Frankfurt Station.

- First Qperations: Mid_dle_East Cove»rage
In the late summef and early fallb of 1956, the 'raipid deterioration
of the situation m Egypt and the re‘la'tions'between that country and the |
‘ ,B‘ib"iti'sh‘ and Frenéh, a.ﬁd tl;;e cutting- off éf irbztellige‘:.nge bea-;iﬁg upon
these _deve1§pments, led the Ad Hoc Reéuirem‘evptsr Committee (ARC)
to rééomrﬁend to the Intelligence Cominﬁhity t:ha.t requirements f_01; L
coverage of the Middl‘ej East be lé‘vied on Project AQUATCNE whose
12 | |
OP SFEERET
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U-2 aircraft were deployed conveniently nearby awaiting permission of -
‘higher authority to resume their primary mission of overflights of the

Soviet Union. The initiation of Middle East overflights was authorized

b}"thé White House after concurrence by the Secretary of State in the
ARC'S recommendations. _ Both the Presi&ent and the Secretary of
State were kept constantiy informed of the progress of these overflights
by reports or by briefings with phofographic diéplé.ys of intelligence ob-~
ta.i.ned. | | '- |
The fir}stl Middle East flight by Detachment B was flown on 11 Sep-
temﬁer.l956, and the last on 28 February 1960. During this period a

“total of 151 overflights were made: 11 by Detachment A, 17 by British

American pilots.  During this period the following Middle Eastern

. o % _
countries were covertly overflown:

Aden S . Kuwait
Afghanistan ~ Lebanon

Bahrein ' Pakistan -

Egypt : Qatar

Ethiopia , © Saudi Arabia’

Israel ~~ Syria N
“Iran _ ~ Turkey = '
Iraq ) o Yemen
Jordan

# There is no 'in_fdz;ﬁiation available that indicates that the G2 was.
subject to radar tracking by any Middle East country except Israel.

) 13
| * Handle via BYEMAR
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‘When Middle East cove.rage got und.ef\.;vay_in' Sépﬁember 1_956, fhé ’
film from missions was still being sent back to the Eaétman prbceésing' |
facility, buta when the military sitna‘cion in the _Suez_‘a‘rea heated up énd.
miésion reSultsiwere reqnife& f‘or‘ immeciiate tacticé,i -nse,- the Pho.to
Interpretatlon Center (PIC) established a branch at Wlesbaden (URPI.C/W)

Wlth a small sub unit later set up at Adana (URPIC /1), manned by a

The Detachment thus had

three-man team led by

an immediafe read-out capability bso_’that.ﬂash reports could be: cabled
‘}‘E'o Was‘hington within a very éhprt time aftér the @is sion aircrnft landed,
at Adana. Thin facility was maintained in stand-—by. condition during
non operatlona'i perwds S0 that on demand 1t could be reinstituted in a
matter of 12 to 24 hours. | |

’ Hdnoi’ing the promise to Prime Minister Mendéres.to shafé the}
1nte111gence obtained Wlth the Turks vthe :f1r st 1nte111gencve summary »

was glven to him on 27 November 1956 and related prlnClpa.lly to the

- Syrlan Air Order of Battle.

'Problems' with Commanding Officer, Detaéhment B

| Once Detachment B was estabhshed at Adana, Col Perry 1nst1tuted

‘a continuous stream of cable messages to Headquarters Whlch at flrst

were 1imited to listing deficiencies 're_quirihg I—Ie_adqu_a;rters or USAFE

14
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supply actmn, but whxch soon turned to pohcy matters, questioning

Headquarters decisions, and -suggestmg changes in estabhshed.proce-

dures. Interspersed were messages on the private channel to either

Mr. _Bisse'li or Col. Gibbsg

In January 1957 his request for Headquarters consultation was

granted, along with ten days of home leave to visit his farhily. ! |

In announcing Col. Perry's forthcoming TDY at 'Headquarters, »

My. Bissell noted to the concerned members of his staff:

' = ; "I do not anticipate any earth-shaking decisions or
' I ™ 1mporta.nt new policies to emerge from Col. Perry's trip.
. Ifeel it is most important, however, especially in the llght :
' . . of our long exchange and not mfrequent differences of view
' . with him during the past several months, that we be exposed
‘ S face to face to his philosophy and attitudes and he to ours,
. ' If we can obtain a more vivid and complete understanding of
his problems as he sees them and he of ours, and if each of
. us can get a better grasp of the other's reasons for holding
' "~ the views he does, the v131t will be most profltable u, 1/ -

_lj SAPC- 12083 4 January 1957 Memorandum to PrOJect Staff from

R. M. Bissell, Jr. e
- Withheld from public release

15 under statutory authority
| of the Central Intelligence Agency
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Dufing his TDY at Headquarters on 5.and 6 February 1957, Col. Perry
had a long private talk with Mr. -Biésell, of w}vlic‘h» no record wa;s made,
but the resul‘ts were that.Col; Perry dis cuéséd his detéchmént' problems
with the Headquarters Staff in a fairly c':a.lm': o coo-pera_ti‘v‘e' spirit and -
' _-debé‘art‘ed for Adana appareﬁtly intent on getting'ﬂ on with the job.
In March a vzszt was paid to Adana by Col. GlbbS and a Headquarters”_ '
party for purposes of a general mspectzon, and to discuss cutback and -
reas SLgnment of personnel The politiéal hold-down of tﬁe ,pramarsr mis-

'Slon and uncertamty of the future of the pro;ect made it necessary ‘to try

1/ Letter to Dr. Wz.llza.m R. Lovelace, J'r , dated 7 January 1957.
16 '
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to maintain the capability in the field on as economical a basis aé
possible. The condition of the Detaéhrﬁent"s facilities and adequacy of
current supply lines and procedures were‘ reviewed. An improvement
in the over-all picture was evident and .the Liaison Office at USAFE

~ Headquarters, Wiesbaden, was fuﬁctioning very well since it had been
placed in the offices of the Materiel Directorate in lieu of Col. Steakley's
_office in Operations.

The number of Middle East missions during the first few months
of 1957 had decreased to a minimum as a result of United Nations peace-
making activities in the Suez affair, and on 1 February the ARC had recom-
r/nendved dis cpntinuance of use of the U-2 for ‘t].ais coverage in order not to
jeopardize its use in penetration flights into the Soviet orbit in the current
photographic season, permissioﬁ for which it was hoped would be fofth-

' éoming soon. Two successful Elint miséions with Sys‘tem V were fldwn
a;lt)'n'g the Soviet border, the second of which on 18 March 1957, returning
from Afghanistan inadvertently overflew a portion of the Soviet Union
which set off a chain reaction through the inf.elligence community ﬁp to
SAC Hea.dqu‘ar.te.rs, and a rw'rittenm expla.nation of why and how this happened

- had to be prepared for Hea&quarters, USAF, with corrective,action being
taken with regard to pilots' operational p‘.rocedures fo- ensﬁre no répet-i-

tion ‘of the ‘incident,

17
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The Middle East moved toward another crisis in April 1957.
King Hussein of Jordan threw ,pro—Communiists out of his government
and was faced with a possible uprising, The U.S. 6th Fleet was ord-

" ered to the Eastern Mediterranean to show support for Hussein, Mid-

dle East missions were flown as required for tactical coverage of this
- development by Detachment B until the situation in:Jordan calmed down
~and the 6th Fleet was moved back on its normal station,

Flrst Staging from Paklstan

At a meeting Wlth the Pre51dent on 6 May 19 57 the dec181on was

Withheld under statutory authority of the
| Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

gﬂ .'réached that overflights of Russia would be renewed and would be staged
g = . | |
.g by Deté.chmeht B from Pakistan if permis sion could be obtained from
3“ the Gé\}ernmént of Pakistanﬁfor.use of a base. Mr Bissellfs P;rsonal
S Aséistant. | | visited Karachl fovf this purposa

| between 3 and 7 J’une 1957 and along thhJ \ 50x1 E.O. 13526 | J

briefed President erza 'a.nd requested approval

for a Ij42 staging rﬁiésion 1"into Sinkiang for gi‘r s_a_rﬁ.pling -a.nd é.l:ectroni.c»» b'
| inteliigence” from a base in ?akistén.' :'Thé’l?rééidént asked fha.t Prime ;
Mi‘r'x,iste.r SuhraWardy's approval bens‘ought’ (Witﬁou{: informiné him tha..t

‘the Presz.dent had already been seen). This was 'dohe .‘and’ thé‘Prime‘.

Mmlster gave hlS approval but said he Would like the group to talk with

18 e
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Generai Ayub Khan. Geﬁeral-Ayub, ;%zhen epproeched,' said l;xe »v‘vould ._
»eé.vise the Prime Minister against this “projeet u»nless the U.S. wa.s”
| w1111ng to furnish Paklstan the needed military aid (pr1nc1pa11y fldhte;.‘
aircraft)vpreviously requested. On 5 June 1957 a second visit w1th the
Prime Mlmster by the U.S. representatives dlsclo sed that Ayub had not

. dissuaded him from permlttlng the,operatlon. Although the Prime Mini-

ster sald he agreed with Ayub that Paklstan should have more azd he
- did not ask a g uid }.‘_) g o for use of the base. Lahore wa.s chosen for

the operatlon since the runway at Peshawar (2 more desirable }.ocatmn)

was undergding repair. Col. Pexry and the PrOJect Engzneer,

joined to visit and inspect the base facilities.,

 Operation SOFT TOUCH

Use of the base at Lahore was agreed for the approximate period

of 7 July 1957 through 7 August 1957, with a p0551b1e extensmn if found

Withheld under Statutory authority of the
‘| Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

| U.S.C., section 403g)

: ito» be necessary. The advance echelon a.rr1ved on 12 July and commum~ ;o
| b'o‘ations v&ere established ’wi“th Adars on, 13 Juiy. ~ The r}naiz;l_’ta.sk force
o »<V>f 4.0 personnel, | including allb eight 'contract iailefsv ana threevU—Z air-
craic;t'(t\#o with the new enti-radavr ap?iication) follo‘;ved iﬁ@ediateiy
and.after shake-down of equlpmen’c Walted until 4 August before target
‘wea.ther cleared and ﬁhe firet rrussl.on could b‘e':run. Nme overﬂlghts

19 . HANDLE VIA BYEMAN
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were carried out between 4 and 28 August and while four were classified

~as "poor'" due to camera or other malfunction or target weather, excel-

lent coverage was obtained of the guided missile test range at what later
came to be known as Tyura Tam, and of the Siberian atomic proving
bground at Semipalatinsk, as well as other known or suspected installa-’

tions, (See overleaf for a lisi;ing of SOFT TOUCH missions and the

‘ .targets cqvered.)

'On 10 August 1957 the Government of Pakistan received a complaint

from t;h»e Indians through the UN Kashmir Observer on an overflight of
. Indian terntory on 5 August, The violation was not é.ttributed to the

- U= 2 and the Pakistanis took care of the Inchan complamt by blammg

recommended early withdrawal of the staging party since its contmued

' pres ence would a1d the Soviets in pmpomtmg the operatmg base from -

~ which the overfhghts were orlgmatmg. The task force therefore with-

__dr_év'v on 30 August and returned to Turkey.

‘Briefings were given in W’ashington in éa.rly Septérhber on the

- results of these missions to the President and the Secretary of State by.
' Gen. Cabell and Mr., Lundahl, On 27 November, the British Prime

. Minister, Mr. Macmillan, and members of his cabinet were also briefed

by Mr. Luﬁdaill in Liondon on SCF.’I" ;TOUCI'-I"-intellligevnce. :
. . 0 . ;
o - Handle via BYEMAN
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~ SOFT TOUCH Missions:
_Date Msn. No. _ Duration Pilot Targets _ Config. &Results
4 August 1957 4036 "~ 8 hr. 35 min. Powers China, TiHwa, Mongolia A-2 = Poor
. 0 {abort before Irkutsk)
5 August 1957 4035 _7hr. 30 min. Edens Novokazalinsk, Kzylorda, B{DB}* Good
: ) Aral Sea (Tyura Tam) .
11 August 1957 4039 6 hr. 25 min.v Mc Murray Ust Kamerogorsk (abort " B(DB) Poor
o ‘before Novosibirsk})
20 August 1957 4045 8 hr. 40 min, Snider Tomsk, Novosibirsk A-2 . Good
. 20 August 1957 4048 " 8 hr. 5 min. Jones Semipalatinsk, Omsk o A-2(DB) Fair
i i . Balkhash
| 21 August1957 4049 9 hr. 10 min, Birkhead Krasnoyarsk A-2 Poor
21 August 1957 = 4050 8 hr. 05 rmn © Cherbomeaux Stalinsk, Semipalatinsk, A-2(DB) Excelle
SR : T Alma Ata
|21 August 1957 4051 6 hr. 40 min. Hall Tibet, Lhasa B Poor
28 August 1957 4058 "7 hr. 35 min. Jones Leninabad, Aralsk A.-2(DB) Excéllé
t L o {Tyura Tam) ’
o Note: DB stands for "Dirty Bird", the
' name given the U-2 with the
anti-radar application. - ‘
e i e  Handle via BYEMAN
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Withheld under statutory authority of the

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

'_00veragé of Syria by Detachment B on 31 August and 1 September was

by Detachment B to cover the Russian missile test range at Kapustin Yar

| graphed just after a missile had been fired which provided bonus

information.

’Chabnvge of Command, Detachment B

’ _qua.l;ter's allowing' dependents to accbmpa.ny d_etachmenf_ personnel over-

seas, The immediate effgcf was the necessity for additional housing. -

; theifurniShing. of additional quarters, he was given 'guid'elii_leS‘ and dele-

gated contractual authority by Mr. Bissell with the 'folloivin‘g p_rjovis'o: fa

-] U.S.C., section 403g)

On 18 August 1957 a pro-Soviet military group in Syria executed

a coup and subsequently joined forces with Egypt under Egyptian control.

obtained and a report oh Syrian troof_: disposition and air order of battle
wa..sl _fu_rnishved the Turks oﬁ 9 Septém’oer in order to forestail their over-
ﬂying Sy.ﬁa to obtain such information an&pés sif:ly touching off further
serious hostilities, |

‘On 10 September permission was received for a one time flight

and fbrtunately the mission was timed so that the facilities were photo~

. On 20 September 1957, a change in poiicy was instituted by Head~

Before departed for Adana on 25 '-Septerr.xber to look into

. Y1 am interested in doing everything reasonable and
proper to ensure that personnel of this Project stationed at .

. H’aﬁ»dlé»'via BYEMAN |
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Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

U.S.C,, section 403g)

1/ SAPC-19633, 25 September 1957, Memorandum for
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"Base B enjoy facilities, both residential and recreational,
that are as livable as the conditions over which we have no
control will permit. At the same time I do not wish to at-
tempt construction on such a scale that we will overcommit
ourselves financially or that through sponsorship of major
construction we will attract attention to Base B as an Air

. Force base blessed by 'special favors' or a privileged status
in Air Force Headquarters,' 1/

Twenty off-base houses were rented during TDY in

Adana and contractual arrangements were entered into with a local

firm for renovation needed to bring them up to acceptable standards.

-Col. Perry completed his 18-month tour and returned to Headquart-
ers in October 1957 for reassignment by the Air Force. Col. Stanley W.

Beerli agreed to move from his post as Commanding Officer bqf Detach-

" ment C in Japan and take over command at Adana. With the arrival of -
Col, Beerli in November 1957 at Detachment B, there was an almost
h corhplete change-over of personnel, Col, Beerli bréught with him from

~ Japan several of the unit who had served with him there as well as five

of the Detachment C contract pilots.
"By January 1958 the shaking-dow'n process of the new command

was generally completed. Two of the Detachment's earlier problems

- f R, M. Bissell, Jr. :
rom Withheld under statutory authority of the

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50
U.S.C., section 403g)
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were still bothersome--supply and air transport. ’This could be
.a-ttfr-ibuted in a measure to the geographic location of the baée with
re»épect to sources of supply, as well as to the lowered priorities
now being-gfanted to filling the Detachment's requirements, since
the fast strike nature of the opera;;ion had given way to piece-meal
coverage of primary targets.

Col. Beerli began work in February 1958 on a '"Fast Move"
staging concept which would allow the deployment of a self-supporting
task force of approximately 30 men and one U-2 gircraft to a remofe .
base with shop and office faci.lities installed Within the C-124 used for
airlifting the grbup to the forward staging b;ase. This plan was drafted

~ and sent to Headquarters where the 6peratibns kStaff, after full discus-
sion, recommended that the concept be further investigated and refined
so.tha.t it could be used in future staging operations té'bases where
'.perma,'nent fé_cilities were not‘available, | thﬁs expé.nding operational

capability.

Second ‘Sta‘ging' Planning

| Eaﬁy in February 1958, as a fgs;z,lt of briefing by the DCI and
Mr. Bissell on future operational p‘l.ans kof the i:rc}jéct,_ the Secretary of
State approved approaching fﬁe-Pakis’tani; aé‘ain and requesting the use

" of a base for Operation BLUE MOON, a follow-up to the missions run
| | 23 |
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the previous August from Lahore. The approval of President Mirza

and Prime Minister Noon was secured on 21 February 1958£ J

50X1, E.0.13526 | of

the ’Project Headquarters Staff in Washington conducted the negotiations.
- The briefing on mission purpose gi;ven the Pakistanis followed the Elint
édver story (with .no mention of photography). The ‘U'.'S. Ambassador,
James Langley, was also briefed, using the same cover st.ory; Mr Ali
Asghar, J;)irit Secretary of the Mi.nistry‘ of Defense was séen byr

Col. ‘Beerli in company with Col. Clinton True, Air Attachd, and

and permission was granted to use the base at Peshawar,

a hangar and necessary facilities.

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C., section 403g)

On 6 March 1958 the Soviet Government presentéd £o the »Stat_e‘
D‘eéartment (without making it public) a prétest cgtsncernihg the o{re:c:flight
of théir f‘af East Maritimé Province. The flight was a Detachment -C
inission over Ukrania on 1 March; however the Russians attributed the:
é.ircraft to the U.S. Air Force in its ﬁrst pi'otes‘t note (later identifying :
the airc'r'a;_ft' as of the ﬁ-Z type). AllL overflights by U-2's were imrne-
-diately: grounded,r'indefinitely, on order of highest ;utho%ity’, and BLUE

MOON was therefbré_ called off.
24
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Staging from Norway: Planned and Postponed

On 26 June 1956 Mr. Bissell and Gen. Cabell flew to Ge.rma..ny to
brief Chancellor Adenauer on AQUATONE. They .\x.f_ere i‘nvited'to travel
in the aircraft of the Chief of NATO Forceé, Gen. Albert Gruenther, -
and enroute to Germany they took the oppbrtunity to brief Gen. Gruenther
on the U~2 project and get his views concerning an approach to the Nor-
wegians for use of a base frqm Whicﬁh_to operé.tg over Russia. Gruenther
was pessimistic concerning thes‘e prospécts and indicated that if any ap~

proach were made, it should be at the highest level in the Norwegian

Government and not through Col, Evang, head of Norwe_gia.ﬁ Intelligence.

The next day | 50X1, E.0.13526 was

and he reported that the Norwegians were still somewhat sour as a resuit

“of the failure of GENETRIX {the ba.llooh project) to achieve promised in-

telligence, He recommended that the first approach be to Col. Evang._

It was two yea'rs before an approach was actually made to the Nor-

weglans in June 1958. ’?{)Xl, E.0.13526 arranged through Evang

for Col, Beerli and to visit Bodo on 19 June to inspect the

available base facilities. Planning then went ahead for Operation

HONEYMOON to be staged from Bodo. Two events intervened which

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C., section 403g)
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delayed the carrying out of these plahs. First on 27 June 1958 the
Agency's C-118 aircraft f;om the Wiesbaden Air Section §vas shot down
over Armenia by the Russians the surviving members of the crew
(including L't. Col. Dale Brannon and other Agency-afssignedv military
per'sonnel)'were seized and held by the Russians, while charges and
countercharges were aired in the internationai press. Second, on

14 July a pro-Nasser group in Iraq assassinated ‘Kin_g Faisal and took
over the government, The next day, Presider_lt Eiéen.héwér ordered
5,000 U.S. Marines to be put asﬂore. at Beirut ffoih the 6th Fleet at
the request of Leb;nese Président .Cha.moim,. who féared overthrow ofv
‘his government. At i:he saﬁe time Brifish .troop;s were reqtilesteAd‘ by;

| Jordan. The daily ojr twi‘ce da;ily'U-Z coverage of th>e. Middle _Eastiu
t;rouiale ép:ots on behalf of .the'Intelligenc':e Commuﬁity, ‘v_particlui-arly the \

- U.S. Navy, required all of Detachx;zmeﬁt- IIEV>'s a;ssletsf ki |

. The proposed operation from Bod‘o had been opposed by Gen. LeMay e

unless .each sqrtié Wer.ej' carefully and spec_ifically justiﬁe'd., The Air |

Staff believed that three of the _élanned missions could préducﬁ_e- inad-

vertent overflights with consequent Soviet protests, Meanwhile, |:|

that Norwegian Intelligence fe‘lt' the Bodo .

-operation should be postponed in view of the Middle East crisis.

[50X1, E.0.13526 |
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General Cabell concurréd in the postponement, with fxgture‘reac_:tivation
of the operation to be at the discretion of the Project Director.

United Nations int‘ervention in the _M‘iddle East, voted at an
emergency session of the General Assembly on 8 Aﬁgust, brought a lull

to hostilities. On 11 August 1958, Detachment B, at the request of the

U.S. Navy, ran Operation BIG EARS with Elint System IV over the

6th Fleet in order to test the Fleet's radar capabilities and limitations.
The result.s of this operation were of great value to the Na'vy not only in
its ;)p.erations but for future research and development purposes as well.

Project NEW MOON

‘With the Middle East t empora;ily quiet, on .28.‘ August 1958 the.
f’resident was briefe& on Operation NEW MOON (reél_a..cemen%: for
HONEYMOON) and he approved about 9v0% of .the. coverage proposed,
personally checking thé ﬂightliﬁes Aof each rﬁi‘ssion éla.n. NEW.MOON

was. planned_so as to use the Elint operation é‘revioubsvly applfovea ‘by the -
Norw.egians as cover‘fo.r an added Soviet overflightv. ’Col. Evang §vas
the only Nofwegian to kn'ow of th_é ovgrﬂigixt éhaée‘of the operation.

Col. _Willia_.miB_urke, | theﬁ Deputy ‘P‘rdje'ct Director, ‘briefed the
Air Staff on ‘2 September 1955 concerning the ;;roposed c_:overége f_ror;i

“Bodo of Polyarny Urals, including the Pvrés"ident's .desir.é: that this over-
flight of the USSR be launched frqm Norwéy. "~ The reacf:ion of the Aif
| | | 27
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Staff was that this mission was more likely to cause a protest than
a mission originating in Pakistan and landing at Bodo, but all were

pleased that at least a mission had been approved. Norwegian approval

for use of Bodo was cleared

on 4 September 1958, and the task force departed

| 50X1, E.0.13526 | -

from Adana on 10 September, arriving at Bodo on the 15th due to weather
and aircraft malfunction enroute,

The weather vwas unfavorablé until 25 October, when an Elint
"peripheré.l mission was launched, A.ftef waiting ’teﬁ days longer for
‘s‘ui’cable Weather for the primary mission, with no p'ro‘svpvect‘ of better
Weathel;', a substitute mission Waé flown from Bodo .over the Gulf of
Finland and the Baltic Sea, ‘and thénce returning té Adana, The mission
w.as tracked by Russian radar, and officials of the Norwegian Foreign
Office became. awa,re: of the flight }an”d were very ulnhappy,. more over
their ignorance of the arranéements made through NérWegian Intelligenc_e‘_
than with the activity itself;‘ Evang's poéifioﬁ at that povinvtrwas sofnething
less than securé.

. Mr. Bissell expressed concern on the need for Bet’cer liaison plan-

ning in future staging operations, He noted to Col. Burke in a follow-up

on the Bodo operation:

28
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"Looking at our Norwegian activity with the advantage of
hindsight, it is my 1rnpress1on that the following dlscrepanmes'
may be outlined:

"a, We failed to achieve suppression of radar for
one of the flights into Bodo.

-

"b. Though we went into Bodo under USATF cover,
we failed to arrange for any notification to reach either
Gen. Johnson or Gen. Motsfield through normal USAF chan-
nels. We thereby called the attention of the Norwegian Air
Force to the unusual nature of this operation.

. "e. We never seemed able to reach a clear mutual
understanding with Evang as to what information we were to
furnish him during our stay in Bodo...

"The preparation of a liaison plan should cause us to con-
sider carefully the nature of our cover in any country in which
we operate and to inquire how notification of our arrival would
reach the local authorities concerned if our cover story were in
fact true. I would like to suggest therefore that the Cover and
Security Sections in Headquarters as well as Operations and the
appropriate individuals in the Detachment be concerned with the

| planning of future staging operations. o 7f
In Jaﬁua.ry 1959 it waé lea.rned tha;t the Norwegian Ambassador to
- Moscow had been called in by Foreign Minister Zorin and told that the
Norwegian Government shou.ld take gteps to halt hostile acts against

the USSR (i.. e., allowing U.S. and British warplanes to use Bodo as a '

' base for reconnaissance flights against the USSR).

. l/ CHAL- 0491, 30 December 1959 Memorandum to Deputy D1rector,
DPS from R. M. Bissell, Jr.
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British Jo_in.Detac'hrnenf B
In December l958kthe British OLDSTER unit arrived at Adana and

- were gradually integrated into the Detachment. The Prime Minister's
approval -fof British pilots to participate in operatiénal missions carried
the proviso that some cover backéround should be built up with meteor-
ological flights. Therefore before the unit settled in, one U-2 was
ferried to Watton RAF Base, Englaﬁd, for tﬂe purpose of running some
missions with the weather configuration to establish cover in England.
(British participation in the program is covered in Chapter XIIIL. )

- Elint Missions

Two outstanding Elint missions by Detachment B were among the

coincide with an expected Sovie.t ""moon shot‘; on 2 January 1959, an

Elint mission with System IV (Ferrét) was flown over the Soviet/Afghan-
co -isfan border in order to cover the launching of _tﬁe Russian lunar probe

""Metchta'' from the Kyzyl Kum Desert in Turkm‘e‘n. The feSults were

gééd. The other "first' was the ‘acvquisition,. using System VII, on

9 June 1959, of an intercept 6f 30 seconds of -tellemetry' p‘rio;c to the

first stage burn-out of a Soviet ICBM laun;hgd from Kapu-étin Yar, The |

second stage telemetry was obtainéd by a SAC RB-47 at a lower altitude -

& . ) : '
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with manned equipment and the two mutually confirmed intercépts were
of great value to analysts in determining the size, type and other

characteristics of the engines used in the missile.

Further Operations, 1959

Other than Elint missions, the Detachment kepf busy with routine
coverage of Middle Ea.sftrouble spots, upper air sampl'mg é.nd weather
missions. Two weather flights wefe staged by the British pilot’s,‘ again
out of Watton RAF Base, continuing to build their cove:;'.- These flights
occurred on 7 and 8 May 1959 with the support of Detachment B and the
Brri'tish Meteorological Office, in coordination Witil the RAF,

In May 1959, Col. William Burke made an inspection visit to the

Detachment and found the unit in good shape, particularly in pilot pro-

ficiency (including the British) as confirmed by tracker analysis of

missions flown. He found the Detachment's off-base housing to be ade-~

 quate but recommended that all pilots _andvthei.r families should live on

base, and that, if the tenure at Adana were extended through é.nother
séa.son, trailers should be installed on base for all personnel for pro-'.

ject security and to avoid any anti-American incidents.

~ Soviet Missile Launch Site Covered Again

The requirement of the U.S. defense community for intelligence

" on the status of the Soviet missile program was rendered more critical

31
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by the belliéQSe statements being made by Khrushchev reférring to an
already operational Soviet ICBM capability. Two CHALICE operations
‘were planned and tentatively approved early in 1959 which would collect
additional hard information on the location of operational ICBM sites
and facilities eﬁgaged in missile I:;rodu.ction-. A Big Three meeting iﬁ
Wéshington the first of April, and plans. for a Foreign Ministers' Con-
ference in Geneva in May (at which Khrushchev's demand for a "Summit"
meeting t‘o settle all issues was to-b¢ discussed) caused the postpone-

V ment of the planned U-2 operations. The inconclusive conference in
GénéQa adjourned on the Z‘Oth. of June until July 13th, and in the intérim '

permission was given for one mission. On 9 July 1959 a successful

| flown from Peshawar and collected excellent photography.

A change of command at. Detachment B took ‘pla'.ce when C‘ol. Beerli
finiéhed his tour and departed for Washington to become Project Directbr
of Operations. He was replaced at Ada.né. by Col. William Sheltoﬁ who’

.'ai‘r.i‘ved on duty on 31 July i95§.. In Aggusf: two contract pilots A(Rand and
Bake:) rotated back to the ZI for assig.nment with Detachment G at
Edwards while two Detachment G‘piloté (Ki—att and Dunaway) mév‘ed

’ ’w;th t.;héir.famili‘esb to Adana. Also in Aqgust, two U-2C's 'r(ithe mé.delv
TOR SEGRET
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configured with the J-75 engine) were fex_‘rieti to Adana and an
accompanying team, during an intensive t\;voewee_ks period, trained
the operating and maintenance personnel, checking out 10 pilots. The
aircraft, engines and other equipment functioned well and the system
was declared operationally ready at the end of »two weeks. _

British Operations

In October 1959 Opﬁera.tion FULL HOUSE was staged from Watton
.. RAF Base by the British pilots. for ?netéofological missions and cover
.v bu_i.ld-up.' A Detachment B task force using the "Fast Move' concept
of operaﬁons supported the deployment and two successful missions
were flown, Two Soviet overﬂvight missibns by British pilots were
_ fiz;ally approved bvy the Prime Minister in Novez;iqber an& i:)ermvission
was obtained fro'r.n the Government of Pakisfan ti’xrough British chaﬁnels
| to use Peshawar as a staging-bése. ’I“wo'sepa‘rate ldepioyments were
éupported by Detacﬁment B to carry out these missions. On.6 December
1959 a successful photograbhic overflight of Kuybyshev, Saratov-Engels, and
Kapustin Yai‘, landing at Adana, was flown, and on 5 February 1960
another flight was made over Tyura 'i‘am, Ukraine, and Kazan, also
te?minating at Adana. Both of the se missioﬁs collected exceilent pho-
tographic intelligence, including..covverage of thé princvii-)al Soviet aircraft
produ;ction centers,
33
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Project Relations with Norwegians

~ In November 1959, Miss Frances Willis (U.S. Ambassador to |
Norway) was in the Department of State on consultation and requested
that Ambassador Cumming (State/Agency Liaison) arrange a meeting

for her to discuss Project CHALICE relations with the Nofwegié,ns.

‘Mr. James Cunningham, on_behalf of the project, metl Withv the two

ambassadors on 18 November and the discussion immediate_ly turned

to CIA relations with Col. Evang and his unique positiqn. in the political - |

structure in Oslo, particularly with regard to his dealings with the U-2

project representatives. In Mr. ‘Cunningh"am's record of the meeting he

noted:

_ "There was general agreement that in the event another
mission is projected from Norway in the spring that the winter
might profitably be spent in exploring the desirability and timing
‘of briefing Cabinet members on CHALICE materials in order to
" make actual mission approval in the spring much easier.
Ambassador Cumming stated that he was of the view that Secre-
- tary Herter would press the President rather hard in the spring
, ‘for a high priority mission in Northwest Russia and that, in
Cummings' opinion, the President would probably approve.
Ambassador Cummings indicated that Secretary Herter's interest
. in this particular mission had been rekindled only yesterday by .
 Premier Khrushchev's statements about missile productwn in
" the Soviet Union.' 1/ : ' '

1/ CHAL- 0’790 18 November 1959. Memora.ndum for the Record by
~ James A, Cunmngham, In,
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Ambassé.dor Willis said she would think about which of the Norwegian -

Cabinet members might most profitably féceive such a briefing é.nd
would communicate with Ambassador Cumming on the Roger ‘channel
after her return to Norway in December regarding timing of a briefing.
(Nothing has been found in the rec':ords to indicate that Ambassador

Willis followed through on th e recommended procedure for circumyent:/ing

Evang as a sole channel for approvals. At any rate, the next'api)roach '

to the Norwegians at the end of February 1960, looking toward staging.

from Norway in April, was made to Evang

Planning for Spring 1960 Operations

On 19 February 1960, General Goodpaster reported to General Cabell
that the President had reviewed four CHALICE mission prbposals which
had been submitted for his approval, and had made the fbllov)’ing de-

NS VA
cisions: —
a. His first choice was a northern mission staged from a

Norwegian base (Operation TIMVE STEP), Whiéh Would_cover *#he ‘area

- along the Polyarny—U-ral/Kotlas ‘railroad line including a suspected

1/ CHAL-0890-60, 19 February 1960. Memorandum for the Record by
Colonel William Burke B P .

35

Handle via %YEMAN*
[:nn’trs;i Ws:te ii




C05492914

TTOPSEERET—

operational ICBM sité.

o b. If weather favored a launch from Pé.kistan, then Operation
GRAND SLAM could be flown covering targets at Kyshtym, Sverdlovsk
and the Kola Peninsula, including atomic energy, guided missile and
submarine installations, with mission aircraft retrieving in Norway. )

c. If, after waiting for favorable conditions to accomplish
either a or b, above, these conditions did not develop within the allotted
time, then the Sary Shagan mission could be flown (Operation SQUARE
DEAL).

Gene'ralvGoodpaster made it quite clear that the President was

approving only one mission and that the time p‘erniod was between the

1st and the 30th of Marciz 1960. The‘Pr’esideﬁ; sould b approached for

an extensiori_ if during that period the weather was not .faVOrable. " {A re-
. Quest for an extension was later graz.ite_d'u'p to IO.April., ;not because of

‘wea.therb but due to complications éncountered in obtaining agreement

from the Pakistanis and Norwegiabns{. )

Project Headquarters requested

o

[\

— to approach the Pakistanis for permission to run
= ~ a series of U.S, flights from Peshawar. replied on 5 March,
@| after talking with U.S. Ambassador Rountree, that it might be a good idea
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to havé the Br_itish HighCommis sioner, who had arranged for thékuSe
of Peshawar for the OLDSTER missions, negotiate on behalf of the U.S.
This would avoid the question of F-104's for the Pakistani Air Force in

excha.nge.for use of a base being raised again by President Ayub Khan.

On 9 March 19»60 Mr. Bissell was informed

Jthat MI-6 had asked him to pass

| 50X1,E.0.13526 |

on the information itha‘c there had been a cooling off in the Pa.kistani offi-
"cia»l relationship with the British with réspect to use éf their facilities,
&ué to pressure f’rom_ fhe Séviets. This ‘ha‘d béen repbftéd to London

by the High Commi'ssionvel»' in Kéréchi after the 5 February 1960 U-2

overflight by the British team. It was therefore decided that Mr. Russell

would approach Mr. Riaz Hussain, principal liaison within

the Pakistani Government, rather than go directly to President Ayub.

reported on 15 March 1960

on the vresults"of his appr‘oach to Col. ‘Eva'ng for permission tq stage'fro.m
- Norway., Col. Evang had Norﬁvegian Air Fofce'approval for one Briti sth
Elint flight in April and dné U, S. flibght in Ma&. ﬁe theréfofé intended
toz approv‘e TIME STEP for April, since the ‘Britiébh: had withdré.wn their
request for an April flight, .but this had not as yet been cleare‘d with

Gen, Tofte Johnson, head of the Norwegian Air Force. A few days later
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»Heac’[qu.a..rters that Col. Evang was ill with flu and not
. expected to be available until 28 _March; therefore no-pléns could be -
discussed since Evang had authorized no one to discuss the'missibn

- other fhan himself.v

Meanwhile on 25 March,_ Mr. Riaz Hussain no-fified in

‘Karachi that President Ayub had given permissioﬁ to mount the operation
from Peshawar _allowing sixty dé,ys.‘ use of the base if,needed. The 'UGS. :

- Ambassador and Air Attaché in Kéracﬁi were infqi'med of the inipending., ‘

operation at that time

The Projéct Director gavle orders to Col. Burke on 28 -M'archv1960,'
‘after breviewingvthev Ad Hoc Requirements Committee's latest input, as
follows: .

_  "You will accomplish TIME STEP or GRAND SLAM as soon
after 31 March as weather is suitable for either mission.. Should-
conditions develop in which either mission could be accomplished,
first priority will be given to TIME STEP, Itis assumed that the
foregoing will require the preparation of alternative operations
plans and the completion of arrangements to permit staging alter-
natively either East or North in response to the development of -
the weather,' 1/ ' - .

In Oslo, learned from Col. Evang that be- -
tween 9 and 19 April all Norway would be 'celebrating_t'he Easté_r'holidays

‘and no government officials would be available‘during'that .period; also

1/ CHAL-0931, 28 March 1960, Memorandum to AC/DPD from DD/P.

N 50X1,E.0.13526 | 38
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that both Andoya and Bodo Air Béses were involved in. NATOQO exercises
from 4 to 13 April. ‘Therefore neither TIME STEP nor GR_AND SLAM
%:ould be run before April 19th at the eariiest, sinée the first wé.s planned:. :
to deparf from Norway and the second to retrieve there. |

With Pre s‘idential authority due to éxpiré on 10 Apr‘il,' the only alter-
native under the circumstanceé was to fly the third priority mission.
Operation SQUARE DIEAL was tfxerefore staged from Peshawar on 9 April |
1960, retrievi-ﬁg at Adana. The photogréphic mission was successful, but |

the aircraft was tracked for almost the entire route by Rus sian radar.

~.Operation GRAND SLAM

Planning continued toward carrying out .the TIME STEP operation,

with the hope of getting approval before the Summit Meeting in Paris on

16 May. Mr. Riaz I—Iussaih was again requevSted to obtain approval from

President Ayub for the additional mission to be flown from Peshawar

" and this was .éccomplished on 19 April 1960 with the p_roviso that the

.operation must end before the Summit Meeting, Also on 19 April,
Col, Evang notified Gen. Tofte Johnson of the proposed mission and re-
ceived his agreement for use of either Andoya or Bodo.

On .18 April 1960 th‘le Detachment B Commander was notified that

highér authority was being asked to apprdve three missions: TIME STEP,

39
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still number‘ one, had been replanned to use Thule, Greenland, as an

alterna.te pre -strike base, covering Novaya Zemlya in addition to the

»prekusly planned targets, and retnevmg at Andoya. or Bodo, GR.AND

SLAM second pr10r1ty, and a third possible mission, SUN SPOT,

departmg from Peshawar, covering Tyura Tam, the Vlad1m1rovka Test

‘Range, productio'n'facilities at Dnepropetrovsk and Kiev and five long-

range bomber bé.ses, and retrieving at Adana.
The DCI, Mr. Helms and Col. Bﬁrke briefed Secretary of State Herter

on 19 Aprll on the results of the SQUARE DEAL mission and on the plans

' for the three additional missions. Ambassa.dor Cummmg advised

Col. Burke on 21 April that Secretary Herter appr0ved _the three missions,

'provid'ebdl no use were made of Greenland bases. Also briefed‘ on the three

miésidns between 19'a.nd 21 April Were Sécre'ta.ry of Defense Thomas Gates,

and. Generals Twunng and LeMay—

' On 25 Apnl word was. recewed via Gen Goodpaster that the Pre51dent

had approved the three mxssmn plans and gave-permxssmn to.fly o_n_e of
: them before m1dn1ght 1 May 1960 Wa.shmgton time. . TIME STEP,‘ the :
.number one pnomty mis sxon, requlred almost 100% perfect weather con-

1 ditions, and.the long—ran-ge fore_cast at that time was not favorable w1thm

the time span allowed. Thg Heédhiué;jrters Ope:é.t_ions Staff therefore
40
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began to plan for GRAND SLAM as the next choice. Col. Evang was

advised that TIME STEP would probably be postponed and he agreed

to support the new mission and to advise Gen. Johnson of the change.

On 26 April 1960, three C-130 support aircraft with fuel and

- pre~strike team departed Adana via Bahrein (permission for refueling

there having been arranged by the British), landing at Peshawar. Two

C-130's with fuel and post-strike team departed for Rhein-Main where

‘they were to hold until the U-2 mission was launched. They would then

proceed to Bodo arriving after the mission U-2, in order to support
the story that the U-2 landing had been an emergency. (This was

Col. Evang's cover story. He was later persuaded to allow the C-130's

to arrive at Bodo three hours ahead of the mission aircraft so as to be

prepared to-effect a quick turn-around and relaunching of the U-2 for
home base at Adana.)

Col. Beerli arrived at Bodo on 28 April (at Col. Evang's request)

to coordinate the reception of the mission aircraft with the Norwegians.

It was expected that GRAND SLAM might be -launched as early as.
28 April. The evening of 27 April, the primary U-2 and a spare departed
Ada.né. arriving at Peshé.w,ar‘ prepared for an early morning 28 April

take~off, At go-no-go time.fhefe was a cancellation due to route weather, '
41
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and the two U-2's immediately flew back to Adana., On 28 April the

two aircraft again proceeded to the pre-strike ba'se‘only to receive

 another 24-hour hold for weather. The two aircraft again returned -

‘to Adana. ‘The next weather briefing at Project Headquarters was held

at 1130 GMT on 29 April and the wea.th_ei',wa.s still marginal but showed

promise of being acceptable for launching the mission early on the : |

morning of 1 May (a Sunday).

On 30 April at 1415 GMT a cable went to Col. Beerli at Oslo (where -

he ha.d gone to brzef Col. Evang on mission plans) adwsmg ‘that the

weather showed a fair chance of launching GRAND‘SL‘AM onl M'a.-y, and

~that in the event a cancellation should be necessary at go-no-go time, ’
o the pre«strike force would be brought 'back to A-da.na. from Peshawar, )

the post-stnke group at R.hem-Ma.ln would be augmented to prov:.de a

pre -strike: capab111ty for TIME STEP a.nd the capablhty would be main-
tamed to launch a.ny one of the three approved missions 1f an extensmn
of time could be obtained.

On 30 Apnl at 1430 GMT the mission azrcraft and spare agam flew

to Peshawa.r to await the launch sxgnai' fromj Headq_u_az;ters._, At about

midnight on the 30th(loea1 time at Adana) there was a. loss of vc'om‘m'u'ni- .
cation between-,the.t station and outside points, 'including the forward .
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group at Peshawar, due to an unexplained radio blackout. The mission
launch signal (HBJARGON-32)'W3$ sent from Headquarters to Wiesbaden

and telephoned to Detachment B at Adana on an open line by the Project

Liaison Officer at Wiesbaden The substance of

-the launch message was then broadcast blind in clear transmission by
Detachment B communications at Adana, using the phra.se“HBJ 32 Go"

on pre-arranged frequencies, for a period of about 30 minutes.

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

Withheld under statutory authority of the
U.S.C,, section 403g)

At 01/0230 GMT commﬁnicatiorzs with .'Pesha.war were re-es’cablishéd and
the stz;ging team acknowledged r‘eéeipt of the clear text broadcast as of
0'1/0153 GMT. Mission launch had been made good at 01/015'9 GMT
‘(approximately one-half hour behind schedule). The po’st-stz.;ike team
ideparted Rhein-Main for Bodo (via Oslo) with an estimated time of
" arrival of 01/0625 GMT to rendezvous with Col. Beerli and be prepared
- to receive the -misé_ion ai'réraft, thich, as‘ fate would have it, ne-vér did
a.rr'i\_re.
The summaryb of Comint pi;:k;up von the unsuccessful GRAND SLAM
missién de3crib:ed the flight as foilows: | | |
"Good take-off 01/0159Z Peshawar, proceeded on course. -
per mission plan. Soviet tracking began at border, continued

‘without interrupti‘on for 1558 nautical'miles until last reported
position 01/0629Z nearly midway through flight plan.
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"Scattered fighter reaction occurred early in flight, not
reported subsequently. Track for last 30 minutes showed U-2
in trouble, with reduced ground speed, altitude. Headqu,ar.ter:s
‘hypothesis, -directly opposite Soviet reports, is that U-2 encoun-
tered some.sort of mechanical malfunction, possibly including
oxygen equipment, o ' v

"A special VIP flight took off from Moscow 01/1435Z,
arriving at Sverdlovsk 01/1615Z, returned to Moscow 03/0247Z
‘but quite unusually, landed at the Russian equivalent of Wright-

. Patterson Air Force Base rather than point of origin. Believe
this aircraft may have been carrying top level aerodynamicists,
possibly bits and pieces of the U-2..." 1/

On the non-arrival of the mission aircraft at Bodo within a reason-

~ able period after its anticipated arrival time of 01/1119 GMT, a check

was ma,de, at _Andoya Air Base. with negative results, Subsequent_iy all

vother pOSS1b1e a.lternate landlng points were checked to no ava11 At

01/1617 GMT Col. Beerh telephoned from Bodo FSOXI E.0.13526

askmg h1m to send the followmg message to Headquarters ' "We have

. had no inforrna’mon from you for several hours. At th1s momént we have

two planes sta.ndmg by ai: Bodo as well as local help What should we do‘? "

Headquarters was at the same t:.me sendmg a message to Col. Beerh,

"which- crossed the one above, saymg ”Sltuatlon here grim. Staff

"__standing by'_’for any eventua-lity., Imperative you keep Hea.dquarters ad-

vised all information by any communications available. "

| 50X1, E.0.13526 |
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The Comint reports left little hope for the U-2's recovery and
the Project Headquarters staff began to take care of the necessary details
for pﬁl’ling back the forward teams, and alerting all concerned stations
around the world to the emergency. A first consideration was to fix the
_cover story which would be employed in the eventual é.nnOuncem-ent of a
lost aircraft. The text of the announcement released on 2 May by the
Adana Base Commander was agreed by all concerned agencies in Wash-
ington and said:
", .. The U-2 aircraft was on a weather mission originating
at Adana, Turkey. The purpose was the study of clear air turbu-
lencé. During a flight in Southeast Turkey the pilot reported he
had oxygen difficulties. This was the last word heard at 1700Z
over emergency frequency. The U-2 aircraft did not land at
Adana as planned and it can only be assumed it is now down. A
search effort is underway in the Lake Van area. The pilot's name
is being withheld pending notification of next of kin," 1/
The change in the cover story with regard to the flight plan of the missing
‘aircraft was decided at highest levels in -Washington'in an effort not to
involve Pakistan, on the theory that the Turks were better able to stand
" the initial exposure to possible Soviet claims or threats.
Since it was impos sible to pfédi.ct in wha_.t‘fo_rxh or manner the Soviets
would break the news of the downed aircraft inside their borders ,b bwh_ether

by op:én- propaganda blast, or through -privé,te protest notes to the U. S.

50X1, E.0.13526 |
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and o’fhefs concerned, all .tha"c could be done was to brief all those o v
involved and then wait for Khrushchev to show his hand, meanwhile
tightening physical security at every point possible.

- On 5 May, the Foreign Broadcast Informatidn Service, monitoring

‘Radio Moscow, picked up the official announcement by Khru‘Shcher of the .
» shooting down near Sverdlov sk of an A@erican pla'ne which had cro ssed

| the Sov1et frontler ”from Turkey, Iran or Paklstan dn 7 May an.addi-_

tional statement sald that the Soviets had captured the spy pllot a.llve _
and were interrogating hirn.

‘The rest of the story of the U-2 pllot, Frank Powers, and what

o .happened over Sverdlovsk, is. almost entxrely in the pubhc domaln. .The
‘ sequence of events in Washlngton follow1ng the May Day 1nc1dent is

b covered separately in Chapter XIV

Efforts to Remain Operational at Ada.na.

© All flights of U-2's from Incerlik Air Base ceased as of 3 May 1960

.a.x;d nét even local ‘fli'ghts‘.wezl‘e allowed t(; maintain. thé ai'réraft and b.ec-ju'ip,.]
' vn'f.J.ent in operaiionany iriea.bdy statﬁs. The'Menderés Gé.vern‘me’nt was
: "ouste‘d ina m1htary coué on the mght of 27 May 1960--—a 1<$ng 51mrﬁér1ng
B revolt agalnst its dlctatorlal and oppress‘lve measuz;es;—-and Menderes |

ahé most of the members of his government were imprisoned, No official

of the: new provisional government had been briefed on the U-2:‘s mission,

4‘6 :
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- restriction against resumption of U-2 flights from Turkey after 1 May

" ‘been ‘ifn'pos»ed‘ by the new government.

‘made by the Project Director subsequent to the May Day mishap. Due

‘to the political situation in Japan and the strong urgmg of s S Ambassador

nor had any such briefings been requested., . However, neither had any
‘A strong effort to retain the U-2 ‘ca.pability in being in the field was

Douglas Ma.cArthur, 1t became necessa.ry to remove Detachment C's U~ 2

aircraft (and later its personnel) from Atsugi early in July 1960. The

State .I}‘epa.i:tment a.lso-‘fa{fored at leasta temporavry pull-back of Detach~
ment B to the ZI in view of the Soviet intention to hold a public trial of
Francis Gary Powers, and the possibility of revela.ti-ons being made which

would ma.ke the contmued presence of Deta.chment B in 'I‘urkey a source

» of embarrassment to the U.S. Government. Plans were therefore made.

to phase the group out of Adana by September

‘In August 1960 a hlgh priority reqmrement of the Office of Sc1ent1f1c
Intelhgence of CIA for pemphera.l electromc reconnaissance of the

Sovzet/Mtddle East border regmn ralsed the questzon of keepmg Detach- “

ment Bin actlon to achieve thxs covera.ge.  The return of the group to

the ZI was suspended whlle a decxswn was sought. The'DCI'was agreeable ,

to retenuon of Detachment B in pla.ce provxded the State Department would
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vco.._nse;n.'c. No decision had been reached at fhe time of'thé .M'osc;ov%r»t-ri\al
of pilot Powe;rs (17-19 August 1960) and ;'full time and attention of all con--
cerned was being given to the mOnit.orifl_g of Ite-stimc.m‘y made public
'th‘e'reA,_ and to the sifting of press and radio bfoadcast cover-.age of fhe
affa.'ir.‘, - While the trial caused a‘w;nrldw‘idé sensatidn, the r‘ezvelationé
‘»‘w.ere, »dve,.;r-a.ll, not as damaging as had b’efen fearéd, and the list of
persons i.mplicated by name v%as small comi)aréd to aﬁticipated numbers
of people va..n,d places feared 'blown''. »The‘participa;_tlion of the British
ﬁas not brought out and thé ir;yolveme‘nt of zﬁefnbérs of ho‘svt‘:gove'rn;-
meﬁté whose bases had been ﬁ._sed was faiz;ly low key compafed to what

had'bAe'en- expected. Norwegian reaction to Soviet accusations caused .

In Octpber 1960, an effért was made ito'obtafxn State Dep‘ar’qn-ent .
reaction to the idea of ;etaining Detac_:ﬁment B for cﬁéllection of Elint
fr-om,'i;he Soviet launch site at Sary Shagan. Mr,. Cunningharri' visited
‘A‘mba.ssa.do'r' Cumrhing at State on 5 Octqbér for that purpose and was
told that éincg S‘ecz;eta;ry:_Hei'ter had prg\}-i_ous’iy- suépor-te&. the plar.'zmlvto 3

return the gi‘dﬁp, any cha.ng:vevin plans would reQui-r;e the S‘e(_:“reta‘r'y"_:s -:
» apprqv‘al,‘.’_-vM:.' Héf_t,e‘r w_as'_..not"prevsvs'ed. for a..‘ deéiSién at t.he‘_:,.ti'me and
a m'oﬁ‘fh fl.’a.te‘.i- in an_effor’t-té"»settle :tﬁue 1v,ﬁa.t>t,er,- Mr Biésel'l _'s”o;ighf
48
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~General Cab-eil's recommendations on the future of the group athdé.na.
(USIB had meanwhile formally recommended the development and em-
ployment of a U-2 airborne Elint system for peripheral coverage of
Soviet missile launching, but no source of funding had been ascertained.)

General Cabell's view was tha;t a token force only be maintained at
Adana, acting as caretakers of the equipment tb be stored there, primarily
for the purpose of retaining the use of the base in the event permission
inight be f;rthcoming in the future for Soviet Bloc or Middle East éver-

v flights, and éécondarily ’.co retain a base for the proposed Elint operations.

A principal problem to r‘eia.xctivating the U-2 flights in I‘urkey, 'e'ven ‘
for merely local flying, was cover. NASA's D'irector., Dr. | Glennan, had
given a negative 1;esponse (supported by State) to anybfurther use of his
agency as sponsor. Air Weather Servi’;e cover would require use of
Air Fofce pilots and aircraft .insignia, which would reﬁove the civilian
nature of the operation icoméletely.

In'consideration of probl“erqs relating to cover, funding and political
approvals, Mr. Bissell concluded that Deta.c}ﬁhent‘B and its équipment :
should b.e returned t§ thé ZI to augment the Edwards gn;oujp;é.nd t—hve‘ new |
“Taiwan gro'u_.-p.jus't‘ being formed. ‘ 'I‘h_e_réfore on 10 November 1960 redﬁc-—
tion to a holding unit was begun, '-All pilots were retu:ﬁed to "Edwai_ds

49
Handle via BYEMA)
Control Systam

{ ol S5 SR S0 OR G5 O 60 SN G0 OR O S5 S W0 W ew W




c054 22814 .

fOoP SECRET

and by January 1961 the unit was reduced to ten: Maj. Kenneth Martens,
USAF, Commander; three CIA corhmunica.tioﬁs staff; foﬁr Lockheed
techreps; and two support types.

The next effort to unground the U-2 and reactivate Detachment B

- came early in April 1961, Mr. Bissell obtained DCI and DDCI concur-

rence to a step-by-step revival of the capability, provided State was

informed and given opportunity to disapprove. Mr. Hilsman, then

Director of Int'elligence and Research at State, was favorable toward-

the idea but recommended that the Special Group* be given detailed

..justification and time to study the proposal. The Special Group con-

sidered the proposal at a meetihg on 17 August 1961 and instructed CIA

and DOD to coordinate the ungrounding of the CIA U-2 in Turkey under

% At the 19 May 1960 meeting of the National Security Council's '"Special
_Group' (the body which coordinated all CIA activities falling under the
categories of covert activities listed in NSC 5412/2), Mr. Allen Dulles
briefed the group on the 1 May U-2 incident. Afterwards, Mr. Gordon
Gray, Special Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs,
expressed his belief that U-2 operations should have been a matter
for the Special Group to consider and pass on. Mr. Allen Dulles ex-
“plained that, since every phase of the project.and all missions flown
had received the coordination of-the Secretary of State and the Presi-
dent, . there had been no need to submit these operations to a lesser
"~ body for coordination. From that time onward, however, all U-2 .7
overflights have, with very few exceptions, been passed on by the =
Special Group, the exceptions being the few cases of urgent require-
ments for which coverage was ordered by highest authorlty Wlthout
-reference to the Special Group. : :

50

Handle i BYEMAN
l}ontml System |

B e e AT e Yp e e

"“v;r- vmm-ro"-v A




B

C05482914

,ccver:>of' »TALL_KING“(& propos ed SAC U-Z»/RB-47 Opération over the |

Black Sea and Iran for Elint collection). This coordination was com-

pleted on 23.August but the U. S. Ambas_éador in Turkey, when qqeried

by State feg\ar_ding Turkish permission for the operation replied, in

part:

"It remains my view that the use of U-2 aircraft, regardless
of whether we have Turkish approval, could foreseeably have most
serious public relations reaction as well as international political
consequences which could be specially serious in present situation. =
My reasons for this have been previously expressed. -This is ad-

- mittedly, however, not only a Turkish problem, but one & wider
significance and I must, of course, defer to any decision made on
appropriately high level in Washington, but with hope that conclusion

‘reached will in fact give full consideration to all implications, in-
cluding possible effect on present flights which now going smoothly

~ after period acute difficulty., I would wish to make. clear that my

. concern here centers on use of aircraft of U-2 type in view its

 _unfortunate history and by that token does not apply to RB -47 even
though partlcipatmg in joint exercises. : -

"As far as securing approval of Turkish Government is
concerned, even though comments made above are essentially of
. political character, I do not feel approach here need be on a politi~
cal level, but would recommend that request for U-2 and/or RB-47
flights be handled through presently established channel through
which requests for other flights are transmitted. This channelis -
J-2, Office of General Kurttekin. I do not exclude the possibility,
‘however, that Turks may wish to raise this problem. to hlgher '
level either within the mxhta.ry orin Fore1gn Office, .. " 1/

1/ IDEA-0476, 14 Septerﬁber 1961. Quotmg cable from Ambassador I—Ia.re, L2
Ankara., to the State Depa.rtment O SR
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On 3 November 1961, the Department sent Ambaésador I-’I'a’ré a
‘ .furthe,r' message 'saiying that the Special Gi'voull) had caz;eful.ly co.nsidevred‘

his views (as expressedv in the abpve-.quoté‘d cable) in the light‘of the |
cﬁanging interﬁational political scene, and }had décid'ed that the ‘TA.LL
KING operatfon should proceed as pia.-nned. He was accordingly re~
quested to approa'.ch appropriate Tﬁri{xsh authorities. The a;;_pproach was
;;nad-e'thr-o;g.gh the U.S, Air Atta‘ché, but n& answer to Ith.e request was
forthcoming frdrr#»the Turks. At ”thé time the Soviet a'i'rlli'ne.:, .Aerofiot,
was.petitioning for the righf to overfly ‘i‘urkeir on é. Moscovﬁr;-’Ca.iro run
é.nd the Turksv were gviv'u.lg this request serious consideration.

- With little _pfospect' of getting Turkisvh agreement to U.-Z.ﬂights,
'Detachme;nt B was told to compléte p'laﬁs. for.eva.cuation; The one re-
maining U-Z' was disas semf:leci and ;irlifted to Burbank vfor inspection
and vr_epai.rvas 'neceésary, aﬁ.d modificatibfi,, the pers'onnel were ‘reduced
to s‘ew.ren,v and the Detachment B hangar at ,Inc.evrlik'A.ir Base wa-é pé.r’ti_- |
ﬁ.o;ned 80 a.sv tovja;ll.o“./ the A'if Force 1;0 uée part.'of the facijlityv. After
‘de'p_azv-ture, of 'th'e:‘la.st é’.ircfa,ft' in F"ebrua.ry 1962, " sma._il éar_eté.king
g:?oui: w1th a cfommﬁnicaticm's ‘t‘i‘e-in wif‘;h.'Proj,ectHead»q.uart'e‘rs in Wash-

‘ington remained at l_'.ncerlik_' as'merely "a foot'in the d.obr‘:".
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FROM THE SECRETARY OF STATE TO THE CHARGE, ANKARA

.;the project which is the subject of this message, namely,

| Withheld under statutory authority of the

Central Intelligence Agency Act of 1949 (50

U.S.C., section 403g)

ment is confined to myself, the . Acting Secretary in my ab-

- sent to him the request described below. You may tell the -
Prime Minister that this request comes personally from me.
‘You may in your discretion take 1
to answer any detailed or technical questions that the Prime y
Minister may ask. S EE 5 _}

. hearted cooperation and assistance accorded the Us Govern—
.ment in carrying out that effort : S

“been . liquidated, the US Govermment wishes to express to the'

Government took when the USSR launched its propaganda cam-

- ‘upper air space. The US Government regretted that it was
-~ not able at that time to coordinate its decision fully with
 you, but for reasons which are now to be conveyed to. you,
‘.:the US believed it wise to termlnate promptly rather than

to continue 1aunch1ngs D

/Thls message was drafted bv My, P Armstrong and approved
“for dispatch | 50X1, E.0.13526 by Under Secretary
- of State Herbert Hoover, Jr./. _ ’ -

| 28 April 1956
EYES ONLY -

I am taking this means of 1nstruct1ﬁg’Y0u because of
the unique sensitivity and security considerations concerning

AQUATONE. Until otherwise directed, you should confine your
communications on this matter to me to this channel. You
should know that knowledge of this project within the ‘Depart-

sence, and a very few high officers, but does not include the
Bureau of Near Eastern, South Asian and African Affairs. You
will be brlefed more fully on this proaect by |and
Berg . . , ' '

I desire that you see Prime Minister Menderes and pre-

with you in order

- You should approach Menderes along the follow1ng lines,
if you think appropriate.

Now that the "weather bélloon" project (GENETRIX) has

Government of Turkey its sincere appreciation for the whole-

The US Government_admlres ‘the firm stand that your

paign and protested agalnst the balloons that entered its

- (ADIC-1917, OUT 50888)
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The fact is that the balloon project was the first -
‘phase of a reconnaissance plan that will shortly be ready -
to embark on a second and more important phase. At the
time that the balloon launchings commenced, it was not
‘then convincingly demonstrable that the second phase, which

‘was in the testing stage, would prove out so that it could.
‘be undertaken with acceptable levels of risk. But by the
time that the Soviet Union protested the balloon flights,
these tests had proceeded much further, and in the 'interest
of avoiding possible prejudice to the success of the second
phase, it was considered prudent to- discontinue further
$a1100n launchings. The tests have now been completed with
results that are satisfactory to us, and it is now feasible

- to deploy the units involved.

At this point you should describe Project AQUATONE to
the Prime Minister, giving him such detail as he requests.
You should tell him that the project is considered of the
highest priority by the US Govermment and that, because of
its obvious sensitivity and the need for the greatest pos-
‘sible security, the US Government has restricted knowledge
~of the project to the smallest possible number of high -
officials. However, operations will not commence until the
“decision to do so has been taken by the highest level of
. the US Govermnment. You could say that the US Government .
- has the utmost confidence in the discretion of the Prime o
'Mlnlster and is thus prepared fully to disclose the nature :
of the project to him, but trusts that, if he concurs in
"it,,he'will not find it necessary to inform more than the
absolute minimum number of officials in his government who
would need to know of it if the prOJect is to succeed.

You should then inform the Prlme Minister that the US :

. considers that the airfield at Adana, from which the bal-
loons were launched, is from all points of view the most
favorable site for AQUATONE. You should point out its geo-
graphic advantages and you can say that no other available
site compares favorably with it. You could point out that

' this request, in effect, is a continuation of the balloon
phase by different means, involving a manned vehicle. You_
‘can further say that the US Govermment solicits the con-
‘tinued cooperation of" the Govermment of Turkey in using .
the Adana airfield for this purpose. You may inform the’
Prime Minister that the UK is. expected to cooperate with
‘the US in thls progect by. prov1d1ng a 51te :

e
2
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In describing Project AQUATONE to the Prime Mlnlster,
you should frankly indicate that its purpose is overflight
of hostile areas for reconnaissance purposes, but unless

- pressed by him, you should leave the maximum penetration
capability and the intention to employ it as vague as the

circumstances permlt

If the Prlme Minister raises the question of quid pro
quo, you may indicate to him that the US is prepared to

‘share such of the results as would be of direct interest

to the Turkish Govermment with it.. By this we have in mind

‘areas adjacent to Turkey and the northern 11ttora1 of the

Black Sea.

If the Prime Minister should demur on the grounds that
there are reasonable prospects that the USSR will agree

'eventually to the President’s "open skies" proposal, “you

may tell him that the US Govermment is satisfied, as a
result of reports of the position stated by the- Sov1et

-leaders recently in England, that the USSR has no repeat:

no intention of undertaking any such agreement. Thus it
is of the utmost urgency for the US and Turkey to exercise

~ the recently developed US capablllty to overfly the defenses
before the USSR has time to develop the matching 1ntercept
- capability. L, ,

I request that you hold this matter on an EYES ONLY
‘ba31s Ambassador Warren is being briefed on the project.
- prior to his departure from Washington. I believe, however, - -
that it is better for you to make this approach than have it
" be one of the first thlngs Ambassador Warren would take up
'-upon his arrival. .
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