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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INTELLIGENCE AND SECURITY COMMAND

FORT GEORGE ©. MEADE, MARYLAND £07SS

RtiPLY TO
ATTENTION OF: February 28, 1985

Dr. H. Puthoff,
SRI International
333 Ravenswood Ave

.

Menlo Park, CA 94025

Dear Dr. Puthoff,
•

(S/CL2/N0F0RN) This letter is to acknowledge receipt of the

five project reports submitted to us by SRI -International in

support of U.S. Army INSCOM Project CENTER. LANE. I have
completed a review of each of the reports in terms of the goals,

specific tasks, and deliverables yhich were outlined in each
project's Statement of Work (SOW).

(U) Since I have received only draft reports for SOW ESU
83-134 and ESU 83-147, the reviews for these projects have been
made using these draft reports. I trust we will receive the
final reports on those two SOW' s in the immediate future. ,

(U) My review of the reports reveals the following:

(S/CL3/N0F0RN) Major goals, tasks, and deliverables
generally were addressed and satisfied; however, there are
instances where this is not the case. I will cite several
examples

.

a. (S/CL3/N0F0RN) The ESU-83-134 report indicates that
Phases I and II were only partially accomplished and Phase III
was not conducted.

b. (S/CL3/N0F0RN) The ESU-83-145 report did not
include separate inclosures for each trainee with requested
information

.
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LTC, MI
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