FAA Pays General Atomics $1.5
Million to Fly Newest
Military Killer/Surveillance
Drone 1in U.S. Domestic
Airspace

by Barry Summers, published on CovertAction Magazine, May 17,
2022

April 1° was a good news/bad news kind of day for U.S.
military drone-maker General Atomics. First, it was reported
that the government of Australia had revealed that they were
canceling the planned purchase of 12 MQ-9B SkyGuardian drones,
made by General Atomics (GA). Since the deal would have been
worth a cool one billion dollars to GA, this was definitely
the bad news.

Aussies ‘secretly cancel' $1.3B AUD drone deal;
Nixing French subs may cost $5B

"Basically we have a five-and-a-half billion dollar budget provision, including about $3 billion spent to date, and potential costs within that
envelope. So taxpayers will be up for five-and-a-hall billion dollars and submarines thal don't exist?” asked Sen. Penmy Wong.

Luckily, GA
had a good news story in the works. And as luck would have 1it,
it would run on the same day as the bad news story.

GA-ASI’s SkyGuardian UAS Completes
Detect-and-Avoid Flights for the FAA

By Jessica Reed | April 1, 2022

Back in
January, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) handed GA
$1.5 million to fly the 79-ft. 12,000 lbs SkyGuardian over
North Dakota for 10 hours. (GA apparently didn’t feel the need
for a press release and the resulting news article until the
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day before some bad news from down under was in the pipeline.)

The stated purpose of the FAA grant to GA was “to research
Detect and Avoid (DAA) capabilities.” (DAA, the ability for an
unmanned aircraft to ‘detect’ another aircraft, and ‘avoid’
it, is the Holy Grail of drone integration. “Integration” 1is
the process of removing restrictions against drones operating
in domestic U.S. airspace.)

That’s right—-the FAA was PAYING a U.S. arms manufacturer $1.5
million in public monies to demonstrate their newest military
surveillance drone over domestic U.S. territory.

If this is all a surprise to you, you're not alone. The
program to integrate military drones into U.S. domestic
airspace has been operating for 10 years. It involves various
federal agencies—-DoD, FAA, NASA, Commerce, Energy, DHS, etc.
But it hasn’t been reported on in any major news venue since
the day before the bill creating it was signed into law in
2012 by then-President Barack Obama.

fos Angeles Times Cyospocid
Pentagon working with FAA to open U.S. airspace to
combat drones

BY W.J. HENMIGAN, LOS ANGELES TIMES
I SUBSCRIBERS ARE READING

Of course, the military has been preparing to operate their
drones in U.S. domestic airspace since long before that. Here,
a U.S. Air Force officer briefs FAA officials on the plans to
fly Reaper drones in-and-out of Hancock Field in Syracuse, all
the way back in January of 2010.
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Ground-Based Sense-and-Avoid (GBSAA) Workshop
discussing the future of the 174th’s MQ-9 Reapers
flying out of Hancock Field

Lt. Col. Scott Brenton, 174FW F-16 pilot, leads a workshop with members of the FAA and other agencies at Hancock
Field in Syracuse N.Y. on 27 January 2010. The Ground-Based Sense-and-Avoid (GBSAA) Workshop was held to
discuss the future of the 174th's MQ-9 Reapers flying out of Hancock Field. (US Air Force photo by Staff Sgt. Lee O.
Tucker/Released)

[Source: 174attackwing.ang.af.mil]

And then, wouldn’t you know, when the FAA designated six drone
integration test sites around the country in 2014 (supposedly
after a rigorous competition), one of them was based in New
York state. And that USAF officer from 2010 was put on staff
to direct the very operation that he had described nine years
earlier. Here's a screengrab of his 2019 presentation on the
operation (which has since disappeared from the NUAIR
website.)
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NUAIR
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A BVLOS Success Story

Scott “Gripper” Brenton
NUAIR Chief of Safety
USAF MQ-9 Instructor Pilot (DoD Contractor)

[Source: nuair.com]

Less than a year after THAT “Success Story” of Reapers flying
over populated areas of New York, one of them crashed upon
takeoff at the Syracuse-Hancock Int. Airport. The drone with
up to two tons of aviation fuel went down mere seconds from a
densely-populated residential and commercial part of Syracuse.
It took almost a year before the Air Force released that
information to the public.
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Military, Hancock were wrong to keep Reaper
drone crash a secret (Editorial)

Updated: Apr. 18, 2021, /.20 a.m. | Published: Apr. 18, 2021, /:30 a.m.
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An MQ-2 Reaper drone operated by the NY Air Naticnal Guard's 174th Attack
Wing is shown after crashing June 25, 2020 at Syracuse Hancock International
Airport. U.S. Air Force photo

[Source: syracuse.com]

Why would they be so secretive about one of their drones
nearly causing a catastrophe in a U.S. city? Maybe because it
was the second Reaper crash in as many days. One had gone down
somewhere in Africa just the day before, because of a
maintenance problem GA had known about for months but hadn’t
fixed.

More likely, it might have been because at the time, GA was
trying to fly the Reaper’s big brother, the new MQ-9B
SkyGuardian, over the City of San Diego, supposedly to
demonstrate the commercial applications of large military-
grade drones. Three weeks before the Syracuse crash, the Voice
of San Diego had announced that they were suing the FAA and GA
over the secrecy surrounding that attempt.
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That proposed flight was eventually rejected by the
professionals at FAA, but FAA leadership still fought tooth
and nail in court to not reveal the reasons why. Whatever the
reason, that rejection turns out to have been well-justified.
GA was forced to take a consolation flight over the desert,
and because the project was supported by NASA, they had to
issue a report. That report clearly shows that the crucial DAA
system (which Australia had said was the basis for choosing
the MQ-9B), had failed repeatedly during the flight.

During the 9.5 hour flight, there were a few instances where the DAA traffic display experienced
a brief (30-40 second) loss of data, then returned to normal operation. During these drops, TCAS
alerts on the pilot’s Head-up Display, including resolution advisories (RAs), remained
operational. GA-ASIs investigation into the root cause concluded that these events were related
to a brief data bandwidth conflict on the SATCOM downlink between the DAS-4 camera system
and the DAA system, which has since been corrected by updating payload configuration settings
to ensure DAA system messages remain prioritized during any unexpected data conflict
situations. Section 2.1.4 below provides an overview of these observations and the results of the

investigation.

Don’t bother looking for that overview. Somehow, it never made

it into the report..
With all that failure, General Atomics and the federal

government are still moving ahead with plans to open U.S.
domestic airspace to routine operation of military
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surveillance drones. In fact, GA is already previewing the
opportunity (to commercial AND government customers) to lease
their drones for surveillance flights in domestic or
international airspace. They’'re even considering a ““pay by
the hour” scenario“.

The Leasing page on the General Atomics website ends with this
odd signoff: “-ISR/24/7/365-".

“Intelligence, Surveillance, Reconnaissance. 24 hours a day, 7
days a week, 365 days a year.” Over the United States.. Coming
soon?

When the Reapers Come Home

When the Reapers Come Home
A Look at the plan to Open US Domestic Airspace to Military
Drones
Guest Post by Barry Summers
“The stuff from Afghanistan is going to come back”
That was the statement from Department of Defense official
Steve Pennington in the 2/13/12 LA Times, the day before the

2012 FAA Modernization and Reform Act was signed into law.

“We want a fully integrated environment.”

Fully integrated: meaning, no restrictions on military drones
operating in the National Airspace (NAS) — Reapers, Predators,
etc., occupying the same airspace as commercial/civil aircraft
over our heads. The DoD has been trying to get this “routine”
access for over 10 years. Read “Background: War on Terror” for
some of the history leading up this point.

The 2012 FAA Act is how they are going to accomplish this.
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How could this go unreported?

The Act directs the Administrator of the FAA to establish a
testing program for the eventual integration of UAS, or
drones, into the National Airspace System. This has been
reported on extensively, as it applies to potential “civil” or
commercial drone applications (Amazon package delivery, aerial
photography, agricultural uses, etc.)

However, at every step leading up to this for the previous 11
years up to and including the Senate version of the Act,
Congress and the DoD have primarily referred to the need to
integrate “military” unmanned aircraft into the NAS. But the
FAA is barred from regulating “military” aircraft. They are
bound by federal statute to refer to them as “public”
aircraft. So the final version of the Act conforms to the FAA
language, and directs them to integrate “civil” (commercial)
unmanned aircraft, and “public” (military) unmanned aircraft
into the NAS.

Could this be why no one has reported this up to now?

From the Senate version of the 2012 FAA Modernization and Reform Act:

The FAA is directed to work with DOD to certify and
develop flight standards for military unmanned aerial systems and
to integrate these systems into the NAS as part of the UAS inte-
gration plan.

The final version changed the word 'military’ to 'public’, which according
to federal definitions, still means military:

(b) STANDARDS FOR OPERATION AND CERTIFICATION.—Not later
than December 31, 2015, the Administrator shall develop and im-
plement operational and certification requirements for the operation

of public unmanned aircraft systems in the national airspace sys-
tem.

The FAA definition of “public aircraft” is spelled out here.
Essentially, from Title 49 USC 40125: Qualifications for
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public aircraft status:

“(c)AIRCRAFT OWNED OR OPERATED BY THE ARMED FORCES”
Again, from the Senate version:

“(a) IN GENERAL- Within 1 year after the date of enactment of
this Act, the Administrator shall develop a plan to accelerate
the integration of unmanned aerial systems into the National
Airspace System that-

(6) addresses both military and nonmilitary unmanned aerial
system operations;”

From the House version:

(4) address both civil and public unmanned aircraft systems;

If the FAA and the DoD are preparing to open US domestic skies
to military surveillance drones, it would have to involve the
six designated UAS test sites set up by the FAA.

Read about those sites, the military and defense contractor
personnel who are in charge of them, and the military bases

they are operating at here.

Read about the “Gorgon Stare” city-wide Reaper drone
surveillance package here.

Did Berkeley Just Save Us
From Drones or Target Us With
Drones?

By David Swanson. Reprinted from War is a Crime.orqg.

Cities and states across the United States have been taking
various actions against drones, while the federal government
rolls ahead with project fill the skies.

Robert L. Meola has been working for years now to get Berkeley
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to catch up with other localities and claim its usual spot at
the forefront of movements to pass good resolutions on major
issues. Now Berkeley has acted and Meola says “This is NOT
what I/we asked for.”

Here’s what they asked for:

Establishing a Two Year Moratorium on Drones in Berkeley

From: Peace and Justice Commission

Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution adopting a two year
moratorium on drones in Berkeley.

Financial Implications: Unknown

And what they got:

Action: 11 speakers. M/S/C (Bates/Maio) to: 1) adopt a one-
year moratorium on the use of unmanned aircraft systems, or
“drones” by the Berkeley Police Department, 2) ask the Council
to develop a policy for police use of drones, and 3) to

authorize the use of drones by the Berkeley Fire Department
for disaster response purposes. Vote: Ayes — Maio, Moore,
Anderson, Arreguin, Capitelli, Wengraf, Bates; Noes — Droste;
Abstain — Worthington.

Meola responds:

“They adopted a ONE year moratorium on POLICE use of drones.

The police have not been interested in getting a drone,
according to the last official word from the chief. But they
AUTHORIZED use by the Fire Department, who also has not asked
to have a drone. And if they get one, will it ONLY be used by
the Fire Dept. for disaster response purposes??—Maybe. And
they say they will develop a policy for Police USE of drones.

How nice of them. We have asked for NO DRONES, NO POLICE USE
OF DRONES, and their moratorium entails coming up with a
policy for POLICE USE OF DRONES while they still haven’t
tackled the issues around a comprehensive drone policy for
Berkeley. I spoke. Others spoke. The ACLU spoke. The Mayor
is slick. He started out saying two years and ended up with



one. They had a whole list of exceptions that got exchanged
for this crappy policy.

“So, 1f no one 1is paying attention to the details, the
propaganda sounds good: BERKELEY PASSES ONE YEAR MORATORIUM
ON DRONES Wow! Groovy! Better maybe not to have done
anything! Kriss Worthington abstained because this doesn’t
sound better than doing nothing once you read the details of
what they actually passed.

“They ignored all the good stuff in our recommendation re not
using info obtained by a drone in state and federal criminal
investigations without a valid warrant based on probable
cause. They ignored asking the state to establish a two year
moratorium.

“My time would be better spent organizing for Nonviolent
Anarchist Revolution, don’t you think? Instead I am asking
for them to make a law! And this is the result! HELP!

“No faith n the system, not even in Berkeley.
“LONG LIVE ANARCHY!”

Hey, Berkeley, your people sure seem to love you. I’ve
received several emails today from random people in Berkeley
on the theme of how useless your Police Review Commission 1is.
And I live nowhere near Berkeley and hadn’t inquired.

Wouldn’t keeping killer spy robots out of the skies have been
an easy way to do something positive?




Commercial Drones and the
Slippery Slope

Ed Kinane’s latest Op Ed, originally published on Truthout.org
as: The FAA’s Broadening Regulations: Commercial Drones and
the Slippery Slope

The Federal Aviation Administration, bowing to persistent
corporate and congressional drone caucus pressure, on February
15 issued “A Notice of Proposed Rulemaking” seeking public
input. The proposed rules seek to regulate the commercial and
government flight of small (under 55 1lbs.) domestic drones.
The FAA, charged with keeping our airways safe, 1s opening
wider the door to the multi-billion domestic drone
industry..impairing both our safety and our civil liberties.

The drone industry is drooling.

Like their military counterparts, commercial drones are being
rushed off assembly lines with insufficient quality control.
With drones crowding the air, crashes and collisions -
accidental and otherwise — can and will happen. And not only
on the White House lawn.

While commercial drone operators will have to pay some fees
(about $300) and pass a written test to be certified, there
can be no guarantee that they will conform to the discipline
of keeping their airborne vehicle within sight (as currently
required) or below the newly expanded height (500 ft.) or far
from airports (five miles). There is no guarantee that drone
operators, even when sober, will be prudent. Boys love their
toys. And who will be keeping track?

Given drone surveillance capabilities, normalizing much denser
drone traffic will further erode civil liberties. The new regs
help consolidate “1984."” The newly legalized commercial drone
will be a terrific FBI, NSA, Homeland Security, etc. front for
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both retail and wholesale surveillance on all of us — and on
some of us in particular. These agencies have already
demonstrated their contempt for the Fourth Amendment — which
Amendment forbids search and seizure without specific cause or
warrants. Already when Congressional hearings or other
investigators challenge them, some agency spokespeople and
Bush/Obama administration appointees readily lie about their
overseas drone crimes. (Think John Brennan.) Will they be any
more candid about their domestic dirty work?

The more commercial drones become a visible fixture in our
skies, the less we will question them. This normalizing will
provide cover for those drone operators up to no good. On
February 15, according to the New York Times, President Obama
signed a memorandum requiring government agencies “to report
publicly each year a ‘general summary’ on their drone use...”
The Times goes on to note that “the order includes a loophole
allowing secrecy for operations involving national security or
law enforcement.” [italics mine]

With their dandy new tools, police and intelligence agency
drones will step up surveillance of citizens engaged 1in
Constitutionally-protected First Amendment activity. This can
chill such activity, eroding democratic space and leading to
more heavy-handed prosecutions. Uppity and organizing people
of color will be profiled and made more vulnerable. Already
those of us nonviolently protesting US Reaper drone
assassination and civilian killing in Afghanistan and
elsewhere are subject to imprisonment by retrograde local and
federal courts. (Think Hancock and Whiteman air force bases.)

Mission creep: Some surveillance drones are designed with
bigger things in mind. Some can be converted to weaponized
drones, whether lethal or “non-lethal”: with license plate and
facial recognition technology, crippling lasers, bean bags,
rubber bullets, etc..Such devices can be deployed by night (not
permitted by those new regs) by criminal, insurgent, terrorist
or police elements.



Drone technology is developing rapidly. The projected quantum
leap in domestic commercial development will cross-fertilize
and boost military drone research — making the police
state/empire all the mightier. The commercial leap will
contribute to proliferation as other nations and entities
scramble for their own regional or global dominance..if only in
self-defense. The tinder keeps accumulating. The planet keeps
getting less safe.

Dozens of other lesser powers are now importing (mostly from
the US or Israel), or looking to develop their own, weaponized
drones. This dronification of domestic and foreign policy
bodes ill. Not only do drones make the violation of other
nations’ sovereignty easier, they tempt militarists — state-
sponsored and otherwise — to make mini-war. As drones
proliferate, assassinations, whether extra-territorial or
domestic, thanks to US (and Israeli) precedent, will multiply.

The Pentagon, the CIA, and their ilk, in undermining others’
sovereignty, can more blatantly encroach on our own. With
drones, the distinction between “over there” and “here”
dissolves. What goes around comes around. The drone 1is
altering the power ratio, already lopsided, between we, the
citizens, and the US power structure. The drone gives
government elements more power than it’s prudent to let them
have.
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Returning to the FAA: That agency, now struggling to keep up
with drone developments, may, with time, publish tested,
prudent, responsible, democratic regulations. But like the
drone regs thus far, these will be difficult, if not
impossible to enforce — even if the FAA were somehow to
acquire the will, expertise, political clout and budget to do
SO.



