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UFO Ernclosures
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Alr Force Statement about UFC
at Dexter, Michigan

Yarch 25, 1766, MNews Lelease

"
©

elaas

March 28, 1565, Meus
April 2, 19646, News Raleass
April 21, 1966, Kews Release

April 16, 1967, Editorial from
The Hew York Times

Anril 17, 1967, Editorial from
The Detrolt Free Press

Getoher 7, 1960, Hews Release
July 31, 1966, UPD Sighting
May 9. 196G, Hews Release

April 17, 1966, Ravenna, Dhio

September 3, 1965, Lxeter, New

n3

Hampshire

Maych 2, 1965, Erocksville, Florida

Februsry 24, 1958, UFD over Pennsylvania

April 24, 1364, Socorre, New Mexico

Hovember 23, 1953, Hlnross Incident

July 19/20 and 26/27, 1952, VWashington, D. {.

January 7, 1946, The llantell Cage

June 24, 1957, Yt, Ranier, Washington

Aly Torce Regulations £0-17 and &0

(Only in special cases. see

(UFD material)

(UT3 statements)

(UFC information)
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CONGRESSMAN

GERALD R FORDi

HOUSE REPUBI.ICAN I.EADER

FROM THE QOFFICE OF HOUSE MINORITY LEADER GERALD R. FORD, R~MICH.

FOR RELEASE ON RECEIPT

MARCH 25, 1966

WASHINGTON-~House Minority Leader Gerald R, Ford, R-Mich,, today

proposed that Congress 1nvestigate %he rash of reported sighefhgs of

AHVHHY]GHO&G?VHHDINOH&AJODOLOH&

'
N
country. /

‘;r" K

Ford s {d he believes ‘a congress}onal inquiry would be worthwhile

o, i N
t‘i,

American‘peopl; are becoming alarmed by the UFO stories,

because t

r Fo ce invgstigatora have been checking on such

i

He nzted that Al

LRI \,q‘,.\""imaq?m;-,x‘s;,\;wyx‘
Pt

" S i
otrd sald, e T

;fb

“Very wholeqome.thing for a‘-

it would be

AN

sighted these objects.”

A
"I think the American pedET; would feel¥ better Lf there was a
full-blown investigation of these incidents, which some persons allege

have taken place."

i # #



CONGRESSMAN

GERALD R.

HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY, P .M.

MARCH 28, 1966

NOTE TO ALL NEWS ME?%.A: House Mghority Leader Gerald R, Ford,

R-Michigan, today ient t‘? atfached 1etter to the chairmen and théﬁﬁgpki g

S

ﬁ? / f
é‘HOUSQA_ommittees on Armed Services and Sclence

%
£

Republican members qg “th
3

e,
and Astronautics, u ging t ag omg%committee or %he other investigate the
%, g) % ;?*”

Fn

;,a

subject of Unidentified Flyi

ngfbjects (UFO'S).
':: £
)1
Ford is not satisfied with/the Air Fgrge explanation ‘? the recent

sightings in Michigan and describes the 'swamp gzats"l version™ ‘given by

astrophysicist J, Allen Hynek as "flippant.”

Ford has received a number of telegrams and letters from individuals

anxious to see a congressional investigation of UFO's,

###
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CONGRESSMAN

GERALD R. FORD

HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY, P.M,

MARCH 28, 1966

NOTE TO ALL NEWS MEDIA: House Minority Leader Gerald R, Ford,
R-Michigan, today sent the attached letter to the chairmen and the ranking
Republican members of the House Committees or Armed Services and Science

and Astronautics, urging that one committee or the other investigate the

subject of Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO's).

Ford is not satisfied with the Air Force explanation of the recent
sightings in Michigan and describes the ''swamp gas' version given by

astrophysicist J, Allen Hynek as "flippant."

Ford has received a number of telegrams and letters from individuals

anxious to see a congressional investigation of UFO's.

## #
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March 28, 1966

Rep. Gecrge P, Miller, Chairman Rep. L. Mendel Rivers, Chairman
Science and Astronautics Committee Armed Services Committee

U. S, House of Representatives U, 8, House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. Washington, D. C.

Dear Chairmen Miller and Rivers:

No doubt you have noted the recent flurry of newspaper stories about
unidentified flying objects (UF0's), I have taken special interest in
these accounts because many of the latest reported sightings have been
in my home state of Michigan,

The Air Force sent a consultant, astrophysicist Dr. J, Allen Hynek of
Northwestern University, to Michigan to investigate the various reports;
and he dismissed all of them as the product of college student pranks or
swamp gas or an impression created by the rising crescent moon and the
planet Venus, I do not agree that all of these reports can be or should

be so easily explained away.

Because I think there may be substance to some of these reports and
because I believe the Ame{ican people are entitled to a more thorough
explanation than has been! given them by the Air Force to date, I am
proposing that either the ‘Science and Astronautics Committee or the
Armed Services Committee pf the House schedile hearings on the subject
of UFO's and(invite testimony from both the executive branch of the
government and some of the persons who claim to have seen UFO's,w

%

I enclose ma kerial which I think will be helpful to you in5‘ uessing the

advisability*of an 1nvestigation of UF0's, 3

May 1 first call to your attention a column by Ros oe Drummond, published
last Sunday in which Mr, Drummond says, 'Maybe allzof these reported
sightings are whimsical, imaginary or unreal; but We need a‘more credible
and detached appraisal of the evidence than we are}tetting "

Mr, Drummond goes om to state, "We need to get all the data drawn together
to one place and examined far more objectively than anyone has done so far,
A stable public opinion will come from a trustworthy look at the evidence,
not from belittling it."

"The time has come for the President or Congress to name an objective and
respected panel to investigate, appraise, and report on all present and
future evidence about what is going on,"

I agree fully with Mr, Drummond's statements, I also suggest you scan
the enclosed series of six articles by Bulkley Griffin of the Griffin-
Larrabee News Bureau here. In the last of his articles, published last
January, Mr, Griffin says, '"A main conclusion can be briefly stated., It
is that the Air Force is misleading the public by its continuing campaign
to produce and maintain belief that all sightings can be explalned away
as misidentification of familiar objects, such as balloons, stars, and

alrcraft."

1 have just today received a number of telegrams urging a congressional
investigation of UFO's, One is from retired Air Force Col. Harold R. Brown,
Ardmore, Tennessee, who says, "I have seen UFO, Will be available to

testify."

Another, from Mrs, Ethyle M., Davis, Eugene, Oregon, reads, "Nine out of
ten people want truth of UFO's Press your investigation to the fullest,"

AHVHHYIGHOJG?VHHDLMOHAAdODOiOHd



Rep. George P, Miller, Chairman
Rep. L. Mendel Rivers, Chairman

Page Two
March 28, 1966

Ronald Colier of Los Angeles, who identifies himself as 'a scilentist from
M.I,T.," urges that you '"do everything in your power to make Air Force
Project Blue Book (the AF name for its study and verdicts on UFO reports)

known to the people,"

Are we to assume that everyone who says he has seen UFO's is an unreliable
witness?

A UPI story out of Ann Arbor, Michigan, dated March 21, 1966, states that
"at least 40 persons, including 12 policemen, said today that they saw
a strange flying object guarded by four sister ships land in a swamp near

here Sunday night."

Matt Surrell of Station WJR, Detroit, cites an eye witness account of a
recent UFO sighting by Emile Grenier of Ann Arbor, an aeronautical engineer
employed by Ford Motor Company, He points out that an aeronautical
engineer can hardly be considered an untrustworthy witness.

In the firm belief that the American public deserves a better explanation
than that thus far given by the Air Férce, I strongly recommend that there
be a committee investigation of the UFO phenomena,

I think we owe it to the people to establish credibllity regarding UFO's
and to produce the greatest possible enlightenment on this subject,

Kindest personal regards.

Sincerely,

/s/
Gerald R. Ford, M.C.

GRF:plr

Enclosures

EEX
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March 28, 1966

Rep. George P. Miller, Chairman " Rep. L, Mendel Rivers, Chairman
Science and Astronautics Committee Armed Services Committee

U, S. House of Representatives ' U. S, House of Representatives
Washington, D.C, Washington, D. C.

Dear Chairmen Miller and Rivers:

No doubt you have noted the recent flurry of newspaper stories about
unidentified flying objects (UFO's). I have taken special interest in
these accounts because many of the latest reported sightings have been
in my home state of Michigan. :

The Air Force sent a consultant, astrophysicist Dr, J, Allen Hynek of
Northwestern University, to Michigan to investigate the various reports;
and he dismissed all of them as the product of college student pranks or
swamp gas or an lmpression created by the rising crescent moon and the
planet Venus. I do not agree that all of these reports can be or should

be so easily explained away.

Because I think there may be substance to gome of these reports and
because I believe the American people are entitled to a more thorough
explanation than has been given them by the Air Force to date, I am
proposing that either the Science and Astronautics Committee or the
Armed Services Committee of the House schedule hearings on the subject
of UFO's and invite testimony from both the executive branch of the
government and some of the persons who claim to have seen UFO's,

I enclose material which I think will be helpful to you in assessing the
advisability of an investigation of UFO's,

May I first call to your attention a columm by Roscoe Drummond, published
last Sunday in which Mr, Drummond says, 'Maybe all of these reported
sightings are whimsical, imaginary or unreal; but we need a more credible
and detached appraisal of the evidence than we are getting."

Mr. Drummond goes on to state, 'We need to get all the data drawn together
to one place and examined far more objectively than anyone has done so far.
A stable public opinion will come from a trustworthy look at the evidence,

not from belittling it."

"The time has come for the President or Congress to name an objective and
respected panel to investigate, appraise, and report on all present and
future evidence about what is going on."

I agree fully with Mr, Drummond's statements. I also suggest you scan
the enclosed series of six articles by Bulkley Griffin of the Griffin-
Larrabee News Bureau here, In the last of his articles, published last
January, Mr, Griffin says, 'A main conclusion can be briefly stated. It
is that the Air Force is misleading the public by its continuing campaign
to produce and maintain belief that all sightings can be explained away
as misidentification of familiar objects, such as balloons, stars, ard

aircraft."
I have just today received a number of telegrams urging a congressional

investigation of UFO's, One is from retired Air Force Col, Harold R, Brown,
Ardmore, Tennessee, who says, "I have seen UFO. Will be available to

testify,"

Another, from Mrs. Ethyle M, Davis, Eugene, Oregon, reads, '"Nine out of
ten people want truth of UFO's Press your investigation to the fullest."
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Rep. George P, Miller, Chairman
Rep. L, Mendel Rivers, Chairman

Page Two
March 28, 1966

Ronald Colier of Los Angeles, who identifies himself as "a scientist from
M.I.T.," urges that you "do everything in your power to make Air Force
Project Blue Book (the AF name for its study and verdicts on UFO reports)

known to the people.,"

Are we to assume that everyone who says he has seen UFO's is an uareliable

witness?

A UPI story out of Ann Arbor, Michigan, dated March 21, 1966, states that
"at least 40 persons, including 12 policemen, said today that they saw
a strange flying object guarded by four sister ships land in a swamp near

here Sunday night.,"

Matt Surrell of Station WJR, Detroit, cites an eye witness account of a
recent UFO sighting by Emile Grenier of ‘Anm Arbor, an aeronautical engineer
employed by Ford Motor Company. He points out that an aeronautical
engineer can hardly be considered an untrustworthy witness.

In the firm belief that the American public deserves a better explanation

than that thus far given by the Air Fdrce, 1 strongly recommend that there
be a commlttee investigation of the UFO phenomena.

I think we owe it to the people to establish credibility regardlng UFO's
and to produce the greatest possible enlightenment on this subject,

Kindest personal regards.

Sincerely,

/s/ _
Gerald R, Ford, M.C.

GRF:plr

Enclosures

EEX.
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FOR SUNDAY A.M. RELEASE APRIL 3, 1966

STATEMENT BY HOUSE MINORITY LEADER GERALD R, FORD, R-MICHIGAN

As I had expected, some persons have ridiculed my call for acongressicnal

investigation of unidentified flying objects (UF0O's)., These people are a

fraction of those who have given me their reaction to my proposal The f”
eve

overwhelming majority of those expre531ng a view in letters to me b

/ ; i
nvestigation would be useful and is needed,

£

a congressional
Y

Those who coff at the idea of a congressional inveatigation of UFO!'s

apparently are nawate that the House Armed Serv;ces Committee has scheduled

3 3 b
a closed-door hgaring} ,on the matter Tuesdgy w1th the Air Force and that

7

’ rth, Q Minn., heaéed a three—man subcommittee which held

Rep. Joseph E,
e 9
ﬁ“years ago on behalf of the House Science

two days of hush-hush he§rihgs fi?e
and Astronautics C¢ itte %, Karg has confirmed in conversation with a
;_ £ e "g L

member of my staff that he conducted thgse secretghearings.
% H 1

NI

. AHVHHY]GHOJGTVHHDIVOHJA&ODOLOHd

AL
The present Science and Astronauticéapgmmittee chairman, Rep, George P
e,

Miller, D-Calif., has shied away from a UFO probe at this time, saying his
e late

committee does not have jurisdiction over the Air Force. y@f

"E

Rep., Overton Brooks, D-La,, obvioualy had diffefeut idees because he tapped

Karth to summon Air Foree witnesses and guestion thgm after a flurry of UFO

sightings in 1961, x<\
e that hijisubcommittee ma“

leased agything&to the public.

\
staff director, no record was made of

Karth has informed 1
According to

full committee but never

mwm

the co itteeé

Charles F, Ducander,
subcommittee members and Alr Force witnesses,

conversation between Karth

The hearings, he said, took place in Karth's congressional office

I have never said that I believe any of the reported UFO sightings
indicate visits to earth from another planet, Apart from prarks and natural
phenomena, some of these objects may well be products of experimentation by

why doesn't the Air Force concede it and

our own military. If this 1s so,
There would be no need to go into

in this way reassure the American people?

detall on the nature of the experiments.

# a4



FOR SUNDAY A.M, RELEASE APRIL 3, 1966

STATEMENT BY HOUSE MINORITY LEADER GERALD R, FORD, R-MICHIGAN

As 1 had expected, some persons have ridiculed fpy call for acongressiomal
investigation of unidentified flying objects (UFO's). These people are a
fraction of those who have given me their reaction to my proposal. The
overvwhelming majority of those expressing a view in letters to me believe
a congressional investigation would be useful and is neaded.

Those who scoff at the idea of a congressional investigation of UFO!s
apparently are unaware that the House Armed Services Committee lias scheduled
a closed-door hearing on the matter Tuesday with the Air Force and that
Rep. Joseph E, Karth, D-Minn., headed a three-man subcommittee which held
two days of hush-hush hearings five years ago on behalf of the House Science

and Astronautics Committee. Karth has confirmed in comnvergsation with a

member of my staff that he conducted these secret hearings,

AHVHHY]GHO&G?VHHDINOHdAdOOOlOHd

The present Science and Astronautics Committee chairman, Rep. George P.

Miller, D-Calif., has shied away from a UFO probe at this time, saying his

committee does not have jurisdiction over the Air Force. But the late

Rep. Overton Brooks, D-La., obviously had different ideas because he tapped

Karth to summon Air Force witnesses and question them after a flurry of UFO

sightings in 1961.
Karth has informed me that his subcommittee made an oral report to the

full committee but never released anything to the public. According to

Charles F. Ducander, the committee'’s staff director, no record was made of

conversation between Karth subcommittee members and Air Force witnesses,

The hearings, he said, took place in Karth's congressional office.

1 have never said that I believe any of the reported UFO sightinga:

indicate visits to earth from another planet, Apart from pranks and natural

phenomena, some of these objects may well be products of experimentation by

our own military, If this is so, why doesn't the Air Force concede it and
in this way reassure the American people? There would be no need to go into

detail on the nature of the experiments,

4 #



CONGRESSMAN

GERALD R. FORD

HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEAD

FOR RELEASE ON THURSDAY, P.M.,
APRIL 21, 1966

STATEMENT BY HOUSE MINORITY LEADER GERALD R. FORD, R-MICHIGAN.
The Air Force has informed me it is arranging for a study by high-caliber

scientists of some of the UFO sightings which have never been explained
This study will be placed under contract soon after July 1, start of the newxn
o

d AdODOLOHq

fiscal year. It will be carried out by a university which has no close ties witﬁi
the Air Force so that the findings will be completely obJective, Air Force oﬁﬂciégs

tell me. {
| e f‘
Those people engaged in the study will be high-caliber scientists who have
. ~
I

It w#ll be made clear to ggem

T@I04 g7

l
never taken a position on UFO's, the Air Force said

that they are not being hired to come up with findings in support of previous A{i

Force statements regerding UFO's, 1 am informed, .
The Air Force said there is too much effort involved to ask these scientists

to make this study without pay.

The report will definitely be made public, the Air Force assured me. The

whole purpose of the etué} is to clear the air as far as the public is concerned
This, of course, was my purpose in recently requesting that public hearings

on the subject of UFO's be conducted by either the House Armed Services Committee

or the House Science and Astronautics Committee,

It was as a result of my call for a congressional investigation that the Air

Force now is arranging for a study of UFO's by topflight scientists not connected

in any way with the Air Force.

I would have preferred a congressional investigation with witnesses to include
reliable persons from among those who say they have seen UFO' I still think this
would be beneficial, But the UFO study by a panel of scientists, with the report

to be made public, is a step in the right direction.
# # 4



OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (PUBLIC A

‘WASHINGTON, D.C. - 20301
PLEASE NOTE DATE
NO. 847-66

OXford 7-5131 (Info.)
OXford 7-3189 (Copies),

IMMEDIATE RELFASE October 7, 1966

AIR FORCE SELECTS UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO
TO INVESTIGATE UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT REPORTS

The University of Coloradc, Boulder, Colorado, has been selected by the
Air Force to conduct independent investigations inte unidentified flying object

HDINOHdAdODOLOH

(UFO) reports.

A research agreement, valued at approximately $300,000, is being negotiaté%
with the university by the Air Force Office of Scientific Research to analyze U
phenomena associated with UFO sightings and to make recommendations on the Air S
Force’s methods of investigating and evaluating UFO reports -- a program known é
es Project Blue Book. A report is expected to be made to the Air Force in ear%%
g

1968.
=
Dr. Edward U. Condon will direct the scientific phases of the work, while<
Principal investigators working

Rcbert J. Low will serve as project coordinator.
with Dr, Condon will be Dr. Franklin E. Roach and Dr. Stuart W. Cook,.

Dr. Condon, former director of the Naticnel Bureau of Standards (NBS), is
a professor of physics at Colorado and a fellow of the Joint Laboratory for
Astrophysics which is co-sponsored by the university and NBS. Mr, Low is an
assigtant dean of the university's graduate school. Dr. Cook is chairman of
the university's psychology department, and Dr. Roach is an astrouphysicist with
the Environmental Science Services Administration (ESSA).

Colorado 1s expected to select several other universities to take part in

the research. These and other consultants will bring the number of scientists

involved to over 100.

The National Academy of Sciences has indicated its willingness to assist
by appointing a panel--at the time the Ccloradc report becomes available to the
Air Force--to review the investigating team's work. This panel will not be part
of the investigating team, but will provide a furtner indevendent check on the
scientific validity of the methced of investigation.

In announcing the selecticn, Air Force Secretary Harold Brown said, "We

are more than pleased to be able to place this grant with respected individuaals
in a university of such high standing in the scientific community. Additionally,
the location of the university should prove invaluable to the investigators,
since the National Center for Atmospheric Research and the research headguarters
of the Environmental Science Services Administration are lccated at Boulder.
These organizations conduct research c¢n the properties of man's natural envirca-
ment, specializing in the physical characteristics of the atmosphere and the N

near-space medium." ~
MORE



-

Air Force Project Blue Book files, as well as any other UFO information
in the possession of the Air Force, will be made available to the team.

Additionally, all Air Force installations within the U.S. will assist the team
The investigators will, however, conduct thelr research

if requested.

independently of and without direction from the Air Force.
The decision to enter into a research agreement for this work was based

on a recommendation of the Air Force Scientific Advisory Board which completed

a review of the resources, methods and findings of Project Blue Book earlier
While complimenting the Air Force on the organilzatilon of Project

this year.
Blue Book, the Board recommended that the program be expanded to include
investigation of selected sightings by independent scientists.

Within the Department of Defense, the Air Force has the responsibllity
The Alr Force has been investigating such reports

of investigating UFO reports.

since 1948 under its role of air defense of the United States, and the
university's research does not alter Project Blue Book responsibilities of
recelving, investigating and evaluating UFO reports.

END

(DOD Release No. 383-66, May 9, 1966, refers.)
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varch 28, 1966

#ep, L. Hendel 3ivers, Chairman
Armed Sexvices Conmittoe

U, 8, House of Representatives
Washington, D. C.

Dear Chalrman Rilvers:

Ho doubt you have noted the recent flurxy of newspaper stories about
unidentifled flying objocts (UFU's). 1 have taken speclal interestc
in these accounts because many of the latest reported sightings have

teen in wy home 3tate of Hichijan,.

The Alr Force sent a conauitant, astropbysicist Dr. J. Allen iHynek
of Horthwestern University, to Michiian to investigate the various
reports; and he dismissed ail of them as the product of college
student pranks or swamp 348 or an lupression created by the rising
crascent moon and the planat Venus. I do aot agree that ail of
these reports can be or shoulid be so easily explained away.

Because 1 think there may be substance to some of these reports and
because I belisve the American people are entitled to a more thozough
expianation than has been given them by the Air Force to date, I am
proposing that either the 3cience and Astronautics Comaittee or the
Armed 3ervices Sommittee of the House schedule hearings on the sube
jeet of LFO's and iuvite testimony from both the executive branch of
the goverament and some of the persons who claim o have seen UFQ%s,

i enclose material which 1 thiak will be helpiul o you in sssesaing

&
the advisability of an investigation of UFO's,.

Hay I first cail o your attention a column by Roscoe Urummond,

published last Sunday ia which #r. Drummond says, ‘laybe all of these

reportaed sightings are whimsical, imaginary or unreal; but ve aced
e sr2dible and detached aporaisal of the evidence than we are

. ¥

s

.
53
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Rep. Le Sendel Rivers, Chalrman
Paye Tuo
Hdavch 25, 1966

dr. Orusmond goes ont 2o stale, We nead o get ail the data drgwm
togethar in one piace and cxumined far wore cobjectively than anyone
has done sofar. 4 stable pubiic opinion will come from & truate-
worthy look at the evidence, not from belittiing ic.

"The time has come for the fresident ox Conyress to name an objoctive
and respanted panel to ilnwastljste, appralss, and vepowt on ail
presant ond future gvidence about what i3 golng on.”

! agree fully with 4r., brusmond's statoments, I also suggest you
acan the enclosed series of aix articles by Bulkley Criffin of the
Griffin-larrabos News Buresu here. in the last of his articiss,
published last January, Hr., Criffin says, “A cain conciusion can be
brieily stated. It is that the Air Force 19 misleading the public by
iza consinuing campai:@m to produce and malntain belief chat all
3igheings can be expiained away as mlaldentification of famillar
objects, such as balloons, stars and aireraft.”

1 have just today raceived a number 2f telesrams urging 3 congressional
inveatigation of UTO's., One is from retired Air Force Col, Harold R,
Brown, Ardmore, Isnusssea, who says, I have sean UFQ. Will ke
available to testify.”

Another, Srom Mra, Ethyle M. Davis, Bugene, Oraeyon, reads, “"Nine ocut
of ten people want tyuth of UFO's. Fress your iovestization to the

fullege.,”

Ropald Coligr of Log angeles, who ldentifies higself av “a scientist
from M.T.%.," urges thak you "do everytiting in your power to waze
Alr Powce ‘roject Blue Book (the AF nawe for its aftudy and verudicts
on UFD repoxts) known to tha people.” &re we to assume that everyons
who says he has gesn UFU's 13 an uareliasbia witness?

A UFL astory out of Ann Arbor, Michigzan, dated lfavch 21, 1369, states
that “at lsast &4J persons, including 12 policanen, said today that
thay saw & strange fiying object guarded by four sister ahkips land
in 2 swam) near lera Sunday nigag.”

dagt Suvpell of Station WJR, Decroin, clies an ¢ye witness gocount of
a roceat PO sighting by Swille Cronier of snn Arbor, an aeronauticad
snginaer omployed by Fomddofoer Coupany. He poiacs cut that an

aaccnautical engineer can hardiy de considered an unlrustwortiy witness.

tﬂfﬁﬁkfyq%;A. 
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In the firm belief Lhat the dwmerican public descrves g bstier
explanation than that thus far glven by the Alr Porze, I styonyly
recomend that Chere be a coumpdttee lavestlution of Lhe UFU
phienamena.,

i think we owae Lt £o the pecple ¢ establish credibility regarding
UFG's and to produce the gsreatzst possible enlightenment on this
subject.

Kindest persomal regards.

Sincerely,

Gergld B, Furd, M.C.
GRF:ply

Enclpgures.

Armed Services Committee

Rep. Joseph W, Hartia, Jr., R-Hasa.
Science and Astronautics Committee

Rep, James G, Fulton, R-Pennsylvania
jcience and Astronsutica Committee
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[No. 55]

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

House or REPRESENTATIVES,
CoMMITTEE 0N ARMED SERVTCES,
Washington, D.C., Tnesday. Apri i, 1960,

The committee met, pursnant to call, at 10:35 a.m., the Honorable L.
Mendel Rivers (chairman of the committee), presiding.

The Caatrman. Let the committee come to order.

Memnibers of the conimittee, Secretary Brown and (eneral MeCon-
nell are back this morning for the purpose of responding to questions.

At the end of our last hearing I asked that Secretary Brown give us
some information with respeet to unidentified flying objects. I under-
stand that he is prepared to do that this moming and I also understand
that he has with lum Dr. J. Allen Hynek, consultaut to Project Blue
Book, which is the group charged with responsibility with respect to
TUFO’s. Also present this moruing is Maj. Hector Quintanilla, Jr.,
UFO project officer.

I think it would be well to get the UFQO business ont of the way first.
So I will ask Dr. Brown to give us his report at this time.

Mr. Secretary, see if you can shed some light on these highly illumi-
nated objects.

We can’t just write them off. There are too many responsible people
who are concerned.

Mr. Ford has come out, he has a pretty good size stature in the Clon-
gress, and so tell me what you know, Mr. Seeretary, and let’s see if we
can liave some answers.

Go ahead, Mr. Secretary.

Secretary Broww. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter here which is ad-
dressed to you, and Isigned it. Let me run through it quickly, becanse
it summarizes pretty well what our views are on unidentified flviug
objects.

Following that, if there are some questions, I can try to answer them,
or the Chief, or Dr. Hynek, or Major Quintanilla.

The Caamyax. Why don't we have the doctor come up to the table
now, because when we stact asking questions we will have him there,
and we will just go all over the board.

Sit at the end of the table, Doctor.

Go ahead, sir.

STATEMENT OF HON. HAROLD BROWN, SECRETARY OF AIR FORCE

Secretary Broww. This is in response of vour recent request for
information concerning Alr Force activities in the area of reported
unidentified flying objects.

Within the Department of Defense the Aiv Foree has the respon-
sibility of investigating reports on unidentified flying objects and of
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evarwnling any possible threat to our national security that su(L.}{%%ARY

jects might pose. In carrying out this responsibility let me assure
you that the Air Force is both ohjective and thorough in its treat-
ment of all reports of unusual aerial objects over the United States.

Under the name “Project Blue Boolk,” the Air Force carries out a
three-phase program. We (1) make an initial investigation of each
report received; (2) make a more detailed analysis of reports not
explained ; and (3) disseminate information on sightings, findings,
and statistics.

In order to evaluate this subject as thoronghly as possible, the
capabilities of the Air Force Scientific Advisory Board have recently
been focused upon the subject of UFQO%. This Board has just com-
pleted a detailed review of this subject and concluded that the UFO
phenomena presents no threat to the security of the United States,
and that the present Air Force program dealing with UFQ sightings
has been well organized. Recommendations by the Board are pre-
sently under study and are expected to lead to even stronger emphasis
on the scientific aspects of investigating the sightings that warrant
extensive analysis.

Based upon 10,147 reported sightings from 1947 through 1965, a
summary of which is attached, I believe it significant that the Air Force
has succeeded in identifying 9,501 of these objects. Virtnally all of
these sightings were derived from subjective hmman observations and
interpretations. The most common of these were astronomical sight-
ings that included such things as bright stars and planets, comets and
meteors, and fireballs and auroral streamers.

Otlier major sources of reported sightings include such objects as
satellites, mirages, and spurious radar indications. The remaining
646 reported sightings are those in which the information available
does not provide an adequate hasis for analysis, or for which the in-
formation suggests an hypothesis but the object or phenounlenon ex-
plaining it cannot be proven to have been here or taken place at that
time.

In evaluating these sightings, the Air Force has used carefully
selected and highly qualified scientists, engineers, technicians, and
consultants. These personnel have utilized the finest. Air Force labo-
ratories, test centers, scientific instrumentation, and technieal equip-
ment for this purpose.

Although 1‘}1e past 18 years of investigating unidentified flying ob-
jects have not identified any threat to cur national security, or evidence
that the unidentified objects represent developments or principles
beyond present-day sclentific knowledge, or any evidence of extra-
terrestrial vehicles, the Air Force will continue to investigate such
phenomena with an open mind and with the finest technical equip-
ment available.

I am attaching a special report of the USAF Scientific Advisory
Board Ad Hoc Committee To Review Project “Blue Book,” the latest
edition of Project Blue Book, dated February 1, 1966, and an Air
Force statement regarding the UFO sightings at Dexter, Mich., on
March 20, 1966, and at Hillsdale, Mich., on March 21, 1966.

I trust that the above information will be of agsistance to you. 1f I
can help you further in any way, please do not hesitate to let me know.
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Sightings of unidentificd flying objects

Unidentified ‘1‘ Year ! Totul . Unidentitied
J\ sightings

Year Total
sightings

—
T 1
S

1, 006

[
&
= B o

|

|

| .
14 ! Total.___......
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AIR FORCE STATEMENT REGARDING TUE TTF() S16HI1N¢s AT DuXTER MIcH., oN
MarcH 20, 1966, AND HILLSDALE, MICH.. ox MarcH 21. 1966

The investigation of these two sightings waxs conducted by Dr. J. Allen Hynek.
scientific consultant to Project Blue Book: persoiuel from Selfridge Air Force
Base, Mich.; and personnel from the Project Blue Book office at Weight-Putter-
sun Air Force Base, Ohio.

In addition to these two speeific cases, there hax been a flood of reports {from
this area both before and after March 20 aud 21. The investigating persounel
have not had the tinle to investigate all of these. It has been determined, how-
ever, thal in Hillsdale, over and above tlie sincere and honest reporting by the
young ladies at Hillsdale College. certain young men have played pranks with
flarex. It has also been determined that the pliotographs released yesterday
through the press was taken on 3March 17 just before sunrise near Milan., Mich.,
and have nothing to do with the caxes in question. The Dhotograph clearly
shows trails made as a result of a time exposure of the rizing crescent moon and
the planet Veuus.

The majority of obzervers in bouth the Dexter and Hillsdile cases have reported
only silent glowing lights near the ground—-red. yellow, and Dlite-green. Lhey
have not described an object. The only two observers who did deseribe an
object have stated (hat they were no closer than 500 yards—better than a
quarter of a mile away—a distance which does net allow details to be determined.

Witnesses have described glowing lights—Ilights that seem to move but
never far from a definite place or lights which xuddenly disappeared and popped
up at anether place. The locale in both cases was a swainp.  In Deth cases, the
location of the glow was pinpointed—in Dexter il was seen between two distant
groups of people and at Hillxdale it was seen in a wwampy depression between
the girls and the distant treex. It wax 1 botll cases a very localized plienoniein.
The swampy location is most significant,

A gwanmyp ix a place of rofting vegetation and decompoxition. Swainps are not
8 provinece of astronomers.  Yet, the famous Duteh astronomer, Minnaert, in his
book. “Light and Colowr in the Open Air.” describes lights that have beell =een
in swamps by the astrounonier, Bessel, and other excellent observers., Tlhe lights
resemble tiny flames <ometiniex seen right on the ground and sometimes rising
and floating above it. The flames go out in one place and suddenly appear in
another, giving the illusion of motion. The colors are =ometimwes yellpw, =ome-
times red. and sometimes blue-green. No lieat is felt. and the lightx do net burn
or char the ground. They can appear for hours at a stretell and sometimes for
a whole night. Generally. there is 10 smell and no sowd except for the popping
sound of little explosions such as wlhen a gax buimer ignites.

The rotting vegetation produces marsh gas which can be tranped dnring the
winter by ice. When the spring thaw oceurs, the gas may he released in smue
quantity. The flame, Minnaert says, is a form of chemical luminescence, and its
low temperature is oune of its peculiar tfeatures. Lxactly how it oceurs iz 1ot
known and emild well be the subject of furthier investigation.

The glowing lights over the swamps near Dexter and Hillsdale were obzerved
for 2 or 3 hours, and they were red, greei. and vellow. They appeared to move
sideways and to rise a short distance. No sound wax hieart except a popping
sound.
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It‘SH—’ll!,\‘ entirely likely that as thOeCQ'E\XrER@MGEMPﬁE the trapped
o 188

gases, CT1,, .8, and PH.,, resulting from decomposition

Yy :v gy ) 3 ) i
were released, The chemixtry book hy Nienko and Plane haxs this to say: “%}?Y

air, Phosphine PH, usually bursts info flame apparently because it ix ignited b,
A spoutaneous oxidation of the impure P.H,. The Wﬂl-oﬂthéwicﬁ \‘muetimei
()l{S(»l'\'p.l in marshes, may he due to spontanecus ignition of impu‘re' PH Whicﬁ
might be formed by reluction of naturally aceurving phosporus anpnu.ln(l "

.Tt has been pointel ont to the investizating personnel by other ~:r‘ienﬁ<i< in
this aret that in swamps the formation of .8 and CH, from mttin;f \‘(Aze‘m‘tim
i= conmmon. 'Th.u.\-» could be ignited by the spontaneons burning of PHh o '
”T'llu :l.,\‘r\'lb('.l«‘}[llhtll nt‘ the ~ghungs “’ik!l switmips ip this particular instance is
more than ufnuulvm e No group of witnesses nbrerved any craft coming to or
Lolng away tront the swamp. The glow was loealized, and Deputv Fit71br1trin‘l'
deseribed the glow from besond o rice adjacent to the swamp ax visible Elll‘t'lll';ﬁ
the ireev. Fe stated that the light brightened and dimmed such s stage d(:—
=noothly :uu! slowly——and this deseription exactly s the IIUIN(]‘II‘;} :}"htin
also. The brightening and dimming condd have beet dne to the rél l‘l*-“ E ¥i '_g
able quantities of mareh gas. ) cane of
) The disappearance of the lights when people got close with flashlights or car-
h_,f:hr.\' wonuld indicate that the glow seemed bright to dark ;1(1111;tc\(1aev;‘< 'I:h
night wux dark and there was no moon. The Hillsdale girls kept rh;:\ill.l'm E
dark in order to see the swamp lghts. T e

.It appears very likely that the combination of the conditions of thix particular
winfer (nu musaally mild one in that area) and the p:n‘ticninr \\'e:ither vlﬁlﬁi-
tions of that night-—it was clear and there was little wind at either location—
were such ax to have produeed this nnusnal and puzzling display. o

3 ' PORT P MY
SPECIAL REPORT OF THE USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BoOARD AD Hoc CONMMITTEE
To Review ProsecT Birur Boox

1. INTRODUCTION

As ;equys(wl in a memorandum from Maj. Gen. B. B. LeBailly, Secretary of
i‘“f A\l_r‘ I'Ivl‘m_' Officer of Information, dated September 28, 1965 7(’t:1b A; a
.s)me'nhm;;\d\'zmr}" Board Ad Hoe Committee met on Febrnary 3. 1966 to rﬁvi'm:'
Projeet Blue Book. The objectives of the committee are to l'éVi(;“’ tiié resources
&'ll'l(l methmls. of investigation prescribed by Preject Blue Book and to ﬂdxv‘iw thé
Air Tfurwo of any fmprovements that can be made in the program to envh’mce
the Air Foree's eapability n CArrying out its responsihility. ' ’

1}1 crdoey to ljrin‘_’ themxelves up to date, the members of the committee initially
reviewed the tindings of previous scientifie Danels charged with looking iuto(thle
UFO prablem.  Particular atteution was given to fhekrpport of the ﬁnberrmn
panel which wax renderved in January 1653, The mmmirfeo next heard lxrieﬁil"<
from the AFSC Foreisn Tecbnology Division, which is the on(;niz‘u(lt Air F'ﬂl'r:é
ageney t.hnt collates information on UF0 sightingé nﬁd umnitr;urs Lin\'ol'rifrﬂfio;\'
of individnal caxes. Finally, the cowmittee reviewed selected cnse hisfories 0f
UFO sightings with particular emphasis on those that have nnt/ ll‘een identified.

IL. DISCUSSION

Although about § percent (646} of all sightings (10.147) in the vears 147
thrﬁugh 165 are listed by the Air Force as “L‘nideuti.ﬁed it ap]\t;ar; ‘m 'the
committee (.hnf most of the cases g0 listed are <imply thu.‘:ev in which l'l.le infor-
nuition EIV{III:IM'—‘ doex not provide an adequate basis for analysix., In thig con-
nection it is im[_mrl,zmt alxo to note that no unidentified objecte }»}ilel' tll‘lnlthme
uf auas rum’xmlr-nl nature have ever heen observed (lm‘in;i roﬁtine ax*lrénomiéal
studies, in spite of the large number of observing hours which have héen devoted
to tho_,\-ky A examples of this the Palomar Observatory Sky \tlas contains
some 5.000 plates made with large instroments with wide ﬁel(lA of Arvie“"(th‘é
Hnr\'urd wmeteor project of 1454-55 provided some 3,300 hours of (whﬂervq‘tion H
Ih(?.Slllllhsﬂ.lli:lll visual ‘prairie network provided 2_:'100 nbser‘viu‘f h(;ﬁrc( Voé
a4 <ingle nnidentified object lLias been reported as appearing onh'mv of tl;ece
plates or heel} sighted viznally in all these observations. o )

The eommittee conelnded that in the 19 years since the first TFO was xighted
lhm:v hax beet 1o evidewrce that unidentified fiying nln]’ek:ts are a ‘thr(;zit to our
1_1}1(1011:11 .fm-m'ir‘\: Having arrived at this conelusion ll.]e committee then turned
its attention to considering how the Air Foree <hould handie the scientitie axpects
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of the UFO problem. Unavoidably tliese are also related wo Air Force publie
relations, a sabject on which the ¢ommittee ix not expert. Thus the recont-
mendations whicli follow are made simply from the scientific point of view.

III. CONCLTUSIONS AND RECOHMMENDATIONS

It is the opinion of the committce that the present Air Force program dealing
with UFO sightings has been well organized, although the resources assignedd
to it tonly one officer, a xergeant. and secretary) have been quite limifted, In 19
years and more than 10,000 sightings recorded and classitied, there appears to be
no verified and fully satisfactory evidence of any cose that ix clearly outside
the framework of preseutly known =cience and techunlogs.  Neveriheless, there
is always the possibility that analysis of new sightings nay provide some
additions to xcientific knowledge of value to the Air Force. Moreover, some of
the case records which the committee lovked (hat were Hxted as “hilentified” were
sightings where the evidence collected was too meager or too judefinite to perudt
positive listing in the ideutified category. Because of thix (he commitree recom-
mends that tlie present program be strengthened (o provide opportunily for sciei-
tific investigation of xelected sightings in more detail and depth than has been
possible to date.

To accomplish this it ix recommended that—

(a) Contracts be negotiated with a few selected universities (o provide
scientific teams to investigate promptly and in depth certain selecied <izht-
ings of UF(¥s. Each team should include at Ieasl one Dsycliologist, pref-
erably one interested in clinical pychnology, and at least one physical scien-
tist, preferably an astromomer or geophysicist familiac witl atiwospleric
physics. The universities should be c¢hosen to provide good geographical
distribution, and should be within coovenient distance of a1 base of the Air
Force Systems Command (AFSC).

(b) At each AFSC base an officer skilled in investigation (but not neces-
sarily with scientific training) should be designated to work with the cor-
responding university teant for that geographical =zection. The loeal repre-
sentative of the Air Foree Office of Special Investigations (OR1) mighl be
a logical cheice for this.

(e) One uaiversity or one not-for-profit organization should Dbe selected
to enordinate the work of the {eamx mentioned under ¢ay above, and also to
make certain of very cloxe communication and coordination with the Office
of Project Blue Book.

It ix thought that perhaps 100 sightings a year wmighl be subjected to thix
close study, and that possibly an average of 10 man-day: might he required per
sighting =o studied. The information provided by suell a prograun might bring
te light new facts of scientific value. and wonld almost certainly provide a far
hetter hasis than we have today for decision on a long-term UFO prograni.

The sclentific reports on these selecfed sightings, supplementing the present
program of the Project Blue Book office, should xirengthen the public position
of the Air Foree on UROs 11 ix, thervefore, recommemled thai—

ta) These reports be printed in full aud be available on reqguest.

() Ruitable dbstracts or condenxed versions hw printed and inchnded in,
or as supplements to, the publisbed reports of Project Blue Book.

(¢} The form of report {as typitied by Project Blue Book dated Feb-
ruary 1, 1966) be expanded. and anything which mighl suggest that iuforma-
tion is being withhield el ax the wording on page 5 ot the above cifed
reference) he deleted. The form of this report can be of great importaunce
in securing publie understanding aud should be given detailed study Ly an
appropriate Air Force office.

td) The reports Project Blue Book should be given wide unsolicited
circulation among prominent Mewbers of the Congress auwd other public
persons as a furthier aid to publie understanding of the scientific approach

being taken by the Afr Foree in attacking the UVFO problens.

T OF TI1E ATk I"ORCE,
OFFICE OF TIE RECRETARY,
Washington, DO Septemher 22, 1865,

DEpPARTY

Meworandum for military divector, seientifie advisory hoard
Subject : Unidentified fiying objects (UFO's)

Tu keeping with it< air defense role the Adr Foree has the responsibility for
the investigation of unidentificd flying objecis reported over the United Nrates.
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Fhe name of this preject is Blue Book (attachment 1). Procedures for cou-
ducting this program are estabtished by Air Force regulation 200-2 (attach-
ment 2).

The Air Foree has conducted Project Blue Book since 1848,  Ax of June 30.
1965, a total of 9.267 reports had been investigated by the Air Force. Of these
G267 reports, 663 canot be explaiued.

It has been determuined by the Assistant Deputy Chief of Staff/Plans and
Operations that Project Blune Book is a worthwhile program which deserves the
support of all staff agencier and major couniands and that the Air Foree should
continue to investigate and aualyze all TFO reporis in order to assure that
such objects (e not prexent a threat to our uatiounal security. The Assistant
Deputy (‘hief of Staff.Plans and Operations has determined also that the
Foreign Technology Division (T'TD) at Wright-Patterson Air Forece Base should
continue to exercire its presently assigned respousibilities concerning UF(Q's,

To date, the Air Force has found ne evidence that any of the UFO reports
reflects a’ threat to owr national =ccurity. Hoswever, many of the reports that
cannot be explained have come frown intelligent and techuically well qualified
individuals whose integrity raniuot be doubted. Iun addition, the reports received
officially by the Air Force include only a fraction of the spectacular reports
which are pnblicized by any private UFO organizations.

Accordingly, it 1= requested that a working scientific panel composed of both
physical and social =c¢ieutists be organized to review Project Blue Bonk—its re-.
sources, methods, and findings—and to advise the Air Force as to any improve-
ments that should be made i1 the program in ovder to carry out the Air Force's
assigned responsibiltiy. N

Dr. J. Allen Hynek who is the chairman of the Dearborn Observatory at
Northwestern University is the scientific eonsultant to Project Blue Book. He
hasg indicated a willingness to work with such a panel in order to place this
problem in its proper perspective.

Dr. Hyuek has discussed this problem with Dr. Winston R. Markey, the
former Air Force Chief Scientist.

E. B. LEBAILLY,
Major General, USAF, Director of Information.

Ap Hoc CoMMITTEE OoN UNIDENTIFIED Fryine Ossecrs (UFO's)

AGENDA

Thursday. 3 February 1966
0800 Welcoming remarks : Commander or vice commander, FTD.
0805 Tntroduction : Dr. O'Brien. SAB.
0810 The Air Force problewn: Lieutenaut Colonel Spaulding, SAIFOI.
0830 Briefing on Project Blue Book : Major Qnintanilla, FTD.

1000 Break.
1015 Review of welected caxe histories: FTD Staff.
1145  TLauneh.
1315 Executive and writing session.

SPECIAL REPORT OF THE USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD AD HOC COMMITTEE
TO REVIEW PROJECT BLUE BOOK

Distribution

Symbol Coples

Secretary of the Air Force Office of Information.

25
Mititary Director, DOR/R. & Voo 1
Committee members (1 each): Dr. Brian O'Brien (chairm;

F. Carter, Mr. Jes sky, Dr. Riehard Torter,

Willls 71, Ware, .. ______ R 6
Crmmantder, Foreign Techuology 8
DCE/For 1 Technology (AFSC) . 2
Chairman, 8A S 1
SAB secretariut AFBSA_. .. 1

Meeting statisties bearing on this report including all times, dates, places. a
listing of persous in atiendance and purposes therefor, together with their affilia-
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tions and material reviewed and discussed. are available in the RABR xeeretariat
offices for review by autliorized persous or agencies.
Approved by .
At ¥ HAROLD A. STELINIR.
Licutcnan! Colonel, TNATL,
Assistant Seeretary, USAF seientifie Advisory Boari.

ProJECT BLUE Boox

The T7.8. Air Torce Lias the respousibility nnder Ll}v li)tepm'tuwm of 1,>s::f(x111§(j
for the investigation of nuidentified flying (»hjwtx‘btl FQS). ’Tlux zlszv n; r‘sl}ﬁ
program, which liax been in operation sinee ]‘J-LS_. is 1"1'“.1w‘t Blue BGoolk., It s
been identified in the past as Project Rign and Projecl Griadge. .

Air Fovee interest in unidentitied flying obje(;ts_ is related directly to the ;}11.
Force responsibility for the air defense of the United States. '7171'1.»)“9('11.171'(:\' for
condueting this program are establisbed by Air Toree 'Rtegul;‘ltwu 200 -2, o

The objectives of thie Project DBlne Deok are E\\‘.Otulﬂ‘i first. to d‘)f“f“]‘”“
whether UFO's pose a threat to the security of the 1 ‘u_neh(l Rlates and. second. to
determine whether UF('s exhibit any uniqlle_.\‘clentlh(- information or ady :mvi‘u‘
technology which could contribute to scientlﬁn or 191-11i11(~:1l .I‘P:x‘(-':ll‘l'll, . In 1_;»
course of accomplishing these objectives. 1’1':»_].9':\‘ Blue Bovk strivesx to identity
and explain all TFO sightings reported to the Alr Force.

HOW THE PROGRAM 1S CONDUCTED

The program is conducted in thiree phnse..\‘. The first ph'n‘se 1111.?\\1\!‘l’.<. h-(;n‘uv‘E
of UFO reports and initial investigation of the 1'e})1)1‘l§. The Air 1'(;‘1(,29: llf1~\l+'
pearest the location of a reported sighting ix (-I}ar;:vd \\‘_1111 the 1~:a.<1n’»11.<1h11,|ilm
investigating the sighting and forwarding the 11»1f<.11'1u:1tmn to the Project B3lue
Book Office at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, QOhio. . » .

If the initial investigation does not reveal a p)n.\‘itive fdentitication ,(!1‘ 'explg’;nn:
tion, a second phase of more intensive analysis 1.\7_(:011(111cte(1 Ly the 1 roject b}ur
Book Office. Each ease is objectively and S("lt’ntlh‘\":‘dl)' analyzed z\m\v, if 1w‘( vfi
sary, all of the scientific facilities available to the Air Force cau be _usod t<4)_ assisty
in arriving at au identiication or explanation. A}l pel'snllll'el uss_mqiued W 1[‘11 \‘11}4
investigation. analysis, and evalnation Aeﬁl'orts of tlhe projecl view each report

i sei ific approach and an open wind. '
“l';‘tlllg bttllit:(lltllt)lﬁzigg of‘lthe 1’11'0g1'{11111 is dissemim.lti!m of inl‘nylun!iuu (~(111(~t*}'11.1{1g
TUFO sightings, evaluations. and stat cs,  Tlis is accomplished by the Neere-
tary of the Air Foree, Office of Information. i ) o

The Air Force defines an unidentified fiying object as any aerial ohject wihich

~bs: is unable to identify. ) )
thef‘{gl)):)er?;e(ffl u}lfnmiliur objects in the <ky are submiti 94(14 to lll.t-‘ Air FForee t'rum
many sonrces. These sonrces include military mud _('1\'111:111 pilots. weather u-l)]—
servers., amateur astronomers. business and professional men and wonmen, and

rewives, etc. . o
hohllriglll‘egtlyetsuch objects as missiles, bulloou:\'._hirds, kires, sezu'cl%hght:v, alr(.‘}"xt,t
navigation and anticollision beacons, jet eugine exhzm\‘t.‘ 1‘4111(10115:111011-‘tl«ll\\:
astronomical bodies and meteorological phenowena are mistakeuly reported as

i ified flying objeects.
lln’lllf}fellf—&lilr (Ilrnlzze ZrmeS its evaluations of TFO repot"ts 111;(}91' three general head-
ings: (1) identified. (2) insufficient dzl.ta. :111(1‘(:_3) un1(191_1t'1he.d,_ ) N N

Tdentified reports are those for whicl .<uﬂ1(-1en_t sl)e{-{llc plll\l‘lnzltunl haf hetn.
acenmulated and evaluated to permit a positive identilication or explanation of
ﬂl%g&lfl‘t& categorized as “Insufficient Data™ are those f«_»l' “‘llit"ll one or mur(l‘ fi‘lt"—
ments of information essential tor evaluation are missing. Sume (‘X}ll-lll)ll.*.‘w are
the omission of the duration of the sighting, date, time, Jocation, position in the
sky, weather conditions. and the manner of appearance ur d'l‘.\‘.‘l]].]le:\l'ﬂn(‘t‘. If the
element is wissing and there is an indieation that the \'1;;11[111;: may he ,“f. a
gecnrity, scientific, terhuical, or public interext valuae, tlu'_L' roject Blue Bl.)uk Ortiiee
condu('fs an additional investigation aud every attempt is }nudv to obtain t}ui fa-
formatiom necessary for identification. However, in some instances, essential in-
formation cannor be obtained, and no further action can be taken.
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“Unidentined” A @

copdiins ot

The third and by far the smallest group of v\'aluggﬁéwfﬁﬁgﬁig@
e RARY

] g I considered nnidentified when a report apparen
ertien rI{:!t:s HPeessary to sngaest a valid hypothesiz concernine the
canse or erplination of (e report bt flye description of the nhiect or its 1 ht'
caunet be correlnfed with auy known objeet or 1»116‘1\(»141%&{1 ’ T eten

IYPES OF ) 1O IENTIFICATINN S AND EVALUATIONS

There e v |'iu'i1s tepes of UKO sightings, Most common are reports of
dastronomieal sighlings which include bright stars, planets, comets ﬁl‘el‘l.'lll'
111::\(01‘1.‘ - anroral stresuers, and olher celestinl bodies. ’ Whvﬂi t;l-sof\t"é(l lhru(u‘*ﬁ
l)}iw.,w{).{l:il\( ’1| !nn\"ubz;: 1‘11'111]&‘. or other obseurations or nnusual conditions, tlble
=1 anels, bli Veaus, Jdupiter, and Mars have been reported as nuidout’iliuﬂ
‘1\'!.1'“ nl':;w'!\, NMlell v mirsges are also o soince of reports. o 7
. ‘5%1‘1«',‘11}(1*\ pre :l.llniilr Clner source of URO reports. An increase in satellitex
-}’A)H-‘H‘“!::}‘- { vxohas vonie about becanse of (wo fetors, The tirst is the in-
:.;P:;:::‘;;’11AI:L;:‘“:\V;,&:}“ the pa iuthlice: Lhe :\\eound i ﬁlxv insreasing number
o el ‘.mm he ledge of the tocatlon of all satellites at

bt shes ] satellite <ightings. Keeping track of
Lutninade objects i orbit abouwr the earth i« the responsilility of the Norh
mn;*j‘l;-;m 4\1irll>ut'ez».\«- Command space detection and tra kiué SyRfew A'l‘hiu
Sopbisticared clectronie systenn guthers con < space Lraffie data instantiv fron
tracking stations all over (he \\‘u;idr. el space raffic data sttty from

Dther spaee surveillionee activities inelude the use of ballistic tracking and
]jll':‘w teleseopie enmeras, BOHO scbedules are prepared by rle NANA 1'?1')?1(’1(“11‘(1
space Plight Center at Greeubelt, Md., nod schedules of the mu[h—nﬁr{h Equ‘{lﬂl‘
Lrossings are prepared by the Ruwithsonian Tnseitarion nt Cambridge, Maxs ‘7‘1‘“1.11
the dati produced by (hese agencios, satellites mistakenly rei);f.re:(i :1; ljF(""
i e ‘An_iwk identitied. Some of these are visible to tlie ix:li(e(l exye h o

Lreraft aecount for ancther major sonree of T7I6) reports, 1»:11."ti;-111;11'1v during

\'"‘\\‘fh:ll‘.hl‘r cenditions. When observed ot high altitudes and at <owme rh’:
i - adrerart ity Lave rppenrances ranging tron dise to n}cket‘ sllupés (ill‘; fo
l‘lvll‘ :'w\ilw’![un ot Huf sun on their bright surtaces. Vavor oy mmknsaLiou tl‘:lil\‘
F!«rm J(*(}:Hrv!‘ 0will sonetimes appeas Lo glow fiery 1"ed Or orange when )‘eﬂ( ‘t‘-
ing \'nuh:‘;hr. Afterburners trom jet airerafy are nf‘leu 1'01>nl‘1e(1tu\‘ TFO's \'iitw
(h-‘-‘; v:']} be seen frone great distances when the aivera tr cannot be .\'o;exi o
N Tu Al Porited I;'Iﬁllv Book H.II‘J-'*f- haas direct contaer with all eleulenrs.nf the Air
oree and the Federn) Aviadion Agepey civil air contrnl centers,  All aerial
vefi !m;..«' tperations aud special (raining Aiglhits can be checked iul-m\t:rli'l‘tpl\'( \'i y
traflic of commercinl aivlines and tight« ot military zli1‘<~1':1r:r are che*vi(e:d \\'l"tlh }hl
,r.xwzn-w.\‘l vonl rq! ceuter, eualling an innuediate v\':lllnntibll ot ;li’l‘l‘l‘{lft llli\'f:ll’t‘lll\e'
veported s UFOCS Hlowever, sinee iy local flights are not ("11'1‘19\1' '\1 :
Hight < re probahle ciises of some reports, B - e
-)_iflll!n”iﬂ mminw:x ro Iu: veported ax UFO's Severad {housand haltleons are
L:--]:;:-!-\l:\“d- . 11 (_[:!,\' tr:~‘1’u military amt eivilian airports, wenther .\turinus.- mirl Te-
h.\\ﬂ]\ﬂ:}l‘ll\ 11_1»} Lm:w‘ are .\'H‘\'(’l‘:-ll types of ballosus—weather balloons.
, s des radios 'dv\. aud the Tar research halloons which have dianeters
e to SO0 foer AL night, balloons Carry mnning lights wlhich ciuse an anus V‘il
:t]l]»v::}’ulh*ﬂ wWhen observed, Retlection off the =un (»nulm!lnnn\-‘ at tLl:n}vquml qh]lldt
\lljxl_u:{ 1‘131@' 11,1'm]\!u(- strange eifects. This nsually ocears w Ilt‘l‘l the ﬁ;zl‘mtn h‘evm:fe
:{WHITJ ;':.llll,\\:if.“;' _1‘\"{:\]]»‘ i !ll[(‘r'l‘llvt;'.ﬁl'lllA. Lul:_:e balloons enn nove at Hlﬂﬁ'dl\' of 4‘\';31‘
Al per Aoy wlen wovinig I hich alitnde 3eg windstreams. Thexe Dalloons
f\f;”:{()‘ 131{(« AppeaT o be Eattened on ton, At other times, thes appear to he s.‘m('m:—
'«[ IA".‘: :!,“II !‘n Linve lights J!_l“ﬂi!ffﬂ lx=ide the bag it=ell due to the sun's rays
i'1<.llllivtlll-£(? rl\xlltw}x‘uh llx(; 11!:(!»}'1;.»1 of the balloon. The Balloon Control Center at
WA”..V{I. ;}“1“1”1‘1“* oree Base, NoMex, maintaines a plot on all military upper air re-

Auother ente
tlons, mirnges,
work

”tu UFo (‘Y:llnnﬁpns labeled “Other” includes missiles, refloc
archlights, birds, kites, spurious radar indications, hoaxes, fire-

, Au'yr:}l'!: ,\'{lil’.]l_ifv\’, !ul).]l-.ul_l.s. and the like xbonld nol be reporied since they
Ao not £l within the defivition of an unideuntilied flying object. ) ’
i ying .

CONCLUSIONS

O i]ucr £ 0 | H F 3
i "10 ‘]“]".' the tinn conclnsions of Project Blue Book are: (1) no unidentified
iving el rapoe i i : the
Brmg obgect reported, investigated, and evalnnted by the Air Foree has ever

given any indication of threat to our natiomal =<cenrity: (2 rhere has heen 1o
evidence submitted o or discovered Ly the Air Foree that sightings categorized
as unidentified represent teclmological developieuts or principles bevond the
range of present-day scientifie knowledee: and (31 theve bhus heen no evidence
indicating that sightings categorized as unidentified are extra terresirial veliicles.

The Air Force will continmne to investizate all reports of anusual aerial phe-
uomena over the United Statex. The services of qualitied scientists and tecl-
nicians will continne to be used to investigate and analyze these reports, aud
periadic revorts on the subject will be made.

The former chairman of the House Armed Services Comuit{ee. Mr. Carl Vin-
son. recently conunented on the condnet of the UFO procram by the Aiv Foree
and stated that congressional liearing< ou thix <ubject are unnecessry.

The Alr Torce does not deny the possihility that <ome form ot life may exist
on other planets in the universe. However. to date, the Mir Foree has neither
received nor dixceovered any evidence which proves the existence and intruspiee
mobility of extra tevrestrial life. The Air Foree continnes 1o extend an open
invitation to anyone who feels that Lie possesses any evidenee of extrn tervestrial
vehicles operating within {he earth’s near space envelope to <ubnit his eviden
for analy-is.  Initial contact for {his purpese is throngl 1he following sddress:
Project Blue Book Information Otfice, SAFOL, Washington, D.C,

Anyoene ohserving what he considers to be an unidentitied fying objeci <hiould
report it to the nearest Air Force baxe. Persons submilting u UFO report to
the \ir Force are tree to discuss any aspect of the report with anvone.  The
Air Force dees not seek to limil discussion on suecl reports and does not withhold
cr censor any information pertaining to this unelassified program,

NONAVAILABILITY OF MATERIALS

The following item~ are for internal use only and are not available for dix-
tribution to the public. These councern internal managemeni aund procedures
for forwarding U0 reports to the appropriale agency :

1. Air Force Regulation 200-2.

2. TANAP 146.

The Air Force has no films, plhiotographs, maps, charts. or granhs of nn-
identified flying objects.  Plhotograplhs that have been sujunitted for evaluation
in eonjunction with UFO reports have been determinecd {o be n misinterpretation
of natural or couventional objects.  These ohjects lave i positive identitication.

The Air Force no longer possesses, and thns doex nof have for disteibntion.
outdated reports on Project Sign, Project Gridee, Blue Book Special Reporl Neo,
14. aud outdated Project Blue Book press releases. Nenmilitars VO publica-
tions should he requested frow the publisher, not the Air Foree,

SUGGLESTED READING MATERIAL

Books listed below deal with facts and theories about onr solar universe, the
sun, planets. comety, meteorites, the universe, stars, constellations, and galaxies:
telescopes, the computation of time as it relates to astronomy, star waps and
charts, and the history of astronomy.

“8ky and Telexcope,” by Sky Publishing Corp., Harvard College Obxerviatory.
Cambridge, Mass,  Monthly magazine, 60 cents per cops.

“Weather Elements,” by Blair, published Prentice Hall,  Tlas an exeellenl
chapter on often mixidentified weather phienomena.

“Planers, stars, and Space.” by Chamberlain, Joseph M. aud Nichol<on, Thons
D, Anillustrated. untechinical explanation of rhe earth. planets, <tars, and {he
universe. Prepared in cooperation with the Awerican Musenm of Natnral
Hixtory.

“Tunior Science Book of Stars” by Crosby, Phoebe,  An easy to read, exciting
story of what scientists know about the «tars, planets, {the Moon, aml the
Milky Way.

“Challenge of the Universe,” by Hyunek. .. Allen wid Anderson, Norman.,  Dis-
cusses the nature of the universe: astronomy and cosjelozy, published by
Scholastic Press,

“The Story of the Stars,” by Maloney, Terry. An introduction to the nuiverse:
our solar systew. our galaxy, and other galaxies. Many intevesting ilustvited
analogies help build concepts of xize and distance. Includes reference to the
Van Allen radiution belts and zodiacal light observition of 1960,
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FIREBALL REPORT

Persoux obzerving a firehoall or wcfeor <hondd report the uforotition o the
American Meleor Society,  The information desired isx conrained bejow,
A very brilliant weteor or fireball is reported to have passed i your vieinily
. on _.__ at (he hour of ____. Will yon please answer as fully s possg
’ following questions, which arve asked on beball of the Smerican Meteor Sociery
i in order that permanent recortds of <uch phenmnena may e obiaised, When
| these reports are pnblizhed each contribnror swhose report is faicly complete
i
|

will be mentioned. if possibhle. and due eredit given. 1t i onty by the help of
ve personal intormation that Jdata can he secured for (e
fentitie valie

those whe can g
compuiation of the orbits of meteors.  The<e (i are of sreag =
and all reasenable etforts shonld be made o abinin (e, You will be uuahile
probably to answer all questions below, Luat answer thase vorr ean, a< they mmay
be of {he greatest importance,
f (1} Give your nawme gmd address,
| (2) Where were yon when you saw the meteor? T the toswn s wondl plonse
v . : { wive connuty as weil)

- . t3) Give the date, hour, and minute when (Le ueteor appeared: al<o kiond
of time used.

(1) In what direction diQ it appear tor in whar direction was iU first =cenr ?
Thiz ix not asking in what direciion it was going,

() In wlat direction did it disappear (or in wlat diveetion wa< it st seen)
Ior questions (4y and (3), <imply N, B S0 o0 Wik ual aeenvare enough, unfess
those were the exact direcetions. If eompass is used, <rate i also it magnetic
correction hax heen upplied fo compass reading.

(6) At what height did it appear? (Use degrees in ansvering.)

7Ty At what Leight did it disappear? (Use degrees by answering.

() DM it pass divectly overhead cie. shroush (he zenithy 7

19y 1f pot. to which <ide of the zenith did it go. and how Car from ity 10 se
degrees in answering. )

(10) Did it appear (o reach the horizon”  What sort of o horizou have yon?

11) Whae augle did (he patle of the meteor make with the hertzon and in
which divection was it then going?

(12) Tt youw are familiar with constellations deseribe (he path of the neieor
thromgh the sky with reference {o <tars

(13> Did the meteor appear to explede?

(14) What wa= the duration of its flicht in secowls?

(13) Dexeribe (e train if one was lefto 10 it Daxted Jong ez to <how
drift. most carefully tell in what direeiion tesdon drifted, Give sketeh, iF po-sible,
<howing thiz with regarvd to horizon.

(16) What sas the doration ol the train iu seconds?

(17) Did yen hear any sonnd?

How Iimg afrer seeing the wefeor was it before ven heard this <oneld 7

id you hear an actnal explosion?

How louy after seeing the explosiou was 1 before yvou heard i?
tIsy Of what color was the meteor?

(1 What was the size of the weleor?  (Compare it wilh the mosn or with
a planet o stard)

o o | (20) Was more than one hody seen hefore the sxpdozion (if anyy ¥
B e J (21) What was condition of <ky at time?
] (221 Give names and addressex of other< who =aw The meteor.

(23) DPlease mail thix reply to: Cliarles I Oliver, Anierican Meteor Society,
521 North Wynuewoud Avenue, Narvberth, o, 10072

The Croamoarax. Me, Secretary, let e azk yvou this. Should this
be an executive session ¢

Secretary Browx. No,nothing Thave =aid =0 far has been classifled,
and nothing 1 will say.

The Crarrmax. Is there any reason (o keep thizexecutive? 1think
we have a lot of people outside of the door. et them come

Mr. Price. In yview of the reason you ure having it, T see no ob-
jection.

The Criamyan. Tdonteither. Why not open the doar?

Mr. Brav, 1 would bike ta moade this observacion off the record.

o=

Loa e gn
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{Disenssion off the record.)
, p e . .
4 ,Fhe Cramarax, We are going to decide what the future is going
o be. L am alking about this testimony now. Tf there is no reason
for themnot being lieve, let them in here.
~Secretary Broww. This letter is unclassified. Some of the ques-
tons you ask may lead to elassified material.
M. SCHWELKER. Areall the files unclassified 2
; v”[he Cramraax, Tet them come in and listen to the testimony.
ivhen we get mta the questions we will decide. ’
Open the doors.
Mr. Seeretary, we will lel vou start.
'}}»11 gentlemen who have come i1, the Secretary is explaining a letter
s =eniding to the romnittee.
~,;,l ou ggntle_men of the press, TV, and radio, whatever you represent,
asten. That is the best way to find out. )
(o nhead.
\ 61 12y o - . M M
[ecretary Brown repeats his statement previously read to the com-
mittee.)
m 1 - . Cpatl - *
' The Coarracax. Mr. Secretary, I have before me some pages from
Life magazine. 1 don't kuow what the date is, but it is recent.
Mr. Kertener. Two weeks ago, I think.
The Ciarraax. Two weeks ago.
It mentioned 10,000-0dd sightings of these mysterious objects. I

note it has a picture.

Have youseen this? T will pass it on to you.

Secretary Browx. Yes, T have seen the picture.

The Ciatraran. Here are two pictures.  Omne taken in Oregon in
1950 and the other taken 4 Years luter in France. They both look very
seh alike. Aetnally it looks somethiug like a battleship. !
~ Then here is something on another page here that is alleged to have
been seen I Michigan, and it is even sketched here with an antenna
and all that goes with it, (
Here i3 my question: Responsible, well-trained people, like pilots—

¢ think some B-52 people, Mr. Kelleher ?

Mr. Kenrenue. I don’t recall that. T do remember sightings by
comiereial pilots, A

p EPSR S .

"The Cramratay. Certainly connnereial pilots have reported all kinds
of things.

How do you explain away these clearly defined mysterious things
that these responsible people allege having seen. ’ -

I:Iow do your experts reconcile thig?
Secretary Brows. 1 will tnen this over to my experts in a mowment
Mr. Chairman. ' '

However, T shonld like to say this: We haven't explained all of tlie
reported sightings which we Lhave investigated. Ve have explained
1 . ot ’ y
45 pereent of themy hut are not snre about the other 5 percent. There
are possible explanations for the other 5 percent. 1 most cases. How-
crer, smee we canlt prove that our findings are the correct explana-
tions they are regarded as sightings which have not heen completely
aceounted for.

g ol ~t - s 3
The Cuamaanw, Well. now, does anybody, in authority or of stature,
‘ 1]051'0; {had these things, whatever they may be, have come from other
pianets or from somewhere outside of this universe?

6005

Secretary Browx. To the best of my knowledge, no one in the Air
Force, and no one m the executive branch has expressed such a be-
lief. Nor have T ever heard a Member of Congress make such a state-
mwent. I know of no one of scientific standing ov execntive standing,
or with a detailed knowledge of this, in our erganization who believes
that they come from extraterrestrial sources.

The Cmamrmax. But vou have found parts of meteors and things
of this character that have been continuing to hit the earth forever?

Secretary Browx. Meteors, of course, are of extratervestrial origin.
T am talking about extraterrestrial flying eraft.

The ('natraax. Objects that are made for the purpose of coming
to earth?

Secretary Browx. That 1s right.

The Cramaax. That i1s what I have in mind.

Secretary BrownN. That is right.

The Cuamryan. So then your testimony, or yonr answer in re-
sponse to my letter in effect 1s that there are things caused by various
phenomena, reflection of radar waves, the northern lights, somebody
has said marsh gases. ‘

Secretary Brown. Yes; that is another explanation of some of the
phenomena.

The Cuamman. As well as meteors?

Secretary Brown. Yes, sir.

The Cuarrman. What else?

Secretary Browx. Some of tliem turn out to be balloons. Somnie of
them turn out to be aircraft seen under peculiar circumstances, and
SO OlL

And we can explain 95 percent of them this way. This does not
imply that a large part of the remaining 5 percent, the nnexplained
ones, are not also of this character, but we simply have not heen able
to confirm this hecause we don’t have enough information about these
sightings.

It may also be that there are phenomena, the details of which we
don’t wnderstand, which are natural phenomena, and which account
for some of the sightings we have not identified. In certain instances,
T think a further scientific explanation is a possibility. Therefore, we
will continue to develop this approach.

The Cuamman. Now, we have here Dr. Hynek, and Major
Quintanilla.

We have these two gentlemen who are authorities on the Blue Book.
One is a seientist, the other is the UFO project officer.

Now, we have asked that you gentlemen conte. Dr. Hynek, is theve
anything you would like to say to us?

Dr. Hyxer. Mr. Chairman, the press has recently treated me rather
unkindly.

The Cmarraan. You ought to be chairman of this committee.

Dr. Hynex. The press has described me as “a puppet of the Air
Foree,” and has stated that I say only what the Air Force tells me to
say. I would like to do sometling which may be a little daring, and
read to the committee a statement I have prepared which has cer-
tainly not been dictated by the Air Foree.

The Caatraax. At this point, I want yon to turn the loud speaker
up.

50-066 0—66—No. 55——3
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Now, Doctor, hefore you give us this, would you give vour back-
gromnd for the record ?
Dr. Hy~ex. Yes, sir

This information is included in my state-
ment.

STATEMENT OF DR. J. ALLEN HYNEK, SCIENTIFIC CONSULTANT
T0 THE AIR FORCE

Dr. Hyxex. My nanme is J. Allen Hynek. and I reside at 2623 Ridge
Avenuwe. Evanston, I1l. I am director of the Dearborn Observatory
and of the Lindheimer Astronomical Research Center, and Chairman
of the Departnient of Astronomy at Northwestern T'uiversity. Since
1948 T have acted as a frequent scientific consnltant to the Air Force
on the problem of the TFQO (Unidentified Flying Objects)
phenomenon.

The UFO phenomenon might be defined as (1) the persistent ve-
porting by a wide eross section of the publie, in this and in other
countries, of alleged aerial objects which, to the observer, seem to defy
explanation becanse of their appearance and hehavior, and (2) the
widespread and growing interest in these matters by segments of the
publie which, in sonie cases, has led to the formation of civilian orga-
nizations dedicater to the investigation of the said reports, often ac-
companied by vilification of the Air Force for their handling of the
problem, a matter not beneficial to the Air Force image. Such people
generally charge either (a) that UFO’s are in reality secret devices
of the Air Force. whose existence is kept from the public, or (b)
that the Air Force knows all about visitors from space and is de-
ltherately withholding information to prevent panie.

A thivd aspect of the UFO phenomenon has been the association
of the terms TFO or “flving saucer™ with the idea of visitation of
imtelligences from outer space, an association which is not warranted
either by the data on hand, or by logieal inference. It is entirely con-
ceivable that there might be unidentified aerial pheuomena about us
which have no connection with extraterrestrial visitation.

Thns, the phenomenon shonld essentially he viewed in its entirety:
The fact that the vecent sightings in Michizan caused a reaction far
out of proportion to the original sightings, the fact that my press con-
ference in Detroit the week before Tast was the largest in the history
of the Detroit Press Club, the fact that T receive many letters from
sehoolehildren who are writing class veports on UFO’s and indeed the
fact that I am speaking here before you, ave all parts of the UFO
phenomenon.

In this context, the kind of aetivity that the press has reported in
Michigan 1 not nmusnal. It ouly happened that the Dexter and Hills-
dale incidents. although of little sicentific sigmificance, have attracted
national interest. Neow, similar incidents, and some considerably
more intriguing, have been occurring for many years, without such
treatment on the part of the news media. While such glaniorous at-
tention is quick to wane, the undertying concern about UFO, fed by
a contintous trickle of reports, is indeed growing in the mind and sight
of the publie, '

During this entire period of nearly 20 vears T have attempted to
remain as openminded on this subject as circumstances perwitted, this
despite the fact that the whole subject seemed utterly ridiculous, and
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manv of us firmly believed that, like some fad or craze, 1t would
cubside in & matter of months. Yet in the laxt [ years, more reports
were subinitted to the Air Force than inthe fivst 5 years. _

Despite the seeming inanity of the subject. 1 felt that I would bfi
derelict in my scientitie vesponsibility to the Aiv Foree if T rhdynq
point out that the whole UFO phenomenon might have aspects to, it
worthy of seientific attention. What we have here is a signal-to-notse
ratio problem : There iz indeed a fantastic aount of not=e, repl‘esen.tejdl
by the many misidentifications of familiar objerts seen nnder unusua
or surprising circumstances—balloons. birds. satellites, meteors, air-
eraft, stars—yet, in all scientific honesty. one1s led toask whether there
might not indeed be a signal somewhere in the notse.

s a scientist, T must be mindful of the Tessonx of the past: all n’m‘o
often it has happened that matters of great value to science weve ox eli
looked becanse the new phenomenon simply did not fit the accepte
scientific outlook of the time. Thus, the evidence of fossiles for hiologi-
cal evolution was overlooked : X-rays were overlooked, meteorites were
overlooked as astronomers steadfastly refused to accept stovies of
stones which fell from the sky. . , ) -

Therefore, I have set aside for further study some 20 particularly
well-reported UFO cases which, despite the charactev, T(—‘(“hllll‘ﬂ-]‘(]'()l‘lk
petenece and number of the witnesses, 1 have not been able to explam.
I have done this to illustrate that neither T nor the .\ir Force hide
the fact there are nnexplained reports, and fo illustrate also that the
Air Foree does not niaintain, contrary to some publie opiiion, that. re-
porters of UFO’s are lacking m intelligence or are objects fit only for
ridicule. , o ) e

For of these reports, 10 are from scientists :131(1 ghly trainec idiz
viduals. 5 are from members of the Arwed Forces, aund members of
the police force, and 5 are reports made by reliable Awerican mvl]mn;i
In my view. the reliability of the observers was abave average i all
90 cases. The recent cases in Michigan have not been included in this
particular collection since I feel that they are subject to =imple, albeit
soniewhat wnusual, explanation. o ] 4

T cannot prove beyoud doubt that this 1s the ease, hut these two 11)(.»\}\
famous reports illustrate the method the Air Force hax usAed‘. “'n;‘
oreat success in finding logieal explanations for the great majority o

orts. . _

th%"gg arvt'e used as a working lhypothesis, when first <'0nﬁ~nn(eﬁ’lv'vi*\th
a report, that a conventional explanation existed, either as a misiden-
tification or an otherwige well-kmown object or phenomenon, a hatlu-
cination, or a hoax. This las been a very suecesstul and 1)rfw(111?t1\'e
hypothetsis. One must be aware, however, that complete adl.l‘elvenm%
to one hypothesis may turn out to be a roadblock m the pursutt o
research endeavors. ) _ ) —

As the saying goes, “If one digs too intently for coal he 15 apt to
miss diamonds.?  Sclentists shonld never be guilty of poverty of
hypotheses. And in dealing with the truly puzzling cases, we have
tended either to say that, if an investigation had been pursned long
enough, the misidentified object would have been recognized, or that
the sighting had no validity to begin with. e

The UFO pnblic, on the other hand. is equally prone to pos e‘lt_wl o
hiypotheses: Either TFO's mean utter bilge and nousense, or they
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- - _ . .
L‘u?gytoilt]hi if(n;)jl‘lt ;;o.ncluswn that the earth is host to space visitors
- sclen a1rnes: 3 1 S .
e e:1 1y as llgf,?)c fairness, we must examine other hypotheses,
Somatem) (menw(_l 11} a lﬁlplerf Written f%r the journal of the Optical
Soctet A i, L called for scientifie attention to ]
o nevica, I c ¢ K L 0 the problem,
%h 111t11lljt{ f)?lt that “ridicule is not a part of the scientific metlhod and
%l)lit') Ie s_lIlould not be taught that if. is.”
n 1953, T had further rec i
: ad rommendations to malke, w ‘ote ]
a report to the Air Force : ke, when T wrote in
bu{t(‘:(l-]cl};:" :2();1;&1tl‘1‘aiilthe p}llbli(- interest in “fAying saucers” may be dormant.
gh S “Ith small provocation. 1 would 1 ) '
; 1 be Q with would recommend :
\:ﬁ:? 'lu\I'TlhtIil\(‘)fwnS .Lm.mnu_e to‘ be worked upon and due publicity bi-h:;rti:vel(llt)h:g
A Ai;' F:n(-e Eilft'my .so‘luthu is reached:; (2) an announcement be made that
hacier () urw» OIFL?:;?III in tpe_‘ phenpmepa which cause reports on a scientific
kno) e a small civilian scientific panel to examine a few selected
m{v&?‘{l ‘ﬂ‘)_lf,‘ T repeat, was my recommendation in 1953. In 1965, in
o <tv1‘ ]l).m_{ i" as sclentifie consultant, T again advised that the reports
ne st tdied by a civilian scientifie group, m a letter to the Office of the
wecretary of the Air Force 7

£ there inl sei ifi
sr‘ilentlil}ierf ec(z)rjeqalr;_rv Dotential seientific value in the fragmentary UFQ reports, as
fhe 1n<tqon> ‘lu ant it is cl(—‘.arliy my duty to point this ont. 1 have done sov m
o Au F“rgp e::f.;if:u'luml basis, in pvivate conservation with, and informal repo'rt:
buzsling Sizhtings have heen reporten be 1ot 0 DOt out (hat enouen

2 sightings ha “ported by intelligent and often technics m-

({);-gfzﬁ:p{;: (\’D}IT& 1Ltl.;)e“)a‘rl:ant c}oser*atpgption than Project Blue Book c;;rlggs:i%]fv
o hvevwr L 11.esen‘t time, * * If the preliminary survey of the probleﬁl
inform‘lti('n me out,v naniely, that there existe the possibility of new Q(‘*ienifiﬁ
afor. t:> h‘li‘;nﬂf(lje\kgglgfjirl?lrx;eslon, fthgen definitely let the fecommen(iatinn bg

e Al Academy of Sciences, or son 1
recognized stature, undertake a longer study of the ré}?;stgéhsieﬁgitﬁla Froup of

L.hrlua?ntlmppy that my appearance before this committee affords e a
ha 1)(9 'f(') Ol]llt,‘e again reiterate my reconunendations
“pecifically, it iy inion t * dats
10;%]' iehl](l)fufluhy .tllltelll_nyropuuqn that the body of data accumulated since
D48 g =Mr Loree investigations deserves close sornt;
civilian panel of Physic 3 ientists, and that thie oy
: : vsical and social seientists 1 tl i
should he asked to eximi ] oo gt this panel
s examine the UFO problem eviti
i he o ex 1tically for the expr
P”Il 12‘?561011' (.l§t81'111111111g whether a major problem rea]'ly exists press
. 1'1'1iu?11tl (] ;1?1 ‘(:oml‘sle, he wilhnglto assist such a panel in whatever way
b and would even be willing to take a sl (
fromimy i would eve g ake a short leave of absence
. uversity 1if it would help pl i in i
v, . - ﬂ(‘ 3
pormae P place this problem in its proper
Thank you.
The Cr. v. You s : i
(“ll]’tls‘i &iﬁ{l\f:?}m)._ lloul Say you can't write these reports off. Yoy
i riclie 10se who have made them. T} 1 onsi
| | ade then. 1ey ave highly res bl
people, in various walks of 1if ) Leny, And that
e, In 8 ife. that have reported tl
cometime in the past vou r { panel be st ui foliat
. dst vou recomended that a panel be
Utese. thinos (0o Pist 2 at a panel be set up to clear
aooC LS, & cvilian panel, to obviate the accusati 1
; n y ¢ accusation that the Air
F g\r%(ivls{n ha§ been hiding their reports. ( 1
ot oy ,()(fl e;(:w,i ougn{ynm&o us this mol‘nine that there should he a panel
set, sclentists anthorized by the iy I :
¢ z A Force before wl I
things may be b rom’ Al comer e
s may be brought, and from whom a report could coma?

])I - III NEI. j: es, 811, dat.
3 Iﬂ,]ll Say1nge 1 ll]S WO l e‘lleo S (Di
. g A uld b £

owey QI', I ll(’l\ e bee]l SCO0 )ed bV becl’etﬂl v BI'O“H who hﬂs men-

i()n d 11'], h Ji 1 ‘~
) at wclen lﬁC r\.( 2 y
7 e{ ) e e l‘ 150ry BOﬂld hfls IeCOmnlellded 1116 same
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The Cuamrman. What you have recommended is heing done now?

Dr. Hy~ek. It isabout to be done, I believe.

The CraR3AN. Is about to be done?

Dr.Hywex. Yes. Ishould like to make one coment :

The puzzling thing is that one would think mauy more people would
see these flying objects than do. There should be many more wit-
nesses. We should see a craft, if it actually exists as a tangible thing,
and we should see it go from point to point. This doesn’t seem to
happen.  Also, there shonld be far more radar sightings. During the
international geophysical year, I was in charge of the optical satellite
tracking program, and you would think with the surveillance that the
astronomers placed on the slcy, if these ohjects existed as tangible
objects, surely these astronomers would have seen more than they did.
Itisa dilemma. It isa puzzle, as you say, as to how responsible people
can report such objects, and that they are not obvious to scientists.

The Cuarraman. And then they see them and they disappear and
they don’t know where they go, and they land in these remote places
where there is no intelligence to procure?

Dr. Hynex. I would say so, yes, sir.

The Cuarman. We don’t know where they go, who they have on
board, we see them a few moments, and then they are gone. This is
the end of that.

This is what puzzles me. I am not going to ask further questions.
because I amn not knowledgeable with respect to the varying reports
that have been made.

So I will turn it over to some of the experts, and I will start with
Mr. Bates.

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, I don’t know—if T have to qualitfy on
that basis.

But, Secretary Brown, you mdicated no oue of scientific knowledge
in your organization has concluded these phenomena come from extra-
terrestrial sources?

Secretary Browx. That is correct. We know of no phenomena or
vehicles, intelligently guided, which have come from extraterrestrial
sources. I excluded meteors, which do come from extraterrestrial
sources.

Mr. Bates. Is this your conclusion, Doctor?

Dr. Hy~ex. This 1s also my conclusion. I know of no competent
scientist today who would argue the sightings which do puzzle intel-
ligent people. Puzzling cases exist, but I know of no competent scien-
tist who would say that there objects come from outer space.

Mr. Bates. Then what you are looking for is an explanation in nat-
ural phenomena, thus far you have not determined the factors involved
mit?

Dr. Hy~ex. Yes.

Mr. Batis. But the interesting thing, of course, is we have so many
promiinent. people in the scientific world here who have taken a position,

a rather strong position—I have here a letter from a constituent of
mine. Heisa project administrator or engineer in the MINUTEMAN
program. That is a responsible position, would we say?

General McConnEeLL. Yes.

Mr. Bares. On the basis of scientific ability he has been given a
rather important position toward the secuvity of this country ; is that
correct?
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Secretary Browx. I would like to know who he is and what his
responsibilities ave hefore T conunent on this, Mr. Bates. Certainly
from the information contained in the letter that yon quote, he appeai'é
to ovenpy a position of some responsibility. i

Mr. Baves. Tt doesseemtobe.  And as T read the letter which he has
written tome. it is certainly written by a well-educated person. And of
course, we liere all kinds of commients on the other side of the issne
now, with thiz Lunar IT exenrsion aronnd the moon, people say T sup-
pose the people up there are niaking the same kind of reports as tllle

doctor has just made to us. They are making these kinds of state-
ments,

Doctor, to be more specific, the paper whieh I have—Mr. Chairman
I wwould like to get unanimous consent to insert in the record the i
forntion which has been provided to me.

The Crarmraax. Withonut objection.

i The letter to Congressman Bates is as follows !

o } ‘ WENHAM, Mass,, April 1, 1966,
ONGRENS OF THE UXNITED NTATES.

Howtse of Represenptatives,

Washington, D.C.

CAttention. Speaker John W. McCormack ).

T’L}x{c .\‘m_: My name is Raymond E. Fowler., I am employed as a project
administrative engineer in the Minuteman Program Office for Sylvania Electrie
11’1'(31111{1& _W'alfh:lm. )Iq, N, I am presently serving as chairman of a Tech‘u‘ical
1'1;1‘1:11\15111‘:7;1111:fg\\\:zli;:A_“mjl')l_“(l'?t“p for the National Investigations Committee on Aerial

The rea=ans for my writing are twofold, firstly—-I have been asked by NICAP
ro submit to you our subeommittee's complere file ¢overing onr im‘estilf“atiuu of
“.m, Exeter, New Hampshire UFO sighting witnessed at cloge rnn"ebb\' local
4‘1ltm-:n< ‘:md police officers on September 3, 1965, I am sure that \'01: are aware
of t.hl.\‘ s:ghtin:: ax it cained nationwide publicity recently through i’ICAP;l)aclie(l
articles in the Saturday Review aml Look nagazines., Secondly, I do want
to put myself on record as supporting the claims e views of .NI(‘ AP and
others whicly indieate that congressional hearings on the matter of I'F:()\ are
long overdue. ) o
1 f_uvl that the American people are capable of understanding the problems and
1111!)11(‘:1(1(1115 that will arise it the true facts about [fFO‘sbure made klnowu
offically. The USAF public information program and policy. asx directed by the
l‘entngon, of underrating the significance of UFOQ's and not releasing true f)erti-
pr»\ur facts about UFO's, isx not only a disservice to the Anerican pe:ple nl)\{' but
in the long run could prove to have heen a foolish polies ta follow. ;—\f‘fer years
nt.x'ln(ly. I am certain (hat there is more than ample high-quality uhser\'aﬁolmi
o\'nl(‘l_lt'u from highly trained and reliable witnesses to indicate that there are
machinetike solid ohjoects under intelligent control upera‘rin'w in our atmosphere
The aerodynamic performance aul characteristies of thebtrne TFO 1'|;1e 011f
manmiade or natural pbenomena. Such observational evidence huﬂrbee‘n well
supported in many instances by reliable instruments <uel 0 waméms. radar,
gelger-counters, variometers, electrical interference, physieal indeuntations in soii
and scorehied areas at inding sites. ate. ) )

I am reaconably =ure that if (ualitied civilian scientists and investigators are
;‘}hl(f_(f» come (o thisx conclusion, that the TRAP, supported by the t;eméndous
faeilitios ar .i('s dizposal, have come to the same conclu<ion l',vli;: ago. However
present offieial poliey deliberately attempts to diseredit the \'hli(?it\' of UFO'SY
and a wealth of data and faers are not being releaxed to the public. '

I frust that you will exanine the attached UFO report and related corre-
spondence in detail.  Sightings «uch ax the Exeter. N.H., sighting have’ and are
occurring throughont the world at night aud in the daytine. It i:hieh time that
the real facts about UFO's are releaced. A public iﬁfnrmation proéram should
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be inaugurated that presents fact«. [ am urging you to support a full con-
gressional open inquiry on the TFO problem.
Sincervely,
Ravyoxp . FowLER,
Chairman NICAP Massachusetts Subcommittce.

{The attachments to the previous letter are as follows:)
{Excerpt from Manchester (N.H.) Union Leader, Sept. 6, 1965]
Porrce, Crvitlans NigRT TFQO 1N EXETER AREA

ExETER.—AL least five people liere, ineluding two police officers, have reported
seeing a fiving saucer in this area.

The incidents oceurred early Tridav morning. Aceording to those who saw
the unidentified flying object, it was about the <ize of a house and had a red
glow around it, and moved sitently through the night.

When Exeter police investigated a parked car on the Exeter-Hampton bypass
at about 12:30 investigating officer Eugene Bertrand. whe approach the ear and
found two women in a state of near shoek., They (nld that they had been chased
along Route 101 all tlte way from Epping, about 12 miles, by fiying object which
glowed with a brilliant halo of red. According to the women, the “thing” fol-
lowed their car until they stopped.

A« the ome woman told their story one of them sighted the object once more,
abont 2 mileg away. which Bertrand thounght was a star low on the horizon.

REPORTS CIHLASE

At 12 a.n, Norman J, Muscarello, 18, of 20534 Front Street, Iixeter, came into
the police station with a hair-raising report of having heen chased by a flying
object as he was hitehhiking toward Exeter oun Route 150 in Kensington.

Mnuscarello told Desk Officer Reginald Toland thal as he walked along the
highway. a large. brilliant object began making passes on an adjacent field and
house and along the highway. Not knowing what it was and being nnderstand-
ably shaken. lie ecrouched in a diteh along the road as the objeet, so brilliantly
red that ifs shape could not be determined in fhe glow, made what seemed to
him to be gearching passes at hint.

Shortly thereafter the “thing™ disappeared sileutly, ax (quickly as it had ap-
peared. 3Mnxearetln then hitehed a ride to the police station and related what
he had seen.

Athlough Muscarello’s story was extraordinary, Patrolman Bertrand drove him
back to the seene of the inecident in the police cruiser. When they arrived,
nothing was there.

POLICE SEE TFO

Officer Bertrand suggested that they walk into the field where the flying object
was last =zeen, and they were joiued tliere by Exeter Patrolman David Hunt,
who also drove to the =cene. Bertrand was talking reassuringly wheu Muscarello
shonted “Look, {here it is, rising up from behind thoxe tree<.”  The nficers spun
around and looked.

From heliind a stand of trees in the hlack of the night. @ huge blinding glow
of hrilliaut red light surrouuding it, the object rose. not fast but waveringly.

It traveled slowly and yawed =lightly from side to side. They were stunled
by the blinding red lizght as it moved toward them across the field.  The object
seemied to be eoming toward thent and Bertrand made a4 move toward his pelice
service revolver but thionght Letter of it.  Then the three men ran to the police
cruizers,  When questioned on the size of the objeet, Oficer Bertrand estimated
it to be “‘abonut the size of a house.”

Usually, when incidents such as this are reported, the sightings take place
aver 4 perind of a few seconds. but in this instance, the men observed the objeet
for 15 or 20 minutes at what appeared to he a relatively short dixtanece.

One of the most amazing points which Officer Bertrand made while heing in-
terviewsl was thie complete absence of sound as the fiving ohject hovered over
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a nearby farm building, casting a brilliant glow over the dwelling, while the
farm animals in the barn caused a tremendous commotion. Horses whinnied
and kicked the walls of their stalls. Then the object disappeared rapidly in the
distance.

ANOTHER BIGHTING

Officer Fugene Bertrand’s report on the trio’s sighting of the strange object was
made to Officer Toland, desk man at the Exeter police station, at 2:55 a.m.

Then at 3:30 p.m. Officer Hunt reported from his cruiser that he had again
sighted the UFO, while he was at the intersection of the Route 101 bypass in
Exeter and Route R7 to Newfields from Exeter.

Topping the strange activities, Exeter police reported that a telephone call
from an unidentified pay station in Hampton had been made by a hysterical man,
but that the line had gone dead before the call could be completed or the pay
phone station identified. The man had dialed the operator and cried “Get me
the police” and said he had been chased by a flying sauecer.

Hampton police were notified, but nothing was determined about the point from
which the call was made, what had frightened the man-——or why the call was so |
abruptly broken off. . !

NATIONAL INVESTIGATIONS COMMITTEE
ON AERIAL PHENOMENA,
Washington, D.C., September 15, 1965.
RAYMOND FOWLER, ’ .
Wenham, Mass. !

DEear RaY: Your excellent report on the September 3 New Hampshire sight-
ings has been received. You certainly are to be commended for a prompt and
thorough investigation. The information is most interesting and will be of
great value, We are very fortunate to have people of your ability donating their
services to us.

Mr. John Fuller of Saturday Review may be getting in touch with you about
these sightings. He is doing a straightforward column (he writes “Trade
Winds”) on the recent wave of sightings, and has long had a sincere interest in
the subject. We are cooperating fully, and I have given him a lot of specific
information.

Our New York No. 2 Subcommittee in Chautouqua County (western New
York.) and an intelligent young member have been investigating a landing report
near Buffalo (Cherry Creek) August 19. It appears to be a solid case, and
caused several F—M effects.

On the same night as the New Hampshire sightings, two police officers near
Angleton, Tex. (Between Houston and gulf coast) saw a reddish UFO on the
ground in a field, started to investigate until the object moved toward them—
whereupon they fled in panic. Sounds very similar to New Hampshire, but
we may not be able to get much details.

Thanks again for your hard work on our behalf.

Sincerely,

. Dick Hair.

AppENpUM II

(UFO Report, September 3, 1965, Kensington, N.H. (Bertrand-Hunt-Muscarello) )

Subject : Weather, September 3, 1965, a.m.

To: NICAP, Washington, D.C. L
Fl?om: Raymond E.gFowler, chairman: NICAP Massachusetts Investigating
Subcommittee. ) ) )

U.8. Weather Forecast: Skies: Clear. Wind 'dlrectlon: Northwest, Wind
velocity : 5 miles per hour. Temperatore: Lower fifties.

itted.
espectfully submitie RAYMOND B FOWLER,
NICAP Investigator.

§50-086 O—68—No. 55——+4
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[From the Saturday Review, Oct. 2, 1963]

AppENDUM ITA (UFO RPT, SEPTEMEBER 3, 1965, Kessingron, N.H. (BertranD-
HUuNT-MUSCARELLO) )

Trape WiINDS -
(By John G. Fuller)

When the tidal wave of reports about unidentified flring objects hit even the
dugust puges of the New York Times last summer, we made a mental note to
follow the story through to see just what conclusions might eventually be drawn.
State poliee in Oklahoma, Texas, Kanzas, and New Mexico lhad risked their jobs
and reputations for sanity in veporting a wide number of ohservations. corrobo-
rated by radar trackings from the Tinker and Carvswell Air Force Bases. Later.
henvever, the Air Force made it a point to release a statement that the radar
{trackings did not correspond to the visual findings of the Oklahoma Departulent
ot Public Safety. aud the story disappeared frean the pages of the press.

Skepticism is a healthy thing, especially when you get invelved with whirling

sancers that defy the laws of aerodyuamics. But curiosity is also a powerful
1(\1“'%‘.» and it was for rhis reason that we decided to track down at least ome
specilie case of UTO chasing.
i A phone eall to the National Investigations Committee on Aerial Plieuomenon
in Washington, D.C', put us in touch with Richard H. Hall. its acting director.
We learued from Mr. Hall that the Oklahoma State Police Liad released a nine
prage report through its department of public safety. contradicting the Air Force
statement and indieating that without question the Carswell Air Force Base
radar trackings and the State police visual reports were identical. What’s more,
A steady stream of new findings had been veceived by NICAP. Most interesting
was a report that the NIC.AP representative in New England. Mr. Raymond
Fowler, wag just completing a survey ou an alleged landing of a UFO in Exeter.
NI witnessed by not just one but two police officers.

We talked suceessively and at lengih Lo Mr. Fowler: Lientenaut Cottrell of
(h(_x FExeter police; the Hampton, N.H,, police desk ; James R. Bucknar, managing
cditor of the Manchester (N.H.)” Union Leader: Officer Bertrand, of the Bxeter
police foree: and the Pease Air Force Base in nearby Portsmoutl, N H,

Undersiandably. the Air Foree ix extreniely wary about the matter of UFO's.
and the Pease base could only confirm that a large number of rightings had been
reported locally. ‘

Beyond that, however, we were ahle to piece together the tollowing story

S_hm-r]_v after midnight. on September 3. Ofticer Eugene Bertrand of the Exeter
police foree was on routine duty cruising alung an overkisy nn Route 104 near
the M\\:n. He pulled up besides a parked car and found in it two swomen who
were visibly disturbed. They reported to him that an airborne object, bright
red and flashing, had been trailing them for nearly 12 miles. all the way from
the town of Epping. Bertrand, an Air Foree veteran of the Korean W{{r, was
skeptical, wade a routine radio report, and went on with his cruising.

Within that same hour. Norman Muscarello, an 18-year-old resident of Exeter.
was hifehhiking home from Amesbury, Mass, and had reached a point 2 miles
out of town along Route 150, near Kensington. Aceording to his statement to
th.o police, he looked up into the sky and saw a similar object approaching him
with a yawing, kitelike motion. He threw lhimself against a stone wall while
the object hovered over a nearby farmhouse. lighting up the entire area. He
finally made a ran for the farmhouse ax the objed! xailed out of sight. Unable
to make sense of his hirsterical stovy, the farmer took ne further action and the
boy hitchhiked inte town, ITere he reported the story to the police, even though
he was in a state bordering on shock.

Tt was now abont 2 am.. Officer Bertrand was called on his ear radio and
instracted to take the box hack to the farm area to investigate,

“Iwas suvre that these women and this kid hiad seen a helicopter. or souething
like th:_lt." Officer Bertrand (old us. “But we went out 10 the spot, and 1 parked
the cruiser. It was i clear night. Nowind, No fog. We walked abont a hundred
vards out on the tield, near a barn where a lot of Dorses were kept. Then. the
kid yelted, “There itis

'
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“He was right. It was coming up over a row of trees. There was nn noise
at all. It was about 100 feet in the air. and about 200 feet away from us. I
could see tive Dright red lights in a xtraight row. They dimmed from righ( to
left, and then from left to right—just like an advertising sign does. It lit up
everything around us. But it was silent. The borses slarted kicking and making
an awful fuss, aud the dogs i the farm started barking. The kid froze in his
tracks, and I grabbed him and pulled him toward the police eav. 1 reached for
my revolver and then tlought hetter of it. Then Officer David Huut arrived iun
another patrol car.

“YWe sat there and looked at it for at least 10 minutes., My brain kept telling
me that this doesn't happen—>but it was right in front of my eyes. There was
no tail, no wings. and again no sound. It hovered there, <till abeut 100 feet
away. sort of floated and wobbled. I dou't know what it wasx.  All T ean say is
that it was there, and three of us saw it together.”

Nobody else can tell you exaectly what it was, either. Tdentenant Cottreltl will
tell you that the whoele story is on the police blotter. and that you can't find two
hetter officers than Hunt and Bertrand., “If [ didir't believe these guys, 1'd put
‘em i a locked room and give 'em some hlocks to play with,” he suys. The
Hampton police will tell you that too many reliable people have reported these
sightings to doubt them. The editors at the Manchester Union Leader and the
Exeter News-Letter will tell you that the reports are from ton mauy reliable
sourceg to doubt.

Moreover, officials suspect other lacal UFO landings have gone unveported.
Ar Lieutenant Cottrell said. “If I had seey that thing—and I was all aloue,
nobody else would have ever heard about it.”

{From the Haverhill Gazette, Oct. 27, 1963]
PenTaGON Doksy't BELIEVE UFO EXETER S1GHTINGS

WasriNeToN, D.C.—The Pentagon believes that, after intensive investigation,
it las eome up with a natural explanation of the UFO sightings in Exeter, N.IL,
on SBeptember 3.

A spokesman said tlie several reports stennmed from “multiple objects in the
area.” by which they mean a high-altitude Strategic Alr Command exercise out
of Westover. Mass., was going on at the time in the avea.

A seermnd important factor was what is called a weather inversion wherein a
layer of cold air is trapped between warm layers.

The Pentagon spokexman said thix natural phelomena causes “stars and
planets to dance aixd twinkle.™”

The spokesmanu =aid *“We bhelieve what the people saw that night was stars
and planets in wuusual formations.”

(This is the official Air Force “explanation” for the September 3, 1965, TTFO
sightings in the Kensington-Exeter. N.H. area. 1 have asked the U'SAF public
information officer at the I'entagon tor a copy of their official evaluation for the
subeommittee and NICAP files)

Ravaoxp E. FowLER,
Chairman, NICOAP Hassachusotts Subrommitiec.

NICAP MASSACHUSEITS INVESTIGATING NUBCOMMITTEE,
Wenham, Maxs,
Subject : Addendun IV, UFQ report, September 3, 1963 (Kensington, N.H.)
(Bertraund-Hunt-Muscarello).
Date: October 10. 1965.
From: Raymond E. Fowler, chairman, NICAP Massachusgett< Subcomniittee.
To: NICAP,

This newselip identifying UFO reports in the southern New Hampshire area
is misleading. At the time of the Reptember 3, 1065 UFO wsighting I checked
with the manager of “8ky-Lite Aerial Advertising Co.” and ity aiveraft was not
flying on this night. On October 9 T went over the advertixing plane's flight
paths between August and Octolber 8. The plane was not even airhorne betsveen
August 21 and September 10.

1 See later USAT letter in file which reverses their position.
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Josepli Rodina also informed me that his aircraft rarely flies into southern
New Hampshire and when it does it is usually in the Salem and Manchester
area, milex away from tlhe Exeter area. He told me that he had told the
Ameshury News that perhaps some UFQ's reperted in New Hampshire could
have bheen his aireraft. Unfortunately, this newspaper used his statement to
explain the sightings i the Reabrook avea which borders Kensington, N.H.

The “Sky-Lite” aireraft* does not carry red flashing lights. It carries a rec-
tangular sign carrying white flashing lights. Tt was not airborme during the
southeast New Hampshire TUFO flap. I have notified the Amesbury News of
the true facts and have asked them to set the record straight. I am issuing Lhis
addendum te avoid further confusion.

RavyMonND E. FOWLER,
Chairman, NICAP ¥Massachusctts Subcomnsittee.

[From the Amesbury (Mass.) News, Oct. 6, 1963]
UFO IDENTIFIED A8 AD GIMMICK

The unidentified flying object spotted in this area by many residents has finally
heen identified.

U« a flying billboard whiech contains 500 high-intensity lights that spell out an
advertising message.

The electronic hillboard ix towed by a specially rigged light aircraft owned by
Sky-Lite Aerial Advertising Ageney of Boston and piloted by Daniel C. Vale of
Londonderry, N.H.

Recently the rig has heen flown over the Ameshury. Seabrook, and southern
w Hampshire area carrying the advertising message, “Put a Tiger in Your
Tank-—Nee Your Esso Dealer.”

However, when spotted from an angle not directly below the aircraft, it gives
the appearance of a Aiving saucer. quite like the “UFO's” described by the area
residents.

A spokesmaun for the firmm said the sign is 10 feet wide and 40 feet long. “The
plane ¢an turn on a dime. and when it turns. it gives the appearance of being
stationary.” the xpokesman saic.

Earlier flights of the night-fiying billboard south of Boston alse prompted a
flash to UFO reports before the “secret” was discovered.

UFO SUMIMARY SHEERT

UFO reports—~Nept. 3, 1966

Number Witness—Name and address Age Location of UFO sighting Time e.d.t.
) T nidentified woman motorist...____ [U) Route 10L, Epping to Exeter, | —12:30 a.m.
N.H.
2and 3. | Norman J. Muscarelle, 20514 Front 18 | Route 150, Kensington, N.H. | £1:00 a.m.
St Exeter, N.1I. Russell and Diving proper- | £2:25 a.m.
ties.
3..... .| Officer Eugene F. Bertrand (Exeter 222 IR 1 T S Do.
Police Department) Pickpocket
Road, Exeter, N,
3o Officer Pavid R. Hunt, 11 Charles 2% .. A0t e el +2:352.m.
st., Exeter, N.H. (Exeter Police
PDepartment)

Officer David R. Hunt_ _

|
Route 85/101 Bypass, Exeter, i 3:30 a.m.
N.H

[T Tridentified man. ... ..o {oooen..| Hompton, NH. ... 1 Larly a.1m.

1 Not available.
RACKGROUND
I received news of the sighting throngh newsclips aud from a friend whose

niece iv a policewoman for the Exeter. N.H.. Police Department. T arrived at
the Exeter police station at 6:40 a.an.. on September 11. and interviewed Officer

*NoTE.--This aireraft flies out of Beverly Airport. Beverly, Maxs,  Usually the aircraft
flies along the coast to Boston and back,  TUrarely i< nirborne atter 31 paa.
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Hunt who filled out aud sigued an eight-page UFO questionnaire and later gave
permizsion to use hix name in connection with the report. 1 preceded to th.e
residence of Norman Muscarcllo and discovered that he was ont of Sr.ﬂte until
September 14, Arrangeiuents have been made for a personal interview upon
Lis return.  § then drove out to the sighting avea of sightings two and ﬂ\ree:
and inlerviewed re<idents in the general area. Next. I went to the home of
Officer Bertrand and drove him back to the area of sighfing two and three wlhere
he filled ont a UFO questionnaire, signed it and gave NICAT permissiou to nse
hix nate in connection with hig sighting. While at the sighting area lle.zave
me a detailed dexcription of the sightings and related information. I inter-
viewed ofhiers in the area wlio had related information and arrived back home
at 2:45 pan. My brother. Richard A. Fowler, and I returned to‘the area and
took photographis. We walked =everal miles along some 110)\'91'111195 near the
sighting area examining this area for any signx of a TFD mndmg. We ff\el\ that
the UFO wmight have beewn attracted te the area by these powerlines. We found
nothing.

SIGHTING ACCOUNT YO, 1

At approximately 12:30 a.m. e.d.f.. Officer Bertrand cane upon ole woman
(mot two as reported by newspapers) parked in an automobile on route 101 just
outside Exeter. When asked if she needed help she said exciledly that she l}ud
been chased along Route 101 between Epping and Exeler for 12 miles by a fiying
ohject which was encireled with a brilliant red glow. She stated that the
obhject dived at her moving automobile several {imes. When Bprtmud asked
wheve the object was. she peinted to what he thonght was a bright gtar on the
orizon. He dismissed the ineident and after watching the light souree [ora few
niinntes to reassure the woman hie proceeded on in the cruiser. 1le di\‘mis.\'gd
the incident and did uot attach enough tmporrance to the woman's account to
warraut obtaining her name.

SIGILTING ACCOUNT NO, 2 (MORE DETAILS FORTUCOMING PENDING
PERSONAL -INTERVIEW)

At approximately 1 aan., e.d.l., Norwan Musearello was walking zllopg Boufe
150 in Kensington, N.H.. abont 2 miles from Exefer. He had heen visiting In
Amesbury, AMaszs. and had been thumbing rides home to Exeter. As he ap-
proached the Clyde Russell residence he wix alarmed to see an object carrying
at least four extremely bright ved puisating lights emerge from nearby woods
and maneuver over the field adjoining (he road which belongs to Carl Dining.
It moved over the Clyde TRussell hiome and hovered there. The house was only
S0 to 80 feet from where Muxcarello stood and the object appeared to be just a
matter of several feet from the vonf. Frighteued thoroughly hie crouched down
beside the stonewnll which runs along the field.  Several times it seemed to move
Aoser to him.  Tts lights were xo bright that the Russell home was bathed
with a red glow. The size of the object seewmed to he muach larger thau the
Trissell home aud Muscarello laier told the police it was S0 to 90 feet long.  The
sl:ject was completely silent.  Then it moved back over the ("arl Diniug Held
and disappeared over the treex.  Musearello pounded on the dooy of the Clyde
Russell lome shouting that e had seen a “fiving =aucer.” The Ruossells wolke
up but refused to answer the door thinking that the boy wax drunk or some-
thing. Musearello finally gave np and staried down the road teward Exet.er.
He flageed down a passing autemobile and received a ride to the Excter police
~tation.

(The above aceount is based npon information received from Officers Hunt and
Bertrand. T hope to receive more detailed information from Norman Musecarello
personally as soow as he returus from Rbode 1sland.)

SIGHTING ACCOUNT NO.

Musearello reported the incident to Desk Officer Reginald Towland at about
1:43 ai. e.it. He was white with fear aud hardly able to talk. A radio call
was made {o Officer Bertrand asking him {o return te the station, pick up
Musecarello and investigate at the scene of the sighting which he did. qun
arriving at the Carl Dining field the objet was nowhere to be seen,  After wait-
ing and looking from the cruiser for several minntes. Bertrand radioed head-
guarters that ihere was nothing there and that rhe boy nmst have been
imaginirg things. 1t was then suggested that he examine the field before
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returiing, =0 Bertrand and Muscarello advanced inte the field. As the police
officer played his flashlight beawm hack and forth over the field, Mnuscarello
sighted the object rising slowly from behind some nearby trees and shouted.
Bertrand swung aronnd and saw a large dark object carrying a straight row of
four extraordinarily bright red pulsating lights coming iuto the field at tree
top levell 1t swomg around toward themn just clearing a 60- to 70-foot tree and
=eemingly only 100 feet away trom then. Inxtinetively Officer Bertrand drew
liis service revolver. (He spated that Musearello said that lte shouted “I'll shoot
it bat thinking this unwise replaced it and velled to Muscarello to take cover
in the eruiser. He told me that he was afraid that they bnth would be burned
by the blinding Hghts elosing in on them. They ran to the ecruiser where
Bertrand inuuediately pat in a radio call to headquarters for assistance. Officer
Hunl arrived within minntes and the trio abserved the objeet move away over
and below the tree line,

Data tsighting No. 3)—Based on signed questionnaires and intervicws with
Oficcrs Rertrand and Hunt.

Tlere is confusion eoncerning the exact times of the sighting. The police
stated that the newspaper account stated that Musearello arrived at the station
at 12 amg, i ineorreet and that it was probably cloxe to 2 am., ed.t. I have
:u’]_.)it irily assigued the time as being 1:45 am., ed.t., after taking every-
thing fute consideration. Muscarello’s mother also thought it was closer to 2
. Perhaps after my interview with Muscarello, T will be able to pinpoeint the
(il_ne more exactly.  Baxed uwpon the 1:45 am. time and the fact that when the
trio returned to headyguarters and reported the ~ighting No. 3 tn Desk Officer
Towland at exactly 2:55 aan. 1 figure that sighting No. 3 took place approxi-
mately hetween 2:25 and 2:40 a.m.

Nighting No. 3 took place over the field of Carl Dining in Kensington, N.H., on
Route 150 about 3 miles <outh of Exeter, NNH. The daration of the observation
was abont 10 minnles by Officer Bertrand and Norman Muxearello and about 3
winutes by Officer Hnut when he joined the pair at the Held. There was no
trace of daylight af (he sighting {ime. The weather was dry and cool with a
sliglit breeze.  Observing couditions were excellent. The moon had set at 11:15
D, edt, and the sky was studded with stars. The exact shape of the object
conld not he seen by either police otficer although Bertrand told me that it
seeu_lerl colpressed ax if it were round or egg-shaped with definitely wo pro-
frusions like wings, rudder or stabilizer. I hope to obtain wore details from
Musearello concerning the shape, size, and =o forth of the object.

The object carried at least four extremely britliant pulsating red lights which
zl_ppeare(} to flash in a steady sequence. They were arranged in a fixed straight
line position, Officer Bertrand said that they were brighter than any light he
had ever seen and at elose range be found that e could not look directly at them.
He had the impression that he and Musearello might have been burned if they did
Lot run from the object as it approached then. He compared their brightness to
that of antomobile headlights shining directly in oune's face at less than several
_\':11'(I.<. away. The manner in which they pulsated gave Bertrand the distinet im-
pression that this was an intelligently construcled velicle and definitely not
some natural phienomenon. The lights swere definitely ~een to be part of allarge
flm‘k solid object. The refleetion off the ohject’s hody caused a halo effect avound
it.  Both officers hud eyeglasses on wlen viewing the object. Neither officer
would give an estimate of Low large the object itself was although Bertrand was
quoted to have said that it was as “big ax a honse.” Bertraud told me that it was
very large Dut the lights obscured it preventing him from seeing enough of it to

knvrr\v how large. When Officer Hunt arrived the object iad moved off so what he
t'hlllli.\‘ he only saw two of the lights. T was, however, able te ohtain a statement.
from Bertrand concerning the apparent size of the nliject. He stated that when
the object was at its closest that it was almost the apparent xize of a “grapefruit™
leld at aru's length,  Witen he first sighted it the size seemed to De that of a
"ba..\'eball" Leld at arm’s length. He estimated that it was 200 yards away when
l_Le first spotted it after Muscarello shonted, He =aid that at its closest approaeh
it jll.\'.l cleared a nearby 60- to T0-foot tree. He said the object was very closerand
that it appeared to be about 100 feet away. While viewing it from th'e cruiser it
mnnn_\'ered over the field at about 500 vards away before moving out over the
tree huet. Asg il moved the ohject seemed to tilt hack and forth from side to side.

The sighting area was open countryxide with farms, fields. and woods. The
object was first seen in the northeast and last seen in the north moving in an east
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to west flight pattern in a straight line with an elevation of about 10° above the
tree-line. Both officers had read a little an TUFO's,  Neither wonld veutpr? an
opinion as to what the object was but Officer Bertrand staded that it Wi \1&*{11\1tely
not an airplane or helicopter and that in lLis opinion that it was an intelligently
constructed and operaled vehicle. No xound was heard by the witnesses, even af
close range but apparently thie auimals in the nearby barn of Carl Dining m)ul(}
liear or sense something that frightened them as during sighting No. 2 aud No. 3
they whinnied and kicked tlieir stalls. The dog which belonged to people acrose
the road was barking furiensly. No interference was noticed ou the police radb
nor were the lights and ignition of the eraiser affected. Neither officer would
estimate the object's speed hut stated it was very slow. No scorched marks or
indentationg were found in the field, Both officers agreed that their signed state-
meitts aind names could be uxed by NICAP in coimection with the repott.

SIGHTING ACCOUNT XNO. 4

At 3:30 aum. ed.t., Officer Hunt sighted what appeared to be the same object
hovering in the distance while at the Route S5-100 bypass in Exeter. He radioed
Officer Bertrand who tald him it was probably a =tar. Shortly afrer this he looked
for it again but it had disappeared. Rince there was little detail in this sighting
I did not botlier (¢ probe for details.

SIGHTING ACCOUNT NQO. 3§

To add to the excitement the police and others told me that an unidentified
hrsterieal man tried to call (he polive during these early morning hours to re-
port a UFO. He dialed the operator from a pay =tation in Hamtoun, NH. and
excitedly asked the operator to conneet him with the police as lie had been chaxed
by a “fixing saucer.” Before tlie eall conld be put through te the police, the tele-
phone connection went dead. XNeither the man or the particular ITampton pay
station eould be traced.

MILITARY INVESTIGATION

Officer Bertrand informed me that soon after they made their report of sight-
ing No. 3 to Desk Officer Towland they notified Pease ATB, Portsamouth. NI,
of the ~ighting by phone, Later Pease AFB plhoned back and arranged fer
thie police officers to be interviewed. Af around 9 aun. that same morning,
a UIBAF major and lieutenant in nniforms arrived, (uestioned them and drove
hoth Bertrand and Hunt out to fhe Carl Dining field where thex had sighted
the UTO. They asked more quextions and returned with tie police officers
to the station. The TSAT officers asked the police 1o try (o keep the sighting
from the press 2o as to avold alarming the local people. The police told the
USAF officers that it wax too late for thix as several reporters already had
the story. (One lhad driven from Manchester on a wotorevele complete with
black jacket, helmet. and goggles. 1 heard privately that he gave the police
quite a =lart when he came inte the station looking like a man from ouler
space.)

Bertrand told me that most of the questions asked were the same as 1 liad
asked. The USAF feam were particularly interested in the xize and shape
of the object. Ome question that stuck in Bertrand’s mind was that they
wanted to know if the chickens on the Carl Russell residence next to the field
were awakened and alarmed during the =ighting. (Apparently they were not
disturbed ax they were not heard during the sighting although thes may have
and just were not heard as the chicken honse is probably 300400 vards, at
least from where Muxcarello aud Bertrand were standing in the field.)

Three interesting itemis told 1o the police were that (1) that a USAF check
had revealed no aircraft in the area duting the time sighting No. 3 ocenrred :
2} that Pease AFB had been receiving other UFO reports in the New Hamp-
shire area almost nightly during ihe previons week: (3) they mentioned a
sighting which took place in late July concerning an antomobile conling npen
a UTO hovering over the road in front of them. I have (lie details and hope
to look into it.

After returning Officers Bertrand and Hunt to headquarters, both the major
and lieutenaut returned te the sighting area and questioned residents living
near the field. Mrs. Muscarello told me that {wo USAT officers had questioned
her son at length and that a U.S, Navy officer also came to the house and asked
several gnestions ahont the sighting.
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INTERESTING SIDELIGHTS

1. Mr. aud Mrs Chase of Kensingten who live a few 1ailes down Route 150
told me that:

{a) An Air Force officer had gone around to &1l the stores selling news-
papers in BExeter and purchased all eopies of the Manchester, N.H., Union
Leader newspaper whiell carried a detailed acconnt of these sightings and
a posed phote of Herman Muscarello and Officers Berfrand. Hunt, and
Towland. The police had not heard of this and I did not check further.

fay Mrs, Chase, a2 norse, was on duty at the Ixeter Hospital doring the
sightings and told me that the Hampton. N.H. pelice phoued the hospiftal
to see iff 2 man was bronghi into the hospital suffering a heart attack or
shoek. Thix was in vrelation to the hysterieal man whoe fried to reach the
police by plione about being chased by a TR0, Reference cighting No. 5.

(e} Mrs, Chase also told me that a friend of hiers, a M=, arker Blodgett,
works as a eorrespondent for the “Haverhill (Mass) Gazette” uesvspaper
and was asked by the USAF not to pnbiish TFO 1 (Hewever, she
did. a< T have a eopy of her article dated September 7, .

2. A Mrs, 8t Laurente of Kingstou Road., Kensington. NJiL told a chureh
minister friend of mine that her broather. who uswilly cutx the hay on the
carl Dining field, refures in do <o beeause he hag heard that the huy has been
contivminnled by radiation.

3. The palice told we that for the past few weeks previons {o the sightings
they hiave veeceived reports from people, =ome of them personal friends, of their
whole honse suddenly heing monentarily illtminated by a bright reddish glow
after they had gone to bel. No objects were seen.

4. Mr. and Alrs. Dedareo, N. Tlampton Road (Route 83), Eampton, N,
ohserved a star-like object blinking red which alternately hovered aud moved
in the western sky between 9 and 9:30 pan. on September 5, 1065, Since Venus
had set and Mr. DelMarco was a formner USAYF coutrol tower opsrator who
assured me {hat it was not an aireraft, I thouglit the report was worth
mentioning.

4. A Mr. Rice, who owns a CB radio told me that he was talking over his
radio with n Portsnonth. N.H.,~police cruiser on Seplember 7. 19 about R:(G0
p.m. e.d.t. The officer told him that he was ont invextigating a UFQ repnrt and
asked Mr. Rice to give him a eall if hie spotied it. 1ie said the TIFO was supposced
to be over {he Hampton Falls area near where Mr. Rice liver on Reute 82, No
UFO was geen hy Mr. Rice. The erniser nsed eall let{ers BAMA-SGL6 and used
both channel No. 2 and No. 6.

6. Since the UFO <ighting al the Carl Diniug field. many cars pall up and
wateh for the object at night. 3Mr. Dinivg had te rope off the entrance to his
Held and post it as people were littering hiz proyerty.

7. Mrs. Mus=earello thinks the URAT Tieutenant's name wag Brant.

S On wmy first two visits to the Carl Diging feld en the morning of SBeptember
11, 1965, T saw a low-tlying (%119 Mying wear page over the area on both
oceasions,

N Other civilian TFQ Investi
was very fortunate to have r¢

tors were given the hrnshioff by e pelice, I
cived w8 good response from them,

BV ALUATION
Characters of witnesses

Musearello: Conies from twice-broken lhome-—has had nroblems with police
and iz well-known by them —nsnally a cocl, calim boy.  Until my personal inter-
view with himt I ean <oy 110 mure,

Bertrand and Dunt : Credible witnesses, good vbservers with 2 Keen desire to
relate only facts T comdd net even persuade them to gress at esthnates of the
objecl’s real size and x(1

The sightings

Sighting No. 1: Thers i< enongh <imilavily between the nnidentified woman's
report and the detailed sightines No, 2 and No.o 5 te warrant its probable an-
thenticity. The ehnnees of ¢ port occurring the same morning, unless
it were antlientie, § o T i pessible that ihe ebject she pointed out
to Officer Bortrand w ter arul not flie ehiect that had chased her.

Sightings No, 2 and No. 3: The credibility of the witnescing police officevs
conpled with the sightings of Mpscearello: the mang typieal TFO characteristies
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exhibited by the object; the other correlated TFO reports and ~Mu—! wilitary's
interest and actions concerning the UFO reports, rate these as first-class TFO
sightings by this investigator. .

Sighting No. 4: Insufficient information bul iuterestu}g.

Sighting No. 5: Again. the chancex are astronowieal that sevgral people
entirely independent of one auotler should report that they were ‘(31‘1{1&:9(1‘ bz
a flring saucer” in the same general area. It is possible conecerning s‘lgl}tmg No. 5
that someone could Lave been monitoring the police radio vonversnt}mm ab{{nt
the UFO reports and decided to play a little joke but thix seems unlikely. Not
many people, other than responsible law enforcement officers are np ‘tumng the
police radio and at these wee hours of the morning. Thus. the report 1s'probab1y
senuine, Why the uuidentified wman did uot or could uot complete his call to
the police will have to remain on open question uuless he steps forward and
relates what happened. . o

1 was able to talk {0 many people during my investigation. The great majority
did not appear to be frightened about the incident. Thix is contrary to what the
USAF team thought would oecur if the story got in the newspapers. Instead of
fear, I found a tremendous curiosity on the part of people to know more apout
UFO's. Strangely enough many openly voiced the interplanetary origin theory
without any encouragement frow me. Several years agn very few people other
than those who have read widely about TFO's would talk like this. Slowly l?ut
surely over the years the public has heen becoming T,TF‘(')wnu.«‘imlf : Reports llke
this one coupled with wide publication will help nnwell i inferming the public-
at-large of the reality and problem of TUFO’'s.

50-066 O—66—No. 55 3




PHOT
E%QQPY FROM GERALD FORD LIBRARY -

}

H

“—’-—U"(-Gy '

]
)
!

G . G DATA SREET Page ons

7

This questio.naive has been prepared so that you ca. give as much
iufoxmation as possible coucarniig the "Unideatified Plying Cbject™
that you have observed. Please try to answer as mauy questio.s as
you possibly cau. The iuformatio. that you give will be used for
research purposes. Your nare Will not be used iu counection with
any statements, co.clusio.s, or publicatio.s without your permission.
Tha X you very much for your cooperatio: in this matter.
Investigator: National Invastigatios Conmittee op herial Phesomena
Rayroud 2. Jowler | Yot o ihorls i’ Yy
13 Frierd Court -t 3
o A S)u,gk/bk-*@zm

{ wenhar, Massachusetts
! SR g T

8774 de B

TosC

DOOZE2X D QPO EINCICCO o

—
S

1. rhea did you see the object? 2. Time of day: 2
; . / ?65/ . HOUR NINUT S
DAY HONTH YR (Circle One): or P.M.
3. Tim2 zone: (Circle One): @Y £estern {Circle Cne)s G5 Daylight
b. Central Saving Tima
c. Moustain B
Q. Pacific b. Sta-dard
e, Other
4, dhere vwere you whes you saw the object?
o , - B
Keps/MNsTon RED KEp) e, Ton Mok, .
Nearest Postal Address City or Thwn State or Cou.try

Additioual remarks:

/0

5. Jstimate how lo..g you saw the object.
EOURS MINUT S SL2CONDS

5.1 circle oue of the followi.g to iidicate how certai. you are of
your aaswer to yuaestioa 5. .
a. Certaiu . Hot very sure

- airly certai.a 4. Just a guessa

d

6. +hat was the coudition of the sky?

{Circle One}: a. Bright daylight d. Just a trace of daylight
\ b. Dull daylight e, @trace of daylight
c. Bright twilight £f. Don't remember

7. If you saw the object duriug DAYLIGHT, TWILIGHT, or DAWN, where was the
' SUN located os you looked at the object?

a. In Eroat of you c. To your right e. Overh=ad
f‘}/,"l b. In o - d. To yOouL~ | .« £, Dop‘t remember
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Page 2

8. If you saw th> object at HIGHT, TWILIGHT, or OAWN, what 414 you notice

8.1 oTARb (circ]ie one)t a, Hone

co: cer..1.g the STARS a..d MOONZ

b. W a

i c. b‘
Don 't remember c'
- 4.

8.2 MOON (circle oxe):

Bright moo:light
Dull roonlight

Jo nooualight- dark
Dou‘t remember

6025

9. Was the object

{Circle oune):

brighter tha..

thz2 backgrou.d of the sky?

G ves bl C. DON'T ReM.M3:R

10.1€ it was BRIGHTLR THAW the sky background, was the

a.
b.
Ca
d.
.

4 rile or more away?{a dista.t

Several blocks away?
4 Dlock awayv?
several yards aﬁ;aj?

brightiuess like that

of a. autonobile headlight appeariig to be? (CIRCLS ONE BolOW):

car)

Uther? R RigpiEn Jhpy HiaDlublw T

C lose RANgE

Yus NQ £ 77

d. Wi.dow

lass Y=b 1O
e. Mo v

Ia T

i

1l. Did the object: (Circle One for each questio.)
a, Appear to sta.d still at asy time? Yos DONYT KNOW
b. sudde.ly speed up a.d rush.awsy at aay time? Yos DON'T KNOW
c. Break up 1.to parts or explode? Yus DON'T Kuow
d. Give off smoker? Yoo D0N'T KNOW
e. Chaige brightuess? @i 3 QON'T KNOW
f. Cha.ge sha,e? ) YES DON'T KNOW
G. Flicker, throb, or pulsate? 30 DO'T KNOW
12, 1id the object move behi:.d- something at a iy time, particularly a cloud?
(Circle One):  ¥.5 DON'T KNOW If you a.swered yesg, the.
tell what it moved behi.d:
—
13, id the object move ia fro,t of somethi ig at aay time, particularly
@ cloud? Ye5 (HQ) DON'T KHOW  (Circle One)
If you a..swered yes, the. tell what it moved i. froat of:
1i. Did the object appear(Circle ¢ne):<SOLIJR TRANSPARINT? DON'T KSOW
i5.

through a.uy of the followling?

g. Other

P s e e

Paga 3
16. Tell 1. a few words the . .+g thiags about the object.
a. sSouxsp AJA A
b. COLOR Rep
p
17. Draw a picture that ‘11 show the shape of the object or objects. Label
aad luclude ii your sketch auy details of the object that you saw such as
‘'wings, protrusio.us, etc., a.d especially exhaust trails or vapour trails.
Place a., arrow beside the drawiug to show the direction the object was
moving. :
ns/— —wES/ T —E# —
= wEsT— €
! é/!
o
(Vo . 4 L
AR 7.
e 5
AN .
<
S 4TS RED ZwHTs
AEP Cry
, .
F&/551N7 : Fﬂﬁs/})m7
f
18. The edges of the object weres
(Circle One): a. Puzzy or blurred e. Other Zigf s WgERE
b. Like a bright star > Br'e T Thev
c¢. Sharply outlined CRERTED at o
19. 1If there was MORZ THAH ONZ object. theu how ma.:y wera there?

Draw a plcture of how they were arra.ged, ai.d put a. arrow to ghow
the direction that they were travelling.

W
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i

q-f)dld"u— k.‘lﬁj P \“Agf\'cenain . (2 Not very sure
* wwrzxm“ b. Pairly certain d. Uncertal .
&5, il | — zoonaeda® genen i gy

20. Draw a plcture that will show the motio:. that the object or Page ¢
obLjects nade.  Place a: “A* at the begi.ui.g of the pathy
a "B™ at tha c..@ of the path; a d, show a.y cha.ges i.
directio.. duril..g the ooursa.

21, 1F PO38I3Ls, try tOo guess or estimate what the real aize of the object
was 1n its lougest dime:sic.. Y ﬁ Foet.

22.

How large did the object or objects appear as compared with o.e of tha
folliowing odjects “held™ 1. the ha:d at akout arm's le.qgth?

(Circla One): a. Head of a Pl

g. Silver dollar Al
h. Pea 1~ Baseball yers M‘
c. Lime Grapefruit &’
d. Nickel j. Basketball
2~ @2 Quarter- k. Other

£. Half-dollar

22.1 CIRCL. ON:z of the followi.g %o i.dicate how certai.. you ars of
your a .swer to {uastic. 22.

2~ 500 poihr *H

23.

How did the object or ubjects disappenr £ror. view?
NARGFPED BE Loy ThRaewe Lin-@

24,

In order that you ca, giva ag clear a plcture as possible of what you
saw, we would like for you to imagi.e that you could co.struct the
objecyg that you saw. Of what type MATRIAL would you rake 1t? How
LARG. would it be, a.d what SHAP. would it have? Describe i, your
ow:. words @ commoa Opject or objects which whe. placed up i.: the

sky would give the sane appeara.ce as the object which you saw.

w/,,

Page 5
{ 25. where were you located whan you 26. were you (Circle Cmne):
I saw the object? (Circle Cma): 0
a. Inside a buildl.ug t a. In the busiaess sectio. of city?
b. In a car i b. In the reside.tial sectioa of
Outdoors a city?
;. In at airpla.e @ In opan cowstrysida?
e. At sea §. Plylug near a. alrileld?
f£. Other e. Plyi.g over a city?
£. Flyi.g over open country?
ga. Other

27. What were you doisg at the time you saw the object, a.d how &id you
heppe: to .otlce 1t?

Wen T 7o ,;55{57- /?wrﬂj /6/'04-(3/

28, 1£ you were MOVING IN AN AUTOMNOBILZ or other vehicle at the ctime, theu
complete tha .ollowi.g questio.ss

28.1 What directio. were you moviag? (Circle Onel:

f\) ,} a. Rorth c. Zast e. South g. Hest
. Northeast 4. Southeast £. Southwest h. Northwest

28.2 How fast wera you moving? niles per hour
28.3 Did you stop at a.y time while observing objact?
{circle One): YES WO
29. what directio.. wers you looki.g wha. you FIRST SAW the object? (g::«):%e
a. North c. Zast e. South g. West

&) Northeast d. Southeast £. Southwest . Northwest

30. what dirwtio. were you lockl.g whe., you LAST SAW the object?{Circle One)
&) VYorth c. sast a. South g. West
b. Northeast d. Scutheast f. Southwest h. Northwest

3l. 1f you are fandliar with bearing terms{a.gular direction), try to
estimate the wumber of degrees the object was from true Worth &.d
alzo the the .umber of degreees it was upward f£rom the horizou{elevatiod

31,1 #hen it first appeared:
v

a. Fron true North degrees

b. From horizo. . _degrees
31.2 Wha, it disappeared:

a. From true North degrees

b. From horizon degrees

1

|
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I 32, 1. tme folluwi g ine that you are a2t the pol.t shown.
ce a ., "a% o, w2 to show Tow high th. object was avove
i the horizoo {exyli ) wi veu FIRST saw it. Place a “3" ¢ the zare
I curved 1t .2 £6 show (oW high the object wes akove the horizo. {skyli.e)
; whoe you LabT saw it.
| f s
|
| X
i
33, iu th:: followl.g larjer sketch slace a. “A= at the position the Dbjﬁ
was vf;\e . }('ou:FIRaT saw it, a.d a “"B" at its positio. whe.. you LAST
Law . Refer to scaller eketch as a, exa ple of * *
the larger ekotch.) P bhow™ to congdete
Ziot

wrra

S
IE€ veu a.swerea Y.s, plecse circle TYve of alreraft:

thers & y KiCYiG aircraft 1., the exy duri.g your sighti.g?

rrcle One): Yo (@
3

d \'\:_:-, was ft followl.g cr attempti g to 1 tercept
2d Flylog o iect? {Circle O.e): Yoy R

=RITAL PRIVATL? WL LLER

- . nave

6029

rage 7
34. what were the wearther cc ditiuv.s at the time you saw the obj=ct?

34.1 lLOULOallircle Oune) 34.2 JIo(Circle Gre)

< r GRy T o wiod
D. Hazy (&2 slight sreeas
c.ucattered clcouds c. btro..g wi d

d, Thick or heavy clouds
2a ©O.'L remempder

d. JO..'t remember

34.4 TMPURATURC{Circle One)

a. Cold
(&) Cool
“a. Jarm
d. Hot
e. Don't remember

35,3 AdearliiR{Circlo Oue)

&2

35. whne. ¢1d you report to sore officlal that you had see: the object?

Offictal or Crganizatio. Hamel(s) Lay Mo.th Year
PiEsK o FFlesR Exgrep P D. 51 < 65

QFFileer oL

36. Have you read literature pertal 1.g tu Unlde.tified Flyi..g Objectss
(circle One) EI5) %O If Yos, how much? (Circle One) A LITTL:?
PODLRATALY? AT 15TV, LY?

37. das 2 yo..e else with you at the time you saw the oo)ect?
(Circle One) Lo
37.1 IF you aaswered Y.5, dld they sez the object too?
(Circle Une) - HO
37.2 Please list thelr -ames a & addresses 1f you circled 'Yose
{Attach separate sheet for above)

38. Was this the first time that you had see: au cbject(s) like this?

(Circle Oae) §o

238.1 If you & ‘rzred HO, the.. whe: whare, a d u.der what circu sta ccs
did you see the other o..els)?

io , what do YOU thi %X the object({s) was a d what might
it?

C Ps pot

KNowt’

50~066-R5-No 53-6
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! 0. wofyou thi kX you ca e the specl vi the objact? vage 8

; {Circle One) Yo

; 1f you crered Yas, the. what speed would 40U estimata? b 1%

! 41. Do you <ai ok you ca  estimacs how far wway fron. you ¢he object was?

; {Circle Ous) Yo 20

i IE you a .gyered Yo¥, the how far away would you say it was?_/O FcuoT

; - §

' 42. Did the Object{s) cause any i .terfere.ce with the operatio.. of:

| {Circle vhere applicable) RADIO? TV? LIGHTS? OTHuwR? AOAIE .

! IZ you u.derld ed a.y ol above, explai. the 1 .terfera.ce bolow:

i

!

I

] 43. Jas a photo take. of the Object{s)? (Circle One) Y5

i Aould you be willi ¢ to subrit a copy? (Clrcle One) YoS 320

! /\///,1 D& you clreled Yes, please spe.d copy i.dicati.g mo.etary rei .burseme.t:

!

_E

; 44, L‘x‘> you Bb2lo.g to a y Orga.sizatio.. which 1i..vestigates Unide:tified
Flyl..g Objacis? {Circle Q.e) YES If Yos, list them belows

!

i 3. "’:,' w2 ldsh your report 1f you :a e is kegtco .fide.tiel? Y- o
fay we publish your report a 4 use your .ame? S0

i . (Circle One)

LAt

Please give th: followi. g i.fomatio, about you :
\ & EERTRAN'IB L ,:a‘_.. 310 reelf: Evebnu g

A =TT L T T —
ama first Na: e Miagd Hame
cmn, Pk ec kST RP gxeTER ,‘}EH
adnRzss S T R
Streast City State

ToLeSHOR: nuMaor 172- 4973
15 your prese .t joht _(Fol e € OFFeER
37 Si:X

bleaze iudicate 2 y educatio..al traini.g you have had: (Nurber of yeard

e. Tech.ical school
(Type of)
£. Other special traini .g>

a. Grade school
b. Bigh zchool
c. Cellage

d. rust graduata

k)

6031

L F O DATA SHEET Page one
This questic.naire has been prepared so that you cau give as much
i.formation as possible co.cerning the *Unideatified Flyi.g Objeact"®
that you have observed. Please try to answer as ma.ay questio.ns as
you gossibly cau. The informatio. that you give will be used for
research purposes. Your name will not be used in connecctiocn with
a.y statements, co.clusio.us, or publicatio.s without your permissiou.
Tha.k you very much for your cooperatic. in this matter.

Investigator: Wational Investigatio. Cormmittee on Aerial Phenowana

—,

b

3 i 1965
: Y FONTH . YR (Circle One): or P.M.

Raymoud &, Fowler it A, ,u:"?l'_
' 13 Friend Court .5’ Al nnas7 35
Wonhan, Massachusetts v - =iy 25
1. wheu d:d you see the objecst? 2. Time of day: A i
. 1OUR MINUTGS

(Circle One)1 Daylight

t 3. Time zo.e: (Circle One): @ sastern
. Saviag Time

Central
c. Mouurala
! d. Pacific b. g‘;an;dard
e. Other
-
4. Where were you whe. you saw the object? N ,H
N

Wew g uaon
City or Town

jx’,»l-”-u \\DM RED

Nearest Postal Address

State or Couatry

Additional remacks:

S-F
HOURS  MINUTZS

5.1 Circle cne of the following to 1:dicate how certai. you are of
your aanswer to uuestios 5. .

sstimate how long you saw the object.

SECONDS

a. Certaiu c. Not very sure
@Fairly certai., d. Just a guaas
Mzt was the coudition of the sky?
. (Circle Omne):s a. Bright daylight d. Just a trace of daylight
; b. Dull daylight o trace of daylight
c. Bright twilight f. Don't remember

saw tha object durl.g DAYLIGHT, TWILIGKT, or DAWN, where was the

If you
SUN located as you looked at the object?
a., Iz Eroit of you c. To your right a. OCverhaad
-~ -3 peck of you d. To your left £. Don’t remember
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vou séWw the object at NIGHT. TWILICHT, or £iWn, what did you aotice
1.g the 21ARS a.d MOON?

8.2 MOOH (circle Quel:

1Y Qafe" Bright mooilight
' s “{t emembe 5. Dull meoulight
* v remember c. No moculight- dark
d, 2on't remember

3.1 >TARS (circ}c oue): a. Noae

9.

das the object brighter tha.. the backgrou.ad of the sky?

(Circle oue): Q vis b. XD c. DON'T RIM.M3:R

10,

Lf it was BRIGHTZR Wi the shy background, was the brightness like that
0f a. actonebile headlight appeari.g to bee (CIRCL. ONEZ BelOW) 2

a. & tile or more away?(a dlsta.t car}

. Several bicclks away?

c. i bleck away?

4, Several yards away?

@ Other? “Bghten “Haw heo sl ;.ﬁs ot

c,Ln s fLange

11. Did the object: {Circle One for each questiou)
a. Apgear to sta.d still at a.y time? Yes @ DONRYT KNOW
b. sudde.uly speed up a.d rush away at aay time? YeS @0 JON'T KiOW
c. Break up i.to parts or explode? Yes GO) DJON'T KuOW
d. Give off smoke? Y NG DON'T KNOW
2, Cha.ge brightuess? HO  DON'T KHOW
f. Cha.ge shape? & 20:*'T KNow
g. Flicker, throb, or pulsate? NO DON'T XNOW
12. 04id the object move behi.d something at a.uy time, particularly a cloud?
{Circle One): Y8 @ DOH'T KNOW If you a.swered yes. thea
tell what it moved behi.ad:
i
b
13. Did the object wove i, fro.t of somethiug at a.y time, particularly
a cloud? Yes (HG) DOW'T KNOW  (Circle One)
1f you a.swered yesg, thea tell what it moved 1. froat of:
| 130 913 the objest agppear (Cirele One)a (€OLID?) TRANSPARINT? DON'T KOW
15,

through aay of the followiug?
s} g. " her
5 NO
»0

6033

1
Page 3
16. Tell 1. a few words the “ollowi.g thiugs about the oy ‘
a. SOUND Nope
b. coLor _ Red ‘
P
17. Draw a picture that will show the shape of the object or objects. Lab;l
a.d iuclude 1.: your sketch aiy Getails of the ject that you sew suca as!
wings, protrusio.s, etc., a.d espzcially exhaurt tralls or vapour traila. .
Place a . arcow teside the drawing to show ihe dirsction the objeckt vas
moviug.
— WS T — —Easl~
.ﬁ /
[ Ve
\
(;fuc or b ~

LS = o 'IMee chiwes

18. The edges of the object weres :
\ T L‘ - \1-\ M wLLe- o
(Circle One): a. Fuzzy or blurred €.) Other el : (S
b. Like a bright star b gk "H"'“Jﬁ cnenkald o
c. Sharply outlined et E;EQ& .
19. If there was MORE THAN ON: object, thes bow masy were there?

Draw a pictare of how they were arra.ged, a.d put an arrow to show
the directio. that they were travelliug.

—~T e s “threw fr

| IS W Med‘\-\n\ o ™

o ey 0
sl o, C«)

FLA(L\:N\
W e T oasqe e we W,

Fa BL\ o

e sach
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20, uraw a plcture that will ghow the motio:. that the object or Page 4

objects nadua. Place a. "A" at the begl wilag of the pathy
a “B" at tho o.d of the path; a.d, show a y cha..ges il.v

direccio. duri.g the course,
Me | clhamge T dincetNa o

O ﬁv»\»t.. N
Y

21.

IF POSSIELE, try to gquesa or estimate what the real si
1 ze of the o
was 1n its lo.agest dime:.sio.. p/p piect

£ Feet.

22,

How large did the object or cbjucts appear as com y 3
pared with ose of the
followi.g objects "held" 1. the ha:d at sbout arm's leugthi ’

(Circle One): a, Head of a pi. g. Silver dollar

b. Pea h. Baseball
<, Dime I, Grapefruit
d, Mickel j. Bagketball
@ Juarter k. Other

. Half-dollar

22.1 CIRCL: ONs of the followi.g to ludicate how certal. you are of
your a..swer- to vuaestio.. 22,
a, Certain @ Not very sure

b. Tairly certain d. Uncertal .

Comparisin bascd on  prebotic  diclaser op 24— Ymiles

23.

How did ths object or objects disappear fror. view?
Love sbnae 28 beriiew Yo, .

e e e

|

In ordar that you ca. give as clear a plcture as possible of what you
saw, we would like for you to imagiie that you could co..struct the
oyj scy that you saw. Of what type MATZRIAL would you rake it? How
LARG. would it be, a .d what SHAPC would 1t have? Describe i. your
owi. words a commo.a ohject or abjects which wheu placed up i the

sky would give the sane sppeara .ce 88 tha object which you saw.

6035

. ) Page 5
25. wWhzre werae you located when you 26. Were you (Circle Onels
saw the object? (Circle Onel:

a. Inside a bunildlag | a. In the busiaess sectio. of city? )
b. In a car . In the resideatisl section of ]
& Gutdooxs a city?

d. In a: airpla.e @ I'm open cou.trysido?

. At gea d. Flylug near a: «izfiald?

£. Other e. Flyi.g over a city?

f. Flying over opes country?
g. Other

27. what were you doing at the time you saw the object, a.d bow Z21d you
happen to .otice 1t?

C!\\lt& <o ety ds  pesist athaa

Mulg® B

28 If you wera MOVING IN AN AUTOMOSILS or other vehicle at the time, thea
&mplete the £ollowi.g questiouss

AR
Pl 2a.1 What diractio. wore you movisg? (Circle one)t
a. North c. Zast e, south g. deat
b. Northeast d. Southeast £. Southwest h. Northwest
28.2 How fast were you woving?
2.3 Did you stop at a.y time while obssrviag object?

wiles per hour

(Circle One): YES NO
29, +hat directio.. were you looki.g whe. you FIRST SAW the object?(g:r?le
el
a. North c. Zast e. South g. West

@Northeast d. Southeast £. Southwest  h. Northwest

30. +hat dirctio. were you looking whe. you LAST SAW the object?{Circle Cne}
North c. cast e. South g. vest
. Northeast d&. Southeast f. Southwest h., Northwest

31., If vou are faniliar with bearlag terms(a.gqular directic.), try to
sctimate the oumber of degrees the object was from true Rorth a.d
algo the the .umber of degrezes it was upward from the horizouw(elevatic.}d

31.1 Jhen 1t first appeareds

a., From trua North degraesg

b. Prom horizo. degrees
31.2 Whea it disagpeared:

a., Frow true dorth degrees

b. From horizoo degrees
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! Page 6

{3z, I, the followi.g sketch, imagice that you are at the pol.t shown.

! rlzcn a "A® o. the curved lie to show how high the obiect wis apove
the hordizo. (skyli o) whe, vou FIR>Y saw 1t. klace a "B" on the sare
curved 1li.e to show how high the object was above the horizo. (skyli.e)
whe,. you LasT saw it.

|

!

j B o

| : '

| I i

i : i
: ’ -
M ‘ ) I

i !

| }

33.

1. th:’z follaw:.?.q larger sketch place a. "A* at the position the object
wWees wae. yoa FIRST saw it, a.d a “"B" at its positio. wheu you LAST

saw it {Refer to sraller sketch as a. exar ple of "how" to conylate

r larger sketch.)

Yoo o
Yoo, was it filloui..g or attemptl g to i.tercept
3 fiyi.g ObJect? (Cipcle Cne): Yoo RO

Slease circle TYPo of aircraft:

2 PROPLLLER

RSPV

.-:a aid the circraft nave?
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34. What were the weather co ditlo.s at the time you saw tha object?

34.1 CLOUDS(Circle One) 33.2 WIdo(Circle One) :
ay Clear sky a. 80 wi.d
5. Hazy »light breeze
c.5cattered clouds ’ C. stro.g wi .4
d. Thick or heavy clcuds d. Do..'t remamber
e, bo.'t remember

34.3 J3ATHSR(Circle One) 34.4 ToMPoRATURC{Circle One)

@ bry a. Cold
. Fog, tdst, or light rain (b cool
c. Moderate or heavy rain C. ~arm
d. Saow d. Hot
e. bou't rememder e. Don't remember
35. +he.. d1d you report to sore official that you had see: the object? Y
Official or Organizatlo.. Name{s) bay Mouth Year
DPerk oppicen  Tretew .1, 3 (1 65

Oriice~  Jolan 4 .
N L4

|
1]

36, Have you read literature pertal .1, ¢ to Unide..tifiled Flyi.g Objects<
{circle one) §H No If Yo, how much? (Circle onel(A LITT

MODSRATALY? AToNSIVULY?

37. 4das a yo.e else with you at the time you eaw the object?

(Circle One) Y Ho
37.1 IF you aaswered Y.s, did they see the object too?
(Circle One) HO

37.2 Please list thelr ..ames a d addresses 1f you circled Yis:
{Attach separate sheet for above)

3B. vJas this the first time that you had see.: au object(s} like this?
(Circle Oue) Q NO

38.1 If you a .swered HO, the. whe., where, a d uuder what clrcun.sta .ces
did you see the other o..e(s)?

39, 1. your opi.do.:, what do YOU thi.k the object(s) was a @ what might
have caused 1t?2 < ), ot KNoW
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40, ULofyou thi kX you ca estimate the speed of the object?

page 8
(Circle One) Yes @
1f you a swercd Yui, tho. vhat speed would you estimate? MPH
I j
41. Lo you thi k you ca. sstimate how far away fron you the object was? |
(Circle Oue} Yoo ) Rie )
If ~{ou a .swered‘ ¥:S, the. Fiow far away would you eay it was? SOD FecT
- chgrsy, Snw act  elbest R =3 miler ow Hasiadi
42, 3 01d the Object(s) csuse any i .terfera.ce with the operatio. of:
‘“\/’\(cxmlo where applicable) — RADIO? TV? LIGHTS? OTA:ZR? None
A IF you uv.derli.ed a.y of cbove, explal. thae i;terfece.ca below:
:t3. “as a photo take,.. of the Object(s)? (Circle Ona) YES @
J/fl <Sdould you be willi g to submit a copy? (Circle One) YuS NQ

~Z1£ you circled ¥Yol, please serd copy i.dicati.g mo.etary rei ‘burseme.t:

44, Do you b2loug to a y Orgaaizatio.. which 1 td
g > t . N Lyestigates Unidectified
Flyl.g Objects? (Circle Oua) yes (o) If Yos, list them below:

A
i 15, Pfay wea ,)u?o.l}sh your report if you uai e 1s kegtco .fide.tial?
May we publish your report a.d use your .:ame?
47. Pleasz giva the followi.g i.forratio., about yourself:
NaMe Hum’*\' _ N“F.Ay'\& Qubat\‘
Last dame First Nare Middle Wame
spogess [ _Chanbes St Fxetern N H -
[, sStreet City State
i TLLEPHONS NUMBLR 2 - 35
i
1 ; s :
/ Wnat is your prese.t job? ?@ L‘. [ OF£| ce
1 G- 2 b sexX-__ NMale
E Pleaze l.dicate a y ﬁgucatio.‘al training you have hads (Nurber of yearsd
| a. Crade school Pl e. Tech.ical sch
R b. Hidn echool . oot
c. Culleg (Type of)
d. Poge £. Other special trainl.g?
}
f B
i 48,  sn L a0 2 JA ST
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WeNEAM, Mass., October 29, 1965.
Mastox M. JACKS,
Uajor, U.8. Air Force, Chief, Pictorial Branch,
Public nformation Division, Office of Information.
SAF-OIPB
DEPARTMENT OF THE AR FoRCE,
Ofice of the Secretary, U.S. Adir Force, Washington, D.C.

DeAr MAJorR JAcks: This is a formal inquiry concerning the official U.S. Air
Force evaluation of the detailed UFO report submitted to AFSC-FTD/Project
Blue Book last month. My investigation and subsquent report took place shortly
after the official U.S. Air Foree investigating team from Pease AFB made their
investigation.

The UFO sighting took place between the Clyde Russell and Carl Dining prop-
erties along Route 130 in Kensington, N.H., on September 3, 1963, in the early
hours of the morning. The witnesses were Norman Muscarello and Officers Ber-
trand and Hunt of the Exeter, N.H., police force.

Tn 1964 I customarily received correspondeuce from your office in response to
UFO reports submitted to the U.8. Air Foree for evaluation. Thisz was appre-
ciated. I have submitted many reports since bul have not received any respouse.
This is understandable due to the many reports received by the U.R. Air Force
and I do not expeet such a service on your part normally. but, I did spend a great
deal of time and thought on the Kensington, N.H., report and would appreciate
your sending the official U.S. Air Force evaluation of the same as soon as possible.
I understand the evaluation has been made.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. I look forward to hearing from
your office soon.

Sincerely,
Rayyonp E, FowLER,

DEPARTMENT OF THE A1R F'ORCE,
Washington, January 25, 1966.

Dear Mr. Fowier: This is in reply to your request for information on the
Exeter, N.H., UFO sightings.

The initial investigation from Pease Air Force Base was submitted to our office
on September 15, 1963, and contained statements from the principal witnesses.
This data indicated that a refueling operation might bave heen the cause of the
sighting. Refueling area “Fur Trapper” and refueling area “Down Date’” are
controlled through Loring Air Force Base and located over the area of the sight-
ing. A call was made fo the controller of this refueling area, and we were in-
formed that they were closed from 03/0500Z to 03/600Z for an 8th Air Force
operation, “Big Blast." A call was placed to the 99th Bomb Wing at Westover
Ajr Foree Base for information on this operation.

The initial impression was that aircraft frowm an Sth Air Force operation, “Big
Blast,” was the cause of the lights observed during this ineident. Information
received from the 8th Air Force indicates that 10 B—7 aireraft from Pease Air
Force Base involved in Operation Big Blast “Coco” were in the traffic pattern
over Exeter, N.H., between 03/4447 and 03/535Z. A copy of this letter is enclosed.
Since this information conflicted with the time of the sighting and eliminated
these aireraft as a possible evaluation of this incident, a letter was forwarded to
Mr. Eugene Bertrand and Mr. Dave Hunt of the Exeter Police Department re-
questing clarification of the time of the sighting. A copy of our letter to these
gentlemen and a copy of their reply is attached.

The early sightings by two unnamed womei and Mr. Muscarello are attributed
to ajreraft from operation Big Blast “Coco.” The subsequent observation by Offi-
cers Bertrand and Hunt occurring after 2 a.m. are regarded as unidentified.

Sincerely,

Joux P. SPAULDING,
Lieutenant Colonel, U.8. Air Force, Chief, ¢ivil Braneh, Conmmunity Rela-
tions Division, Office of Information
DECEMBER 2, 1965,
HECTOR QUINTANILLA, JT.,
Major, U.S. Air Force,
Chief. Project Blue Book,
Wright Patterson AFB, Dayton, Ohio.
DEaR SIr: We were very glad to get your letter during the ihird week in
November, because as you might imagine we have heen the subject of consifdera-
ble ridicule since the Pentagon released its “final evaluation” of our sighting



PHOT%SZ%’Y FROM GERALD FORD LIBRARY

of September 3, 1965. In other words, both Patrolman Hunt and myself saw
this object at close range. checked it out with each other, confirmed and re-
confirmed the fact that this was not any kind of couventional aircraft. that it
was at an altutude of not more than a couple of hundred feet, and went to con-
siderable trouble to confirn that the weather was clear. there was no wind. 1o
chance of weather inversion, and that what we were seeing was no illusion or
military or ecivilian craft. We euntered this in a complete official police report
as a supplement to the blotter of the wmorning of September 3 (not Septewber
2, as your letter indicates). RSiuece our job depends on accuracy and an ability
to tell the difference between fact and fiction, we were naturally disturbed by
the Pentagon report which attributed the sighting to “multiple high-altitude
objects” in the area and “weather inversion.” What is a little difficult to under-
stind ig the fact that your letter (undated) arrived considerably after the
Pentagon release. Since your letter sayy that you are still in the process of
making a final evaluation, it seem~ that there is an inconsistency here. Ordi-
narily, this wonldn't be too huportant except for the faet that in a situation
like this we are naturally very reluctant to be cousidered irresponsible in our
official report to the police station.

Since one of ux { Patrolman Bertrand) was in the Air Force for 4 years en-
gaged in refueling operations with all kinds of military aireraft. it was im-
possible to mistake what we saw for any kind of military operation, regardless
of altitnde. It was alzo definitely not a helicopter or balloon. Immediately after
the abject disappeared, we did see what probhally was a BT at high altitude.
but it bore no relation at all fo the object we saw. :

Another fact is that the time of our observation was nearly an hour after
2 a.m,, which would eliminate the 8th Air Force operation, Big Blast, =ince
as you =ay this took place between midnight and 2 am. Norman Muscarello.
who first reported this object before we went to the zight saw it somewhere in
the vicinity of 2 aan.. but nearly an hour had passed before he got into the
nolice station, and we went out to the loeation with him.

We would both appreciate it very much if you would help us eliminate the
possible conclusion that some people have made in that we might have (a)
made up tle story, or (b)) were incompetent observers. Apything you could
do along this line would be very much appreciated. and I'm sure you can under-
~tand the position we’'re in,

We appreciate the problems the Air Foree must have with a 1ot of irresponsible
reports on this subject, and don’t want to cause yon any unnecessary trouble.
Omn the other hanrd, we think ron probably understand our position.

Thanks very much for your interest.

Sincerely.

EUveENE BERTRAND, Patrolman.
Davio Howt, Patrolman.

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE,
HEADQUARTERS, 8TH AIR ForcE (RAC),
Westorer Air Force Base, Mass., Novembr 24, 1963.
Memorondum : DOOTO,
Subject : UFO sighting.
To: AFSC iTDEW /UFO.)

1. In reply to your letter, same subject, November 16, 1965, and telephone con-
versation between Specialist Master Sergeant Heflley, 8th Air Force, and Sergant
Moody, Headquarters, AFSC, on November 19, 1865, the following information is
furnished.

2. Big Blast “Coco,”” a SAC/NORAD training mission, was flown on September
2-3, 1965, By 03/0430Z. the operational portion of the mission was complete, and
participating aireraft were en route to their home stations.

3. Ten B—7 aircraft from Pease AFB were involved in Big Blast “Coco” and
were estimated to arrive at their initial approach fix (Pease TACAN 320° radial,
10 DME fix), between 03/(4447Z and 03/0535Z. The town of Exeter is within the
traffic pattern utilized by air trafic control in the recovery of these aireraft at
Pease AFB, N.H. Duriug their approach the recovering aircraft would have

been displaying standard position lights, anticollision lights, and possibly over
wing and landing lights,

TFor the commander.

WiLLianm A, McGioeww, Jr,
Licutenant Colonel, U.S, dir Force.,
Directorate of Operations.
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Mr. EveeNE F. BERTRAND, JT.,
Mr. Davio R, HONT, }
Ezeter Police Department, Exeter, N.H. ) N
GENTLEMEN : The sighting of various unidentitied objects b\' you a!;;].liir.\: g‘
man Mascarello was investigated by officials from Pesafe Au) I;‘orf'fz “r I:V;rc.f;
and their report has been forwarded to our oﬁme at W 1'1g11t»ll :1_ t‘:ell. 0}1 hie ! oree
Base. This sighting at Exeter, N.H., on the night of September = (:zh_ 'eear%ilcle\‘
considerable publicity through various news releases r)an(] in mahamtl'lon it thfs
similar to that from the Saturday Review of .Oqtoher 2, .19()». A llflwri o e
article is attached for your information. fl‘hls information Wgs_ re ea:re 'z);;tion
National Investigations Committee on Aerial Plienomena, a pl‘l\ﬂt? Othl!l}ll ation
which has no connection with the Gfi:'ernment.f tI{: ;qe;eg)sil:]r of these artieles.
Al has received inquiry as to the canse of this 1e¢ rt. .
ME)!IJ‘I?E(I;.E‘\'EAstigatmn and evaluation of t]lalis ;lgrhttl}}g illldfll(;ﬁltie;?oi 15:))\::25(;};?:;;
i ith an Sth Air Force operation, "Big Blast.’ n addit i : .
Eﬁz :)vlil;ﬂ}:lont Il},here were five B—47 type a.ircr_nft flying in the _ar.efl dllr;rrllfl ]ﬂfléi
period. Before a final evaluation of your 51g].1t111g can be ma(_]e. 1ti 1.\9: &;11 it Lo
us to know if either of you witnessed nny_alrcrglft in the ‘al.e:l (luf'ull,~ lnhﬁince
period either independently or in Cnnuft‘cttilf)ltl t‘_"ltil ’tlllllil ?ﬁéﬁtf\'gr):&::i(épo;tﬁ ce
e many aireraft in the area, at that time, at ) ¢ S0
fﬁﬁﬁinﬁﬁ&l Ohj'ects from personnel engaged in th.m air npe;'atmn. we 111;1;,;)12 ;]:f;]_
assume that the objects observed between midnight aud .,'unf uug{ te(inbv
ciated with this military air operation. ?f, 'hnweve?. tl{ese :urc;a t fque 1]110 uuibfe
either of you, then this would tend to eliminate this air operation as a plau
explanation for the objects observed.

Sincerely, Hecror QUINTANILLA, JT.,

Major, USAF, Chicf, Project Blue Book.

NOVEMBER 16. 1965,
Memo: TDEVV/UFQ.
Subject: UFO sighting.
To: Hg Sth Air Force.
i ifi i j cas submitted to our office at
. A report of an unidentified fiying ob)ecf was subm A
Wiicrhtfr?tterson Air Force Base by the 817 Coxxx?qt Support Gmup. gea:e
Air bForce Base. This report was submitted to W rxgl\lt—Pﬂttershon Alr '.(\H.E{
i))ave in accordance with AFR 200-2. Evaleation _of mforn.u!tu,m submxtt‘te(
indicates that the observation may be associated with the mxhtz\lr.\jvopipm mirii
Big Blast. The location of the observation was the l\ie;\I'FI({)ampshtxlllg ngﬁé "
oun i X rted was
and around the town of Exeter. Time of the repor  was :
j\lll(gust 2-3, 1965, and specifically 03/0500 to 0600 Zebra. fI‘lus T Ff’ repor{ 1;3;
received considerable publiecity in newspaper agd magazine ﬂr{\gle.s: qn{ e
Air Force has received numerous gueries regardu\_g the cause _ot th}l‘.\ sxg‘l t'o;
9. We would like to know the specific typ«?s of aircraft used in thisx operatl
and possible location of these ajreraft at the time of the report.
For the commander: Eric T. pE JONCKMZERE, .
Colonel, U.8. Air Force,
Deputy for Technology and Subsystems.

NI MASSACHUSETTS INVESTIGATING SUBCOMMITIEE,
NICEAT Wenham, Mass.. Fehrnary 10, 1966.
DEPARTMENT OF THE ATE FORCE,
Office of the Secretary,
7.8, Adir Foreo,
Washington, D.C. ) o .
( Attention: Jolin P. Spaulding. lieutenant colonel, U.S. Air Force, Chief, Civil
Branch, Community Relatious Division, Office of Iuformation). o
Dear CoLoNEL SPaTrLDING : Thank you for your corres1»0xx{191;ce‘ln (\)_f ‘I‘%x;\lx;\:y(‘;;
i ] g N OV - 24, 1965, regardin N 3 -
1966. in response to my letter of Nov e-ml_)el 24, 1065, tel e iate
53 xeter, N.H. apprec
ing the September 3. 1965, UFO sightings in Lxeter, 2.1 : et
i'eorl?rl lgttter aladltlle attached backup information concerning w hich T would make
the following comments.
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The UFO sighted by Norman Muscarello wags identical to the UFOQ sighted

later by Muscarello Bertrand, and Hunt, Norman observed the UFO at close
range during bis initial sighting. There is no question in my mind that the
same or similar object was involved in both of these particular sigbtings. The
number of pulsating lights. the rawing motion, the same location, etc.,, make
this so very apparent. Sinee I did not interview the “unnamed women” I am
not certain of the details of their sighting but according to Officer Bertrand, the
object they described was very similar to the UFO they sighted later. I might
add that another witness, a male motorist, also sighted a similar, object. He
tried to phoue the police from a pay station at nearby Hampton, N.H.. but was
cut off. Later he reported the incident to U.S. Air Force authorities at Pease
AFB. The chances are astronomical that six people, entirely independent of
each other, should report the identical description of a UFOQ within the span of
several lours in the same general area. I am aware of the many UFO gight-
ings in New Hampshire especially in September. It may be more than
coincidence that many of these sightings were near powerlines.

Although I do not agree completely with the way Washiugton is handling the
UFO problem I am sympathetic with the official attitude. I have enough faith
in the Government to realize that although official releases on UFO's would
indicate that UFQ's present no problem regarding national security and that
the T7.8. Air Force treats the subject lightly, the converse is true. that is, that
a full-scale military and scientific research program is being carried out on
UFO's because they ave a threat to our national security. It is because of this
belief that T will continue to send the better UFO reports our subcommittee in-
vestizates to Project Bluebook and will continue {0 urge the public to report
all UF'O sightings to the nearest Air Force base at my lectures, personal con-
tacts, ete. I might add that I encourage reporting such UFO’s to NICAP con-
currently with any report to the U.S. Air Force,

It is heartening to see that the T7.8. Air Force regards the UFQ sighted by
Officers Bertrand and Hunt as an unknowu. I am sure this will help a little in
reducing the ridicule they experienced becanse of rhe U.S. Air Force initial
explanation of their sightiugs. I feel certain that if it were not for the fact
that their sighting is being carried nationally in the pages of Saturday Review,
Look, ete.; and if they had not personally complained publicly and to your
office, that their sighting wonld have been Iumped inte the same category as the
UFO Muscarello and the other sighted. However, my rambling on will not make
a bit of difference to present official policy and in a real sense I am wasting
your time in even replying as I'm sure your office is very busy but I felt that I
would express my feelings on the subject at hand just for the record.

Thanks so much again. I look forward to the tinme that Governmient policy
will become more relaxed on the UFO =ubject and in the meantime will continue
Iny meager research and efforts in this field for NICAP and the U.8. Air Force.

Sincerely,
RayMonD E, FOowLER,
Chairman, NICAP Massechusetts Subcommittee.

Mr. Bares. In reference to the so-called sighting in New Hampshire,
Dactor, you are familiar with that case?

Dr. Hy~es. Yes, sir; T am familiar with the cqase,

Mr. Bates. You have examined it ?
. Dr. Hy~er. No, I have not been there to examine it. Much of my
mformation is based upon the rather excellent account that Mr. John
Fuller has given of it in Look magazine. I cannot vouch for the
anthenticity of his statements, but I have talked with Mr. Fuller, and
he apparently has tried to do a very thorough job in talking with
people in New Hampshire.

Mr. Bares. Are you familiar with Mr. Raymond E. Fowler!?

Dr. Hy~ex. T have had some correspondence with him, but I have
never met him.

Mr. Bares. Is this Portsn
not been identified, or w
reached a decision?

smouth case one of the 5 percent that have
ithin the 95 percent on which you have
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Dr. Hy~ex. It is, I believe, to the best of mny knowledge, listed as
umdentified. : )

Mr. Barps. This one is still unidentified ?

Dr. Hyneg. Yes, sir. )

The Cramman. In other words, vou make no bones about it, you
cannot explain it?

Dr. Hyw~egr. That is correct.

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. ) ) o

Mr. Bares. I wonder if you would give us some idea of these 20
cases that you have cited, and tell us a little somethmg about the
nature of these cases, and what the problems are. generally ?

Dr. Hy~er. Well, I do not have the case files with me. T should
be happy to prepare them for submission. But in broad description,
they vary quite a bit. They are either daytime sightings or mgl.l]ti
time sightings. T will describe one, which may not be necessarily
typical. But it is an example of a sighting that puzzled sonie very
solid citizens. These individuals happened to he—and I will with-
hold names, of course—two students of anthropology at the University
of Wisconsin. They were with two other people m a car, returning
home one evening from shopping, about 9 p.m. In the distance they
saw what they first took to be rotating blinker lights on a police car,
and they thought there had been an accident down the road some
place. They then decided that this couldn’t be the case because the
lights were a little too high. This illustrates the sort of thing we
refer to as escalation of explanation. )

‘When someone writes in or calls in that they have seen a space ship
patrolling the earth, and this is not a fact, this is an interpretation
of a fact, usually, what they have actually seen was a light, T am
much more interested in the sincere judividuals who report some-
thing, who say “I thought at first it was this, then T decided it couldn’t
be that, it had to be something else.” In this escalation hypothesis,
the incident I have described, these people said it could not have been
blinker lights on a police car because they were too high. The next
hypothesis was that it was an aireraft about to crash. As the object
came closer all they could see were four huge red lights and an even
larger brighter single white light. As it came closer to the car—the
little 12-year-old girl in the back seat, became so frightened that she
just tumbled over and hid her eyes. el

I questioned these people for some 2 hours. They were very intelli-
gent people and were truly puzzled. They did not for a mowent think
they were being visited by a vehicle from outer space. They were
just puzzled. They sinply wanted an explanation of what they had
seel. .

The object apparently extended upward at an angle of about 30
degrees, so that part of it could be seen above the telephone wires and
part below. It Liovered around the car for awhile. The man drove
into a farmer’s driveway, turned his lights out and listened, but could
hear no noise. He backed out and as the object began to move away,
he gave chase but could not cateh up with it. ) ) )

This was a ease of four intelligent people seeing this strange object
and reporting it. But no one else did. Why not? Was this some
sort of a strange phychic projection, or something these people were
particularly prone to? Why did this take place in an area which was
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not overly populated but certainly not completely sparse. Why would
they be the only four people to see this? This is a problem we are
faced witl on many reported sightings. Therefore, T find it most
difficult to ascribe a physical tangibility that there was an actual eraft
here. I would rather seek some other scientific explanation.

Mr. Bares. With respect to your response on that particular case.
In the New Hampshire situation, two women apparently saw this
object swhich they said was the size of a hiouse. Thev reported it at
the police station. And then the officer came out. He saw it when
he got there. So there is someone who did see it in addition to the
people who reported it originally.

Drv. Hyver. Yes,

Mr. Barzs. You have no decision with respect to the New Hamp-
shire case?

Dr. Hyxexr. I would not offer or venture any conclusion to some-
thing I had not personally mvestigated.

Mr. Batrs. This partienlar case has been referred to a study group,
the New Hampshire case, or has it not, oris it a dead issue?

Dr. Hx~eg. No case in the Air Force files that 1s unidentified is a
dead issue.

Mr. Bares. Is it just in limbo now, or is somebody still looking
into it?

Dr. Hynex. I would say at the moment, considering the recent re-
ported sightings in Michigan, that it is in limbo.

Mr. Bates. Do vou expect to investigate this further? Would this
be one that yon would prefer to the panel?

Dr. Hywex. Yes, sir. T think this is one they should take a look at.

The Crratrman. Do vou think they should be examined further?

Dr. Hy~xes. T amsorry,sir?

The Cratraran. Do vou think this panel, about whom the Secre-
tary has spoken, should go into this further and make a report.?

. Hynes. Yes, sir: 1 do.

The Craaras~. There are five such cases, or four, of some unex-
plaaned phenomena 1 s this a fact?

Dr. Hy~er. Yes, air: thereare at least that many.

The Crratraan. Mr. Secretary, do you plan to have this board look
into these?

Secretary Browx, We will continue our investigations of all of
these, Mr. Chairman.

T have this recommendation to establish a civilian panel from the
Scientific Advisory Board, and I believe I may act favorably on
it, but I waut to explore further the nature of such a panel, and the
eround rules, before I go alead with it. T don’t want to have a
group of people come i for just 1 dav and make a shallow investi-
gation. They have to he prepared to look into a situation thorongh-
Iv if thev are to do any good.

The Cramryax. If vou cannot explain these things, and you are
our source of beginnings, how on earth could a subcommittee of this
committee explain them?

Dr. Hr~eg. Are vou looking to e for an answer?

The Crammaw. If T.conducted a hearing on this it would go on
and on, and on, if T let it, T would imamine.
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Dr. Hyxer, Well, sir, scieutists have a somewhat rhm?r]ont '\\]\\
of working. Theyv gather data quieﬂ_v without fan le re. wit limvt.\t‘.]?
press lookime over their shonlder. They may work for sev ;)\) A,t‘\ej( ;

The Craratay, What would von suggest that 7 dn, Doctor, @
chairman of this commitiee? o o

Dr. Hyxek., Yon areinatotally different category. sir.

The Crarrvay, Thank yow. . .

Qince this thing began in Michigan, we have fw 0]111\911]11)‘&;11\10} t}:ﬁ

ichigan d jon, a oing to start off wi -, Nedzi anc
Michigan delegation, and I am going to start off with Al
ask him if he has any questions. . o
" Mr. Nepzr, Mr. Chairman, you are very kind. I dont have (1,11{\
questions directly pertaining to Michigan, althongh Trhn\‘(f ;etr'ex(qu—
v Deen advised my district 1s abont 150 miles me.m‘ the g 11 ]—HH].
The sightings ave moving eastward toward my distriet. [La‘ugx_tﬁe‘{r; !

One que.&inn. Doctor, as to these R'f’:lﬁS.TlP\‘. Ave they s "r)ft‘]]':
oulv from the United States, the investigntions made by von and the
Air Force? o R

Dr. Hyveg., Yes. siv. The Air Force wonld have no ]ullsdu,tlotp
over cases in other countries. But there ave. T undlerstand, repouts
from other conntries, also. ) . ) .

v, Nepzr, Is auv effort made to coordmate iuformation with

e of the siglitings that ave made abroad?
sonte of the sightings that ave made abroad? - -

Tor. Hyses., No.siv. Up to now we have made no concel ted effort
to do ths. o ) -

AMr. Nepzz. Do vou think it might be a good idea to doit? on e

Dr. Fyxes. Well, I think we should attend fo the situa 1‘()11 11 y
in the United Statesx first. Then. if our efforts are suceess :11}( 1)g

. 1 3 H RS N s H o
wo strike seieutific pavdivt and find something of value, then perhay

e other gest w adyizahle
{he other step von suggest wonld be advisable. . .

Mr NEDZII. Do vou know whether any studies are going on over

: TOU RN
seas, with vespect to TFQR? ‘ ’ N

(Dr. Hyxex. 1 know of no formal studies. Actually, the nﬁf'of Hle
world seems to be gnided by, and shows a tremendous 1-0;11004{ ()1,1 .1ei
7.8, Air Force, and they feel. I understand. that the Air Foree has
done a fine job. . ) o

Mr. Nepzt. Perhaps the question should be diveeted 1o the \iv I*.ull ce,
but it seemed to me there should he =ome kind of exchange of 1« eas
aong the seientists who might be interested 1t ntl.\er cmmtue.i
. o - 3 ' . 3 ) 7} ) a1
where these sightings have taken place. Tt might confribute toward
an exposé of the prohlem. o

Let‘ e clarify for the record, T do not believe in flying h}\ll(?ll =, but
T think it is important to have some kind of evidence that can be pr e%
sented to the people =o that they don’t let the thing get more out o
hand than 1 think it alveady 1s. _ ]

Seeretary Browy. That is what we have been rymg (o d()“)[tl.
Nedzi. T do not think we have any ideas of a scientifie nature t.0
exchanee with anyone else vet, not do they have snch information to
exchanee with ns, and the difficulty in gomg fo an _mhﬂ'_nnl\onnl 1)13»
gram is that it won't broaden our lnowledge of busic data \l'elg 11}11:}.
On the other hand, it may degrade the quality of the dz\(a.\)e}_i\ux\? ]\le
have & hard enongh time getting details in this connfry. .4 few well-
authentieated Imt wnexplained enses are worth much wore than a
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munber of unexplained eases where the data is not sufficiently precise
ro be helpful in an analysis. ‘ ) tl )

Mr. Xepzr My final question, Doctor, would he whether—and I
think youtouched upon this—whether there has been ever any evidence
neany of these unexplained sightings that would indiente that there
tsome Kind of extralervestial intelligence involved 7

Dro fy~xek. T bhelieve I have covered that. 1 have not seen any
evidence to contirm this, nov have T know anv competent scientist
who has, or who Delieves that any kind of extraterrestrial intelligence
sinvolved. However, the possibility should be kept open asa p():sihie
hypothesiz, T don’c think we shonld ever close aur minds to it. But
certaunly there 1s no real evidence of intelligent behavior of hardiwares,
1(1' we Ilzld }‘(_\A-el\_‘v\_l periodic visits by controlled space velicles since
FHE or earlier, it is Tikely thev would have had some kind of trouble
at =ome tine and dropped something off the coast of Spain or some
place, and we have not come across any positive proof like that.

A\Il': \mzx. Mr. Chiairman, until the sightings get a little eloger fo
m‘\""hs( riet. I have no further questions. T
 The Cramracas. T recognize Mr. Chamberlain, then I g0 to Governor
Stafford and Mr. Fléhert, because I want to get us close to the districts
as T ean, i . ) )

I want i s veeord Mo N :
ijﬂqwﬂx:‘fv tf:”];\‘:t“m the vecord Mr, Ford's letter, and the response bv

What else, Mr. Dlandford, ought to go in the record ?

My I’I‘L,\xm-*(mn That is all thar ought to be i at this tine.

Phe Criamras, Without objection, we will put all of these in the
i"u(mw]l. [ want to shed ax much light on these illnminated ohjects as
¢ ocall. ) -

{The niaterial above referved to is as follows )

CONGRESS oF THE UNITED NTATES,
OFFICE OF TIIE MINORITY LEADER,
HoOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washi ’ . : ;
Representative L. MesDer Rivens, ashington, D.C. Jarch 28, 166

Chuatrman, Arimed Services Committee,
N House of Represontatipes.
Washington, Iy

nw o N ERN
‘ 1 ]._:U:Ar( TLAIRMAN R[\P_,R\\ \0 doubt you have noted the recent fiurry of news-
paper Tjwrwls about unidentified flying ohjects (UFO's). 1 have taken special
Interest fu these tecontits beeause many of t} s i i : l
! § E SEAIE ] he latest reported sig gs hav
in iy lome State of Michigan., ) p @ MiEbtiDgs bave been
[ 3 h -, o
'1}1(‘ A\nv T*fn:wv sent a consaltant, Astrophysicist Dr. J, Allen Hynek of North-
[T el . . N . N N
et xlu 1 mf(l,\l(r. fo Michigan to investigate the various reports: aud he dis-
RTEree © B TR . o P - !
;nx >.<‘t'u:\)l of them as the 1»1.0_(111(~r of college student pranks or XWamp gas or an
‘1‘131‘)3?111111 cr m!r'd by the rising ereseent moon and (he planet Venus, I do not
d\]l)\( t m.1 all 4{t ‘Hlvsn reports can be or should be so eaxily explained away.
1 ]'~":'."”'\“ 1 Ihm;( there may be substance to <oue of these reports and becaase 1
]n) teve the Nmerican people nre entitled to o more thorough explanation than has
s TV \ 2 ir F ¥ i o
‘u ‘lu N‘Il‘t n the 1z h): e f\u Force ta date, [ am Proposing that either the Science
‘l;“ l‘\“ ronatitics Comuuittee or the Armed Servicos ( ‘ommittee of the Honse sched-
N N . . - . 3 . . N )
:Ii\(p ll‘ nrllligs (Eu”[ he( ‘\ulum-t of UFO' and invite testimoeny from both the execn-
e hranch of the Government ; B y ong W al !
Frent N ent aud seme of the persons who claim to have seen
AI v?n'-]vm' material which I think will be he
visahility of an investigation of UFO's.
. i\I::v I hl‘s_l' (‘:11]. to your attention a column by Roscoe Drummond. published
_.\:\1 ,.m'nl.\.:'» in \_\'hn-h. Mr. Drumimend says, “Marbe all of these reported si{:hrin‘zé
an f‘ !11111>1<":11, Husginary or anreal: but we need a more credible and detached
appraisal of the evidence than we are getting.” 7

Ipful to you in assessing the ad-
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AMr. Drunmimond goes on to state, “We need to zet all the data drawn together
in one place and examined far more objectively than anyone has done <o far. A
stable publie opinion will come from a trustwortlyy look at the evidence. not from
belittling it.

“The time has come for thie President or Congress {o name an objective and
rexpected panel to investigate, appraise. and report on ull present and futmre evi-
dence abont what is going on.”

I agree fully with Mr. Drummound's statements. I also suguese you sean the
enclosed seriex of six articles by Bulkley Griffin of the Grilfin-Larrabee News
Bureau here. In the last of his articles, published last January, Mr. Gritfin
saye. A main conclusion ean be briefly stated, It is that the Air FPoree ix miis-
leading the public by its continuing campaign to praduee and maintain belief
that all sightings ean be explained away as misidentilieation of familiar objects,
such as halloons, starscaud aiveraft,”

I have jnsl today received a number of telegrams urging a congressional inves-
tigation of UFO's. One is from retired Alr Foree Col. Harold R. Brown, Ard-
niore, Tenn., who says, I have geen TFO.  Will he available to testify.”

Anothier, from Mrs. Ethyle M. Davis, Eagene. Oreg,, reads. ™ ont of 10 people
want truth of U0’ DI'ress your investigation to the fullest.”

Ronald Colier of Lios Angeles, who identities himself as i scientist from MUT™
urges that you “do everything in your power to make Air Foree Project Blue
Book (the Air Force name for its study and verdicts on UF'O reports) known to
tlie people.”  Are we {o axsnme that everyone who says he hax seen UFO's iy an
unreliable witness?

A UPI story ont of Aun Arbor, Mich., dated Mareh 21, 1066, states that “at
least 40 persons, including 12 policemen. said today that they siw a strange fiying
object guarded by 4 sister ships land in a swamp near here Nunday night.”

Matt Surrell of Station W.JIR, Detroit, cites an eye witness aceonnt of a recent
TFO cighting by Emile Grenier of Ann Arbor, an aeronautical engineer employed
hy Ford Mator Co. He points out that an aeronautical engineer can hardly be
considered an untrustworthy withess.

In the firm belief that the American public deserves a better explauation than
that thus far given by the Ailr Force, 1 strongly reconinend that there be a com-
mittee investigation of the UFO phenomena.

I think we owe it to the people to establixh eredibility regarding UFO’s and to
produce the greatest possible enlightenment on this subject.

Kindest personal regards .

Sincerely,

GERALD R. Torp, Hember of (‘ongress.

Enclosures.
[From the Washington Poxt, Mar, 27, 1964]

Don't SyeEr aT UI'O's
(By Roseoe Drumimond)

You can’t dismiss the possibility that some of the unidentified flying abjects.
which so many people iave sighted in so many places, are real.

There are, of conrse, UFO huffs who seem to want to helieve everything and
digeount logical explanatinns. But Alr Foree officials assigned {0 check up on
fhese sightings ceemn o bored and =keptical that many people hiave rhe impression
that they thiuk the public would pauie if all the facts were brought ont into the
open.

Tet's uot leave the search for more knowledge to those wha tend in accept
everything uncritically or to thiose who teud to dismiss every UFO ax ridiculous.

The time has come for he President or Congress to name an objeciive and
rezpected panel to investigate, appraise and report on all present aund futnre
evidence about what ix going en.

Last week, more than 100 persons (some of them trained observers) reporied
seeing “flving saucer~” in seven States, fromn Maine to Texas to Colorado.

Last year, project Blue Book. the small Air Foree unit created to keep rabs
o these things, received RRG reports of TFO sightings,

During the last 2 years, the National Investigaiions Committee on Aerial Phe-
nomena, a private group headed by a retired Naval Aeademy Marine Corps pilot,
received 3.000 snel reports,

During the pasl 10 years, the NICAP received some 8000 reports and says that
1.500 of them “seem pretiy subxtautial and vuexplainet.”
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The Air Force totals 10,147 UFO reports and states that 646 of them remain
unexplained by provable natural phenomeua.

Maybe all of these reported sightings are whimsical, imaginary or unreal
Butté'we need a more credible and detached appraisal of the evidence than we aré
getting, .

Maybe there is no intetligent life on other Planets. Many scientists think other
planets conld not sustain such life. But we don't really know. .

One f;’u"t about the UFO'~ gives me pauxe. Tlere have been 1o really ~olid
reports of creatures being seen getting off landed saucers. To veuture fr‘.rni one
plnnet .(u another involves great intellectual curinsity and I would think it almbct
impossible for someone from outer space, once here, to stifle that curiosity to trlie
extent. U'f not trying to malke personal contact with Earth people. o

(anl(:(»lvn.bly, we hive been seeing only Dreliminary unmanned orbitings of the
Em'_t‘h precisely controlled at great distances. But we don't know. i

\_\ e luoud to get all the data drawn together in one place and examined far more
objectively than anyone has done so far. A stable public opinion will come
from a trustworthy look at the evidence, not from belittling it.

[From the Washington Evening Star, Mar. 25, 19686)
DEPUTY SHERIFF “SHooTs” 4 UFO OvVER MICHIGAN

;.\_\*N f\liDOR, Mreun.—A Michigan deputy sheriff said an unidentified flving
ohject sighted over sonthern Michigan last week was trapped—on filln—and .etiﬁ
another UI'O was reported Yesterday. . )

a I)ellnﬁ_v Slhieriff pnvid ‘Fitzpntri(’k of Washtenaw (Ann Arbor) Countvy took
h:ﬁdp‘1(:.;(2?111:1{)11,\ with a tiny camera ronghly the size of a man’s two forefingers
Prints were delayed beeause the tin S Y i .Y
for fanetaere 0 e tiny film had to be sent to Forest Hills, NY.,
) The new sighting of an unidentified flying object near Hollg Alie
from hoth Mr. and Mrs. Robert Nichols, who live across Mic}llilgﬁ1;‘£1(s1:\.{1t"1;161;1;1)
Lower Peninsula near Sangatuck. They said it flew across a highway ahefufof
thrxln. uo more than 150-to 200 feet high. - ’
;\1(“"11”1.\‘, 24, said the object appeared about half the size of an automobile and

was “a ro'un(l civete glowing red on the inside and white ou the ontside.”

Nichels” deseription fits ronghly that given by several of niore than a ;mre whe
llﬂ\‘ff 1'91)()1:(0(1 sightings in the Aun Arbor area in the last 10 days ’

) Fitzpatrick, however, =aid ilie two objects be photographed g‘ﬂfje off a bril-
llant yvellow-white light in gracefnl swoops which he and Sherviff's Sgt. ¥. K
Sehneider observed from about 4 3.0, to T a.ni, Marelh 18, T

The 1_)1101’0:1':1]»11& show two distinet strenks of light in the skv high above
street lights leading into Milan. No details of the objects are \:i\*ibTe in the
photographs blow up o 8 by 10 inches from the tiny film. E

Dr. J. Allen Hynek. o Northwestern University astvophysicist, w
the Air Toree to investigate recent renorts. i '

He hav scheduled a news conference in Detroit today to discuss lhis probe

1\[eanwhile, reports of unidentified fiying objects moved south into Ohio tod'lv
A 1:11-.11101' who lives near Upper Sandusky in northwestern Ohio told sherii‘f‘l\:
deputies that an object shaped “like a top” or a “Christmasg tvreer umi(lt: down:'
hovered over a wooded area on his property early today. )

Deputies were called to the farm three times, but the farmer xaid the object
with lights on its outer edges, disappeared each time before they arrlved, ’ ‘

as sent here by

[TProwa the Detroit News, dar. 23, 19686]
PHOTO ApDps NEW WRINKLE T0o NAUCERS
(By Doaglas Bradford)

While :%11‘ FOI:(‘(? officials prowled through the countryside for some sien of the
strange night visitors that have been zipping through southeastern Michi

=lci O A 1, R 1 Oan
skiex, a Monroe area hov eame up with what he said was a picture of one °
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Paul Richwine, 16, who lives in Woodland Beacl, 3 iniles north of Monroe,
produced a piece of filin with a blob on it that he says his camera “saw” when
lie pointed it at a “flying saucer” over lis home Friday night.

Detroit News photographers say the blob could be due to g wrinkle in the Glm.

But Paul aud his mother, Mrs. Mariannice Richwine, insist that they saw the
strange glowing objects cavorting in the sky and that the dark area on the
picture represents one of theni.

The object in tlhe picture doesn’t seem to have niuch material substance.

Neither Paul nor his miother can acconut for the faet that the thing tliey saw
was bright and shiny with flashing colored lights while the eawmera recorded a
dark smear.

Paul said his Argus F-100 was on time exposure at f. 2.8 and was loaded with
fast film when he took the picture at about 11 :30 p.m., Friday.

The News photographers conceded that thie darkness in the picture “might” be
the indication of something moving quite swiftly on a time exposure, or the hlub
could be . water sput nnthe negative or a wrinkle in the film.

Mrs. Richwine said the object's appearance was preceded by four glowing
shapes about 10:30 p.m., Friday. She saw them fronm her front window, she said.

[From the Grand Rapids (Mich.) Press, Mar. 22, 1966]
STATE FLYING OBJECT REPORTS BRING PLEA FOR FEDERAL SIFT

ANN ArBOR.—A Michigan Congressman planned Tuesday to aslk the Defense
Department to investigate reports of unidentified fiying objects sighted near Ann
Arbor.

U.S. Representative Weston Vivian, Democrat, of Michigan, left for Washing-
ton, D.C., Monday after conferring with Sheriff Douglas J. Harvey, of Washte-
naw County. Harvey said Vivian also planned to talk with the U.8. Air Force.

Three tines within a week. residents of tlie nearby conununity of Dexier have
reported sighting objects flying in the night sky.

“I didn’'t believe those reports,” said Harvey. “But with so many trained
police personuel and reliable citizens having seen theni, I mnst believe some-
thing is in the Washtenaw County skies.”

And Tuesday, the Hillsdale Connty civil defense director and 87 college coeds
said they watched an eerie, hovering flying object settle in a4 swampy hollow near
a school dormitory Monday night.

William VanHorn, 41. the county eivil defense divector for 10 years, xaid he
watched the unidentified object through binoculars for 3 hours.

The Air Force announced it was calling in Dr. H. Allen Hynek, chairman of
the Dearborn Observatory at Northwestern University, Evauston, I7l.. and seien-
tific consultant to the Air Foree's TFO study program. to investigate {lie rash
of sightings.

Hynek will work from Selfridge Air Force Base near Mount Clements, the Air
Force said. '

In Hillsdale, VanHorn said he jeined the 87 Hillsdale College coeds and their
houseniother to wateh the object. He said it enlitted wavering orange, red ¥ * *,

{From the New York Times, Mar. 22, 1966]
ForTY IN MICHIGAN SAY A MYSTERIOUS CRAFT HOVERED IN Swamp

AxNN ArrOR, MicH., March 21.—At least 40 persons, including 12 policemen,
said today that they saw a strange flying nbject guarded by four sister ships
land in a swamp near here Sunday night.

Descriptions of the unidentified flying objects tallied closely. A patrolman.
Robert Hunawill, said he and other residents of the area saw similar eraft before
dawn last Monday and Wednesday.

In Washington, the Air Force said it knew nothing of the reports. The Air
Force’s Michigan headquarters in Battle Creek wonld not comment.

Two persons who slogged through the 300-acre swanip today and looked for
traces of the craft found nothing but marsh grass, quicksand. and muck.
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Hm\'r;vvz, the two persons who Treportedly were
Mannor, 47 venrs old. and hix =on. Ron
groutul but sat on a hase of fog.

Frederick E. Davide, & poli i

- Davids, State police commixsi T i
| Fred L . St C ~stoner, who is also he " eivi
1"1‘1\1’ for Michigan, opened an investization e head of civil de-

0 H ) ;

I wsed to diseount thege

- _c]nso.\'t to the object. Frank
ald, 19, said it did not appear to tonch the

i ‘ ! 1'_r’1mrrs too. but now I not so sure.” sai
\[3]1\.{3}11‘]111[1,111‘054]{1111111 llls; :‘011 s{nd they hzu_l 1 te within 500 yards r.z‘lt;h@lr:};ject.
'A‘f :“ M _.A“ﬂ:u _“'. 1:1\1? wax shaped llke_n‘ football and was abhout the lenegth
JAear with a graxish vellow hue and a Ditted surface like coral rack 3
erlhggd\u blue light o1 ane end and a white light on the other.” .he <a-i<l.
m““nd‘“‘.\.olll‘:\ il\;(li\-atmg and each of them looked like they had a little haln
Other witnesses saw only the lights
]mlﬂiwnwn. agreed cloxely, ’ o
N‘:m]v_\' MeFadden, Washtenaw County sheriff's deputy. =
David Fitzpairick watched the object fly over their car abe )
Manuors reported it had taken off, ' '
Officer TTunawill said four other uniden
urter cirele over the ohject in the SIWAI.

but their descriptions, including those of

aid e and Deputy
about the same time the

tified firing objects had hovered in a

23.

{From the Washington Post, Mar. 23, 19686]
Firsy UFO's oF Rgasox Age SIGETED

Sphrinete e 3 ar o : H

\‘{‘)llb;‘ll]),_".\fﬁlif ﬂ)')}l:l saucers bave sprouted right alongside the forgythia
. ;“}\‘ ; 0 {u 011»19 in Michigan have reported strange fiying objects *ill;zﬁ rlie;

cerend. and a forner fighiler pilot savs lie saw secop ver lnix I hes
St pPot says he =aw =everal over lis Bethesda home
1 {Thu \,p\lll; I\‘v(’nl‘;?. which h{\s mvestizated more than 10,000 wich reports since
RSN Sortinvestern University's Dr. L All ki fer
1947, . ; A . . en Hyuek. its top se i
adviser on unidentitied fiving obj : Ty ok 1 ! icptane
A ¥Ying objects (UFOYs). to Inok into the Michigan
y I e l.xto.\[‘\\‘h Mowlday night at Hillsdale College. where
inm tor, a 14}1‘111(}1'. veporter and assistant dean. and ST e
i ,:1(»\_\ g ohjecl zipping aronnd eampns for 4 hours.
. 1111“;- report coincided with one near Aun Arbor, w
meluding 12 policemen—said they siw ie obj
! ding 1 en ~d ¥ osaw an eerie objeet crnise over a4 gw
Mmdn_\) nighi while tonr sister ship~ hovered overhead e swame
\Tn ,,e‘(h#-.\'t]:l‘ retired Air Foree Col. Howard T. Wright, of 5119 Newpart
%11‘9’\-]]\”“' s il lJe) and five other persons saw several ohjects outside 171i~'7 h;m]el'md

R N . . . . . y ) - <

ey were “definitely not in my phagmation, nor were they satellites or airplanes.”

a county ¢ivil defense
oeds say they watched

here about 50 persons—

[From the New York Times, Mar. 23, 1966]

ErenTy-seveN Miciriay  Corps AND OFFICIAL RI6HT MYSTERIOUS OQBIECT
HITLspALE : ar 21 ) ivi g

Qo I{)\ll()l\I‘;l; (t\“I(r'r,III..”.\I(;ntolll 22 (IUPI).—A civil defense director, an assistant

dean a; ! Dt reparted a glowing object fly past a eollege dormitor (

fnover i a swamp for hours, T st colieze dormitors and

NITS arint i 3
uf’]nl:l(i“ ‘d(ow}uplmn nfl the object scen here last night tallied closely with that
PoReen by more rhan 50 persons, inclndine 12 poli ar »

. ) PTSONN, 2 polie N~

Mt et o e iy policemen, near Aun Arbor.
?hw Air Foree dispatched its top scientifie

objects to hegin an investigation
o o0 o wn} " w .

d‘”l'lll;i-s\vlples.w-.\ .\Ludvlh(x\- watehed from the second floor of a Hillsdale College

" '1‘ Ory s the ohject wobbled, wavered, glowed. and once flew right at a

dormiitory window hefore stopping suddenly o
AI‘;'. R Y A1 T T aay yewe -

(]»'1{1 \HI_I\(,'U_\' ¥I( arn, for T Years a4 newspaper reporter before becoming assistant

: i . women, assistant professor of English and housemother of the dormi-
m'ltfl. )ﬂd the (‘?_Pd_s take notes as they watched the object for 4 hours

o (13},\(\.{2;1(11'“ lllmm A :‘11} Horu, 41. Hil]sdnlo County c¢ivil defense director, said

e ‘,| ¢ 11{11119(1 it< liglht« swheu police cars approached, brightened again when
u;\ \il nt away. and dodged an airport heacon lizht. “ '

(*1@’\7‘,31 7'11].1 ‘I\{rllll. _’1 of New Caxtle, Pa.. and Cynthia Poffenberger. 18, of

and were the fir<t {o see the ohjeat. They described its shaje as roughly

adviser on unidentified fiying
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that of a football. This was roughly the smme description given by a man and
his son who reported rhal they =aw an ecrie ohject land in a swamp Sunday
night 43 miles northeast of here near Ann Arbor.

The Alr Foree annomued it was bringing in Dr. T1. Allen Iynek, chairman ot
Dearborn Observatory at Nurthwestern University, Evauston, I, and «elentitic
consultant to the Air Force's Project Blue Book program to track down the
reports of unidentified fiying objects.

Dr. Hynek set up hix headquarters at Relfridge Air Force Base, Mount
Clemens, Micli., near tbe southern Michigan section where the objects have
been reported several timmes lately.

It was definitely some kind of vehirle.” Mr. Van Horn said. “Through the
glagses [hinoculars] it was either round or long.”

The objeet’s shape was Dbriefly outlined by lightuing as it veered over ausl
near the dormitory before retreating into the swamp, Mixs Kobn said, 11 staved
there for 4 hours hefore vanishiug. witnesses said.

{From the Washington Post, Mar, 29, 19667
TrRUTH ABOUT FLYING OTEcTs H1vbEN BY iR FokeE, FAITHFUL NAY
(By Howard Simons, Washingron Doxt Staft Writer)

Firm believers that unidentified flying objecis are for real and from a far-off
super-civilization met the press vesterday amid a torrent of reports about uew
objects being sighted everywhere tu the United States,

The believers repeintedly charged the Air Force with deliberately hiding the
trath. which if it were known “would bring forth one of the greatesr stories «f
the century.”

The believers also “fully backed” Representative Gerald Ford. Republican,
of Michican, who wants a congressional investigation of unidentified objectz
which have lately plagned his home State.

But most of all, ihe helievers waut (o he believed and loved.

“We want the Air Foree merely to end its secrecy on =ightings and stop ridi-
culing conpetent witnesswes,™ said retired Marine Corps Maj. Donald E. Keyhoe, a
UTFO skeptie until his conversion,

Keyhoe now is director of the National Tuvestigntions Comwittee on Aerial
Phenontena. an organization whoge major aims are (o evaluate all UFO sightings ;
get the Air Foree to own up to the trnth and to expose UFQO charlatans who keep
seeing “little green men.”

Kerhoe an:d his colleagues, including seientis
and pilots. scorn the thought of “little creen men

Had a visitor from afar ever set foot on {he earili? the sevious srudents
of TTO's were asked.

There wax only one caxe suggesting so. sald committee staff mewmber and
former Newsman Donald Bevliner. It Lappeied in April 1964 uear Rocorro,
N. Mex.. where police officers saw two small suited occupants get ont of a UFO,

“They were =small and suited,” uoted a reporter. “How could you be sare
they were not green?"”

“We have no reaxon to helieve they were ¢reen,” wryly gquipped Derliner.

The conunittee’s caxe for helieving that U s are for real wias put 1o the press
by Keyvhoe, It amounfed to an argnment that thousands of competent persons—
including radar controllers. qualified pilots, and missile trackers——lud sighted
ohjects: roughly 100,000 persons in all.

The Alr Force, which has heen hnvestizating UFO reports since 1048, haw
steadfastly maiutained there is 1mo evidence any fIying object hias come from
solmewhere el=¢ in the universe.

Keyhne's view. shiared by the connnittee’'s board of governors, is radically dif-
ferent. Tlie comniittee concludes, Kevhoe said yesterday, (hat “these things are
real and must be extratervestrial because they are o superior to anything we
have.”

Acveording to Kexhoe, UFO's have been observing the earth for 200 vears. He
cave two reasons, essentially, for why no contaet has been made with whoever
it is that pilots the TTO s,

One reason is that the Air Force has orders to seare the TFO's away.

A zecond reason is that uniil hunians demonsirated the atomic bomb and space
flight the UFQ peirple regarded earth as too primitive a society to hother wilh
other than for surveillance purposes,

engineers, military persounel,




PHOTQSQ‘)PY FROM GERALD FORD LIBRARY
6052

[From the Portland (2aine) Evening PBxpress, Jan. 17, 1966]

T ORT TP e et - -
LHOSE " PLTING NAUCERS ——A1R FoRCE I LIVINGE-AWAY oF UFG's DEEPENS
MYSTERY

Tiditor's o Thix 18 e Rra : — p - . s
ingtenn Bureaw. He swrote the stn.l'ie\- after visiting (H pJ“éll'l“A(l‘:b }ﬁEflblwstafh‘—
Air Force) stories 3 ¢ the UFO otfice of the T8,
(U\;;—;sw.\(.l OXN. I?.‘(‘.—TheV Air F_m«:-e 1_1andliug of the unidenrified fiying objects
3 ‘.~)‘ coutumis to DP sowething of a mystery. Iis persistent endeavors to
\t\paln all Eho Tro .\‘lgllrtlllgs ax misidentification of ordinary objeets, such as
stars (m'(,l balloons. has become so couspicuous as to raise queslionings in the
minds of a growing number of citizens. Some of these expl‘aumti])us <e§1;4 to 1run
countgr to both logic and commonsense. Running along with thess é\'plaiiliu;ﬁ—
away 15 an appavent Air Foree lack of c—nthusiasni‘especiallv at hivli 19\-p1<:f
do a thorongh job of investigating siglhtings. o - e
I:IP:I(I!U?{[}‘[ s of the Air Force investigation and conclusions on unidentified
?{‘:lni'“lklwt —they rall the enterprise Project Blue Booli—is at Wright-Tatter-
> = * (%> a PSR ITRY 3} d T .
H)(n({(\i‘r(lll(;il(tlﬂlﬁﬁ:le near Daxton, Olio. In chiarge of Project Blue Bouk ig 3aj.
Ref}ontly this_ writer has made two nlore visits to Wright-Patterson to stndy
the files of Project Blue Book and to talk with Major Quintanilla, the -11'c<7'11'gr:t
of the militavy's final public verdicts on the TFO's, ' S
A 1:1111tit11(]e of UFO sightings in the last dozen months has kept the Air Fovce
hus__\" trying to explain-away and has rendered the public more conscions and
curieus than ever about these strange. usually lighted. ohjects in the skv - i‘he
Air Foree and the burdened Project Blue Book have often resorted to er. expe-
dient of lumping a number of sightings together— ot naming any 1)n1'ti("ulfu‘
xme—ﬂ.anfl t‘urni\hing a generalized catchall explanation. X o
< T]lllSvl:: \V]?:lt it did 1‘es.[1enltiug an extraordinary number of sightings in the
Soutlivwest around the hegiming of last August. The very number of the UFQ's
;11}(1 of the sighters of them shook <ome publie confidence ‘therenbouts in both til;
;{&‘irq 7f‘01'ce‘s knowledge of the subject and in the good faith of its explhinin
away. ‘
) Extl:él(,'lj.\‘ from dispatehes sent out at that time by the two national wire serv-
ees will refresh mentories and provide a good idea of the magnitude of the }*FO
perfprnm nee.  On Tuesday, August 3, the New York Times nn?l other ue\v\-Imrpel@
;)‘;l:rlrll(:(l an Associatel Press dispatch from Oklahoma City, dated Augus} 2 I‘t
began :
_‘r‘lAu‘thnritius in Te:\‘as. New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Kansas were deluged last
Jill;;,tlllte H:;l early today (Angust 2) by reports of unidentified objects seen Hying
“The Sedgwick County sheriff's office at Wichita. Kans.. said the Weather
B1‘1‘ren u had tracked several of them at altitudes of 6.600 to 9,000 feet.
. The‘_( Yklahoma Highway Patvol =aid that Tinker Air Force Base heve (Okla-
homa ("1. v) had tracked four of the unidentified fiving objects on its radar sereen
at ope time, estimating their aititude at about 22,000 feet. A Tinker spolk ox an
refused to confirm or deny the reports of radar observations.” i i
n“R(*Lp;lrlsjl{nul;f;d in™ fronldﬂl cities and towns, continued the Associaled Press
dispateh. The 21 are named: 7 are lis in Texas, 3 in New cico, 51 15
R R 1 7 are listed in Texas, 3 in New Mexico, 5 in Okla-
i The TUnited Press International, in a dispateh i the evening of Augnst 2, named
eight Ntates, “Reporis of sightings by eye poured in from Kansas GTE‘\:?\' ?‘)kh'—
homa, New Mexico, Colorado, South Dalkota, Nebraska, and \\"“'(‘nnili«r“ LOl'I'“l-
homans probably saw the most.” ' ' h o
_In a dispateh trom Oklahoma City dated Angust 4. the United Press Interua-
{}till:ll declared that “thousands of bersons across the Nation's midlands 31;(1
\\,nurh\yvsr again laxt night reported seeing mysterious ﬁﬂsllillé wiukinvh amd
sparkling phenomena thal specd and sometimes zigzagged across >ch9 skiest'
“The Air Foree contends most of the sightings were probably srars or planets
.lt wias the fourth consecutive night of TFO sightings. A lot of 'peop'le toovk-
Issue with the Air Foree’s claim that they were sfars or planets.” )
It can he mentioned in passing that radar does not pick up stars or planets.
In one United Pres=x International dispatel it is stated that “Oklahomans prol;—
ably suw the most” of these sightings. The Oklahoma sightings therefore provide
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an illuminating example of how the Air Force deals with the public in such a
situation.

By good fortune, one does not have to rely mainly on newspaper reports, some-
times meager, or upon the Air Force statements. The Deparfinent of Publie
Safety of the State of OKlahuema has sent to the office of Congressman John Jar-
man, Democrat, of the Oklahoma City congressiomal district. and to the National
Investigations Committee ou Aerial Phenomena (NICAP) in Washington a sum-
niary of the teletype reports sent into the Oklahoma Highway Patrol Communi-
cations Network Center, July 31-August 5. from the various highway patrol
headquarters over the State.

This valuable doeument, which was not observed in the files of Project Blue
Pook, will be utilized in one or more following articles dealing with the curious
behavior of the Air Force touching the UFO’s and thie public.

[From the Portland (Maine) Evening Espress. Jan. 18, 1966]

THOSE FLYING SAUCERS—HicHWAY ParTroL REPORT FIRES CONTROVERSY OVER
TFO's

(Editor’s note: Thix is the second of a series about UFO's (unidentitied fiying
objects) by Bulkley 8, Griffin, executive editor of the Evening Express Washing-
ton Bureau. He wrote the stories after visiting tlie UFO office of the U.8. Air
Force.)

( By Bulkley Griffin)

WasHINGTON, D.C.—Research into the matter of the unidentified flving ob-
jects (UFO's), the U.S. Air Force, and the publie, receives substantial help from
a report furnished by the Oklahoma Depariment of Public Bafety. Thix sum-
marizes the messages dealing with UFO siglitings thiat passed over the Okla-
homa Highway Patrol network iu the period July 31-August 3.

A survey of this informationr reveals the large number of sightings and the
much lavger uuniber of witnesses of thnge sightings, and lists some radar sight-
ings by the Air Force. It compares with a generalized attention to those sight-
ings hy the Air Force and Projeet Blue Book, (he latter the name for the Air
Force investigation of UVFO's.

At 3:80 pan. August 2. Project Blue Book issued a statement assumiug to ex-
plain the avalauche of TFO sightings that had hit the Southwest—but probably
had hit Oklahoma the heaviest—starting July 31.

Therefore, this article will =eek to hit the high points ot the sightings reported
on the Oklahoma Highway Patrol network beginning with July 31, up to the
issuance of the Project Blue Book explanation.

The first report on the teletype came Lhe early morning of July 31. A Wynne-
wood, Okla.. police officer, Louis Sikes, reported « UF0O. The radar at Tinker
Air Force Base located the object. A little later, ¢ontinued the highway patrol
report, “Caswell Alr Force Base (Fort Worth, Tex.) aimed Lheir radar at the
same location and came up with the same fix ax Tinker.” Both Tinker and
Caswell followed the object, which once disappeared and then reappeared. for
sopte time, TLater that day an Associated Press dispatelh trom OKlahoma City
stated flatly that Tinker and Caswell both had the "0 on radar.

The next night saw the UFO reports crowding the highway patrol teletype.
Sonie quotations of messages will be given.

At 919 pan. the highway patrol tower sent out this message: “Since 8 pam.
the tower has received in the uneighborhood of 23 to 30 visual =ightings, many hy
police officers and highway patrol troopers of various unideutified flying objects
from the Purcell area north through the Norman area to Chandler and back
through Meeker and Shawnee,

“Three Shawnee officers and their captain have tour of the objeets in sight
at this time, also another has cropped up from the south of Teeuwseh and is
apparently going to iy directly over Shawnee.

“The sightings vary from one to four of the objects at varions times starting
in a reddish color and varyiug to a white and blue luster.

“Shawuee reports the objects seem to bhe flying four to a formation in a
diamond-type formation. Cushing has reported four of the objects. Oklahoma
Highway Patrol Units 30 and 40 have also made vicual sightings. Reports have
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come from (three) individuals.” Names of two civilians are given; third was a
police officer from Tulsa. not named.

“Tinker Alr Foree Base has had from one to four of them on radar at a time.
and they advise (hey are flving very high, at approximately 22,000 feet. which
\(}pm\t r’o. coincide with the visnal sightings, all of which are ‘very high flying
ohjects.” ’

Other reports came in the night of Angust 1. The sheriff's office at Chandler
reported two UFO'=. Two individuals—names given—spotted a TFO letween
Norman and Purcell. “Tinker AFB looking at it—or attemnpting to do so at
this time with radar—WWichita Falls, Tex.. also notified to look.” Another UFO
was seen near Forgan, aud sighter's name and address given.

“Although there were nnuerous other reports from other sources wlieh did
not reach the patrol. those above were all of the reports wheh moved on the high-
way patrol wire on Augnst 1. it is stated in the summary from the depart-
ment of public safety. On August 2, the teletype carried its first UFO report
of that day at 2 pan. regarding a sighting at 12:50 p.n. near Cushiug. Otlher
reports tollowed throngh the afternoon and night. B

All this from just one State's highway patrol teletype.

At 3:30 paneon August 2. Maj. Heetor Quintanilla, in eharge of Project Blue
Book, issued the following statenient :

“Initial study of the reports thus far received by the Air Force indicates that
the observatious were astronomical in nature. The objects most likely observed
were the planet Jupiter and the stars Rigal, Capella, Betelgeux. orr Al-debaran,
which are clearly visible in the eastern sky, The time of reported sightings, the
azimmuth and elevation of the reported sightings supports this conclusion. In
addition, on August 1 and 2 the temperature distribution and varying wind
speeds ohserved over the Great Plains, from northern Texas to Wyoming
were favorable for the phenomenon, known as secintillation. Some of the
reports were the aquarid meteor showers which aceur between July 26 to
August 6. The meteors approach from the southeast and streak swiftly across
the <ky trailing sparks. 'There has been no confirmation that any of the sight-
ings reported were tracked on radar.

This official statenient presents two characteristies typical of Air Force treai-
ment of U'FO reports. First, o specific sighting is mentioned, aud just about
every conceivable reason for seeking to explain away the multitude of <ightings
over eight States ix ineluded.

Second, no radar sighting is admitted. This is despite the highway patrol's
report of Tinker and Carswell Air Force Bases having a fix on a July 31 object.
an Tinker having a fix on up to four ohjects the night of August 1-2; and de-
spite national wire services reports of these radar ~ightings and of a Wichita
weather station radar sighting of several UFQ’s,

Radar does not pick up stars and planets. as has been stated. Further,
corroboration of  visual sightings by a radar sighting—as the Okla-
homa Hlghway Patrel indicated on one occasion the night of Angust 1—
wonld  strengthen the argument that some UFO's are real and nnknown.

But that Augnst 2 statement from Project Blue Book was immediately attacked
from a diffevent angle by Directar Rohert Risser of the Oklahoma Seience and
Art Foundalion Planetarium in Oklahuma City. To quote a Ul dispatch:

“*That (Project Blue Book statement) is as far from the truth as you can
get.” Risser wuid. ‘Somebody has made a mistake. These stars and plaunets are
one the opposite side of the earth from Oklahioma City at this time of year.” ™

Major Quintanilla, recenlly asked about the comment of Directer Risser.
pointed out the TFO reports were coming in from several States, ind said hix
Augnst 2 announcement referved to Wyoming where {he stars in question were
vigible. He added the statement applied to Oklahoma between 1 and 4 in the
morning.

[From the Portland (3aine) Evening Express, Jan. 19, 1966]
TroOsE “FLYING BAUTCERS " —NEW HAMNPSHIRE SIGIITING ONE OF MoST FRIGHTENING

1 Editor's Note: This is the third of a series about TFO's (unidentified flying
objects) by Bulkley 8. Griffin. executive ediior of the Evening Express. Washing-
ton burean.)

WasHINgToN, D.C.—One of the more impressive sightinugs of an unideutified
flving object (UFO)Y oceurred near Exeter, N.H., last September. As narrated,
it was an extended closeup obrervation of a lighted objcet that was noiseless and
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close to the ground. Several persons apparently observed it, three of them, iu-
cluding two policemen, at one time,

The eonclixion of Project Blue Book—the nanme of the Air Foree TFO probe
that amiomces the final verdiets on sightings—tha( the New Hampshire watchers
saw low-flying airplanes, is of a piece with many other Alr Force attempted
explainings away. It doesn't make sense,

The New Hawmpshire sighting is of significance on another ground. It involves
the reported effect of 2 TFO in disturbing aud exciting animals,

The sequence of events near Eseter began at 1 o'clock in the morning of last
sSeptember 3 when Exeter Police Officer Eugene P. Bertrand. JIr.. 30, ¢ruising in
hix.police car, came upon an auto drawn np by the «ide of the road and in it an
hysterical woman, who aceording to the officer’s report to the invesiigative officer
fromy Pease Air Force Base, N.H., “stated she waxs too upset to drive)” She
stated a lighit had been following hier and had stopped over her ear.” The officer
atayed with her about 17 minutes, sought to reussnre her. saw nothing, and
departed for the police station.

There he found Nornian J. Musearello, 18, of Exeler whe had come to the sta-
tion to tell of hiy experience while a few miles out of Exeter. IIe =aid some-
thing big with dazzling. flashing red lights had appeared moving just abhove the
treetops. It had wmoved rather =lowly toward him. He had jumped inte the
ditch for safety. Then the thing had disappearved.

Officer Bertrand {onk Muscarello with him in his patrol car and they retnrned
to the field where Muscarello had had his alarming experience.  They both got
out of the car and walked into the field. Bertrand having a fBashlight. At this
point Officer Bertraud’s report to an examining officer at Pease AFB can be
taken ap.

“Wheil we had gone ahout 50 feet a group of five bright red lights came from
behind a group of trees near ux. They were extremely bright and flashed one
at a time,

“At one thne they came xo cloge T fell to the ground and started Lo draw my
gun. The lights were wo bright I was unable te make out any form.

“There was no <ound or vibration but the farm animals were upset in the
area and making a lot of noise. When the lights started coming near us again
Mnscavello and I ran for the car. * * *

“I radiced Patrolman David Hunt whe arrived in a few minutes. e also
obrerved the lights which were still over {he field at an estimated altitude of 100
feet aund finally disappeuared in the distance at the same altitude. The lights
were always in line al about 60° angle. When the object nwoved the lower lights
were always forward of the otliers.”™

In this ease the Air Foree, which generally appears to hang back from maeh
investigating of UTFO reports. did do some investigating. It interviewed the
sighters and neighbors.

I'he I'ease AFB officer, whe headed this local militauy probe and who., by the
way, was a coinmand pilot, made this finding :

At thix tinle have been unable to arrive at a probable cause of this sighting.
The three observers seem to be stalle, reliable persons, especially the two patrol-
men. I viewed the area of thie sighting and found nothing in the area that conld
be the probable caure. Pease AFDB lhad five B47 aireraft flying in the nrea during
thix period but do unt believe they had any conueetion with this <ighting.”

However, Project Blue Boolk lixts low-flying airplanes ag probably rexponsible
for this Exeter sighting. Maj. Tector Quintauilla, in charge of Blue Boo ates
that the &th Air Foree SAC (Strategic Air Command) group at Westover Air
Force Base, Mawx, was conducting a low-level operation. called Big Blast, at
the time. He said he believes the Exeter “people were looking at low-level
aireraft.”

The effect of a UFO on animals had been reported in a New York State case
abont 2 weeks before the Exeter event. .An investigating officer from the
Niagara Falls Air Force Base, commenting on the =ighting of a low-down UFO
near Cherry Creek, N.Y., on Angust 19, said:

“Preliminary analysis reveals object not explainable in conventional terms.
Object, caused reduction in farm cows' milk from 215 cans to 1 ean.  Disturbed
bull in field. Caunsed dog to bark.” This sighting, by the way, ix one of the
very few that Project Blue Book has marked "Unidentified.”

The Exeter UFO produced a fairly familiar charge: namiely that the Air
Force sought to suppress news of the sighting. In thix instance the charge
came from Raymond Fowler, of Wenhaw, Mass.. lead of a local area NICAP
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group, who went to the scene to investigate for NICAP. The latter stands for
National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenomena, the unofficial but re-
sponsible Washington organization. The Fowler charges are in the files of Blue
Book and of NICAP.

Fowler talked with witnesses and others and said he was told that Pease
AFB officers had asked the police and a local newspaper correspondent not
to mention the sightings. The request was put to the police on thé ground
people would be alurmed if told the facts, it is stated.

Major Quintanilla. informed of this charge, said that “I would not allow any
suppression of news.” However. it ig an impression in Washington that officers
a good deal higher than Major Quintanilla would not exert themselves to prevent
news suppression of UFO sightings.

The Haverhill (Mass.) Gazette wrote an editorial on this UFQ in the neigh-
borhood, in which it said: 8o nizuy have reported seeing it (the Eseter UFO)
and their descriptions jibe so closely that. unless they have banded together
in one large hoax, their stories must be given credence.”

[From the Portland (Maine) Evening Express, Jan. 20, 1966]

THOSE "FLYING SAUCERS—AIR FoRcE BRrRUsHES OrFr FrLoop oF SIGHTINGS IN
SOUTH WEST

(Editor's note: This is the fourth of a series about UFQ's (unidentified flying
ohjects) by Bulkley 8. Griffin, executive editor of the Evening Express, Wash-
ington bireau.)

WasHINGTON, D.C.—A good 2 weeks after the flood of unidentitied flying object
(UFO) gighting= last August over Oklaboma and other Southwestern States,
Tinker Air Force Dase, Oklahoma City, produced its formal survey and judg-
ment. It zent this several-page explanation of sigltings in its wide area to
Project Blue Book, the Air Fovee office in charge of tlie UFO investigatious and
conclusions.

This report is a good examiple of Air Force anti-UFO propaganda. Except
for mention of one specific sighting—which was decreed to be a weather baloon—
the report is generalized. pulling out all the stops on the possibilities of citizens
making mistakes and ineluding n statement from the official of a planetaritun in
Oklahoma ity whose text was that “the average person is uneducated as to what
the sky normally looks like.”

Iuterviews with military experts are given which wention unusually bright
stars at this time of year. a haze that reflects things from the ground. the fre-
querncy of weather ballonng and so on.

An impressive but superficial ence is made for weather ballonng as fooling
preople into thinking they are seeing a UFO. The number released daily in the
Oklahoma area is considerable.

But the faet iz that the eitizens thereabouts have lived with these balloons day
after day and year after year and by now must be fairly well acquainted with
what they look like and how they act. They are also pretty well acquainted
with stars, which at the moment may he supplanting balloons as the favorite
explanation put forth by Project Blue Book.

The Tinker AFB veport did not need to avoid meution of particular sightings.
The Oklahoma Highway Patrol teletype reported a number of sightings well worth
investigation and these teletype UFQ reports were relayed to all major news-
papers, wire services and TV aud radio stations across the State of Oklahoma :
algo to the weather wire teletype system. They were available to sincere Air
Force investigators.

The failnre o inferview witnesses could be termed negative Air FTorce prop-
aganda. The highway patrol messages named close to a dozen civilian wit-
nexses usnally with addresses, and the number of highway patrol officers that had
sightings mnst have totaled two dozen and more. Yet the formal Ausust 20 re-
port from Tinker shows interviews with but two eivilinns and two police officers.

Maj. Heetor Quintanilla, in command of Project Blue Book, savs the Air
Foree seeks interviews with persons who eall up and whose names they learn.
“We are not interested in persons who go to the newspapers or to radie and TV
stations” he said. The wisdom of this exclusion is of course wide open to ques-
tinn—assmming that the Air Force is seeking information.
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But Tinker AFB itself must have received dozens of calls during the heavy
sighting period of July 31 through August 5. This mueh ix indicated by a
sentence selit out over the highway patrol network tlie night of Angust 2. *“The
zecurity officer at Tinker Field reports he has been swamped with calls the past
hour from people reporting UFQ's.” This report refers to just 1 hour of the
several-day sighting period.

Chances are, it is said. that the Air Force handling of the TUFO problem may
be allowed to drag along Dy an apathetic public. Yet one may speculate on
wlhat an honest and energetic investigation might do. TFor cne thing, it wonld
investigate some of the sightings reported by the Oklahoma highway patrol.

For instance, take this report that moved with mnany otliers, over the teletype
August 4. “Twenty-five people at a church in Cushing. Okla., all watched
several UFO's. Sometimes they would stay stationary, then womld move at a
high rate of speed. Were moviug south for a while, thien stopped and stood
still for some time, then were joined by two and moved to the west at high
speeds, then turned and traveled east for a while, then stopped completely and
stood still, then went east and suddenly disappeared from «ight. The first ones
were orange lights, the ones that joined them had red and green lights like
airplanes, PD (police department) Cushing also observed the same things.”

Or the “approximately 30 calls” to the Shawnee Police Department reporting
4 or 5 lighted objects traveling northwest which “make no conventional noise
such asg an aircraft does but rather make a humming noise,” Or what did the
five citizens of Norman, Okla.. see looking at a white globe 30—10 feet in diameter
through a “tripod-mounted 160-power telescope.”

The evidence is convincing that the Air Force—for reasons it doesn’t an-
nounce—is not really trying to discover what the UFO's are. Or, if the Air
Force already kuows, it is painstakingly keeping its information from the public.
Chief blame for this lack of action mnst rest on the Govermuent.

But another culprit, the scientific conununity, must bear blame according to
an August article by Robert C. Cowen, natural science editor of the Christian
Science Monitor. He wrote in part:

“The main reason there has Lieen no scientifie study of the (UFO)} puzzle is
social pressure within the scientific community. Tt has not been due to lack
of opportunity to gather data.

“Many scientists feel the wlhole subject is ‘kooky.” They dismiss it with
ridicule. [t can be personally embarrassing. even detrimental to a scientist's
career, to try to take the saucer problem seriously.”

It is time to investigate; secieutific knowledge of some sort resides in tlie
UFO phenomenon, said the writer.

[From the Portland (Mgaine) Evening Ixpress, Jan. 21, 1966]

THOSE “FLYING SAUCERS"—WHAT SHERIFFs Saw Was¥'t Star, UFO PROBER
ApvITs

(Editor’s note: This is the fifth of a series about UFO's (unidenlificd flying
objects) by Bulkley 8. Griffin, executive editor of tlie Evening Express, Wash-
ington bureau)

WasHINGTON. D.C.—The case of the two Texas deputy sheritfs whose patrol
car was allegedly followed by an unidentified flying object (UFO) so that they
hit 110 miles an hour in rushing away, is worth mentioning tor its own sake in
any study of the Air Foree-U'FQO coufrontation. .

The case also illustrates the possihility of a more realistie trend in Project Blue
Book—which is the name of the Air Force's investigation of UFO's,

Project Blue Book first listed the Texas ~ighting as. “Refraction of Star
Antares distorted due to inversion.” This verdict was a highly improbable one
from the start. as will be seen from the testimony of the two deputy sheriffs.
Recently, Maj. Hector Quintanilla. in conmmmand of Project Blue Book, stated hie
has withdrawn this coneclusion after talking over the phone with Deputy Sheriff
McCoy. The star verdict didn't seeni to fit.  So Blue Book now records the sight-
ing as one of the very few unexplained ones on its rolls.

Another recent case of reconsideration of a verdiet occurred in the instaunce of
the four lighted objects seen togetlier by miany observers tlie night of August 1-2,
according to the teletype reports of the Oklahoma Highway Patrol. The latter
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said Tinket AFB had picked them up. But Blue Book had this sighting listed
as stro CAntares) " Radar does not pick np stars, as previonsly noted.

Recenfly, however, as this writer was discnssing this sighting at the head-
quarters of Project Blue Book and pointed out that a Tinker AFDB radar squadrsn

sergeant had referved to two stationary objects and two moving in the formation,
Pu)](‘(l Blue Book proposed that the two stationary objects were stars—the
brightest of them Antaves—and the two alleged to be moving could be airplanes.

The two cases, ole in Oklahoma and one in Texas, suggest to some observers
that Project Blue Book. wlile vigorously trring to explain away has of late
ovcasionally sought to throw g little wore credibility into its juvestigations and
conclusions.

But to get to the two Texas deputy sheriffs, whe, as it eame about, were fol-
fowed hy a UFO the xame night—=September 3—on whicl at least one person in the
Exeter, N.H., case reported being followed.

Chief Deputy Sheriff Billy F. MeCoy and Deputy Sheriff Rolert W. Goode
were on routine patrol near Damon, Tex—swhich ix around 40 miles sonth-
east nf Honston—when they saw a bright purple light, which soon produced a
smaller blue light, on the horizon about 5 miles away. One of the officers stndied
the lights through binoculars, They had slowed down off the edge of the high-
way when the lights started rapidly toward themn,

The testimouy of Chief Deputy Sheriff MceCoy, as given to an investigating
officer from Ellington AFB, Tex., continues :

“The object ciume up to the pasture next the highway abeut 150 feet off the
highway and about 160 feet high. The bulk of the ohject was plainly visible
and appeared to be triangular shaped with a bright purple light on the lett and
the smaller, lexs bright, blue light on the right end. The bulk of the object ap-
peared to be dark gray in color with no other diztinguishing features, Tt ap-
peared to Le about 200 feet wide and 40-50 feet think in the middle tapering off
toward both ends. There wis no noise or any trail.

“The bright purple light illuminated the ground directly underneath it and
the area in front of it. including the highway aud the interior of our patrol car.
The tall grass under the object did not appear to be disturbed.

“There was a bright moon ont and it cast a shadow of the objeet on the gromnd
immediately below it in the gvass, Deputy Sheritf Goode was in the driver's
seat with hix left arm Iying in the open window. Although he was wearing a
long-sleeved shirt and a ecoat, lie later said that he felt the heat apparently
emanating from the object.”

The officers rushed away toward Damon “as fast as we conld gn traveling
“at speeds up to 119 milex an honr.” swaid MeCoy. Arrived in Damon, they dis-
cus=ed the matter. “We were botll scared butf still wanted to find out what it
wax”  Ro they returned to the scene and saw the TFO on the horizon acting
exactly as it had before, “We decided to leave the area becanse we figured that
the ohject would siart coming toward us again,” stated McCoy.

The report to Blue Book of the investigating officer from Ellington Air Force
Base believes the two deputy sheriffs definitely saw “some unsual object.” This
report reacs in part :

“After talliing with hothl officers involved in the sighting there ig no doubt in
my mind that they definitely saw some munsnal object or plienvmenon. Haowever,
my investigation failed to uncover any fiets that permitted me. with my nieager
knowledge of sucli things. to arrive al any explanation for the unusual sighting.

“Both officers appeared to be intelligent. mature, levelheaded persons capable
of sound j\\d"lﬂent and reasouing. Chief Deputy Sheriff 3eCoy hold a respousible
position in the department requiring the supervision over 42 personnel. Both
officers have been subjected to considerable friendly ridicule from their con-

temporaries and the loeal tuwnspeople: but have continued to profess the facts
of their sighting * * »

[Frow the Portland (Maine) Evening Espress, Jan. 22, 1966}

THOSE “ILYING SAUCERS"—EVIDENCE INDICATES AIR FORCE MISLEADING PUBLIC
ox UFO's

{ By Bulkley Griffin (last of six articles))

W.ASHING'I:ON, D.C.—This is the final one of half a dozen articles on the uni-
dentified fiying objects (UFOQ’s), the U.8. Air Force. which has the official job
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of investigating the sightings, and the public. The conclusious reached have
been assisted by two more examinations of the filex of Project Blue Buook, the
Air Force name for its study and its verdicts on TF( reports.

A main conelusion can be briefly stated. It is that the Air Foree is misleading
the public by it continuing campaign to produce and maintain belief that all sicht-
ings can be explained away as miisidentifications of familiar objects, such as
balloous, stars, and aireraft.

The logical assumption, backed by much circmnstantial evidence, is that the
Alr Force iz deliberately misleading the publie.

In this campaign the Air Force, backed by normal publie respect for the milivary
and for authoritative statements. and also assisted Dy the natural human dis-
inclination to think uncommonly or to be laughed at, has been largely successtul.

However, the Air Foree siuccess in having the publie believe what it wants it
to believe respecting UF(Q’s is steadily and censpicuously lessening.  More and
nmore skepticizm ix beiug voiced in newspapers and by citizens.

Another chief conclusion is thix: no energetic and thorough effort to investi-
gate the nnidentified fiying object phenomenon is being made by the Air Force or
ever has been made by it. And this chavge holds trne respect any other Gov-
ernment agency and respecting what has been termed the Nation's scientific
Commuanicy.

TReazons for the persevering Air Force performance are unknown to the public.
In the speculation one of the following three reasons is commonly wdvanced : the
Air Force fears natioual panie if the trutli about the UFOQ's were 1old: the Air
Force feels it is stuck with its story; or the Air IForce is silenced by the Central
Intelligence Agency.

The first alleged reason, however uncomplilnentary to the intelligence of our
citizens, is one that has been heard at tlie Capitol off and on for approaching 20
years. Some speculate it may be the reason tlie Air Force has given to the chair-
mien of the two congressinnal space committees in itx nnderstood endeavor to hold
off 2 rongressignal investigation of the TFO subject,

What is the truth Jbout the UFO’x7 It is ynite possible that no one on this

eartll knows.,

A veteran New England congressional leader, whe was in a position to know,
told this writer that the Air Force didm’t know what they are.  Officials of the
Central Intelligence Agency ouglht to kuew if anvone does. yet a forier head of
the CIA. Adm. R. H. Hillenkootter, affirmed Lialf a dozeu years ago that lie did
not helieve in the Air Foree explainings-away : but hie did not indicate lie thousht
he thought he knows the truth of the mitier.

An increasing number of goor observers hold {hat a sizable wminority of the
sightings—many sightings presnmably are misidentifications—rvepreseut some-
thing new and unknown. A large unmber of [hese observers, who include
veteran pilots, radar operators, air traffie controllers, teachers<, asironomers, amd
other experts, liold that the unknown U"FQ's ure extraterrestrial.

Te all this Air Foree officials can and do vespowd that not n xingle tangibte
hit of evidence of any ~such UFO has been found. This is a mighty strong arcu-
ment, the strongest aremment of the so-calted explainers-awagy.

Yet to au augmenting number of competent obgervers the evidence grows
stronger that some of the VFO's are real and really nnknown. 8o very many
impressive sightings can't be explained away. it is said.

“From the United States. from Argentina. Uruguay. Portugal, France, Aut-
arctica, and Australin (from fonr continents) have come the rash of reports ot
sightings of midentified tlyving objecis (UFO sy The sightings have been the
most numerous since 19577 ®o samniarized a United Press International dis-
pateh last Augnst.

First and last. few presmupably will challenge a conclusion that the mystery
and the problemn of the nnidentified flying object rewain with this world,

And as for the Air Foree, with it~ intensive campaign to explain away every
TTO sighting, it wight listen to the recent advice of a veteran astronomer, Dr.
1. M. Levitt, dirvector of thie Fels Planetarium. Franklin Institute, Philadelphia.
said:

“It would be well if our Project Rlne Raok officials were simply to indieate
that sightings in & minority of cases canuot be explained. It weoeald elear the air
of 1 great deal of misunderstanding and mwixirnst of (his group by the intelligent
laymen a1d observers who have seen objects in the sky.”
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE,
Washington, January 18, 1966.
Hon. I, MENDEL RIVERS,
Chairman, Committee on drmed Services,
Housc of Representatives.

DeaAR Me. CHARMAN: Recently you requested information in behalf of Mr.
John R. Gray about unidentified fiying objects (UFQ).

The Air Force does not withhold or censor information on UF(¥'s. The re-
sults of all Air Force investigations are available to bona fide news representa-
livex and scientific researchers. Press releases are issued as warranted, and
an annual report (copy attached) on thie project iz available to the public. There
has never been an order issued by the Secretary of the Air Force to suppres: or
withhold such information.

The three conclusions get forth in Mr. Gray’s letter are, in fact, the conclu-
xjons which were reached as a result of a panel of scientific consultants that met
at the reyuext of the Government to study the problem in 1953. For your in-
formation, the TU.8. Air Force Scientific Advisory Board has been asked to
evaluate the UFOQ program. An ad hoe committee hag been appointed and will
convene sonletime in February. The results will be available <hortly after the
meeting.

As a result of investigating over 10,000 reports since 1947, we cannot associ-
ate disruption of runuing engines, radios, and headlights, or malfunction of air-
craft instruments, or heat sensations with UFO activity. Nor can we attribute
them to aireraft operations. There are many plausible explanatious for effects
s<uch ax car radio static when passing powerlines, overheated ear engines. drops
in power and voltage in the electrical system, malfunction of equipment, aud
imagination or panic of an observer. Weather conditions such as temperature
inversions can cause known natural or conventional objects to appear to hover,
move around. and change colors. Satellites and balloons make no noise while in
flight, Balloons can also bover and suddeunly accelerate depending on the wind
couditions.

The foregoing information also explains our third conclusion. There has never
been a ftop-secret document, entitled “Estimate of the Situation,” which con-
cluded that TEFO's are interplametary in nature.

As of December 31, 19635, the Air Force has received 10,060 reports since 1947
of which 645 are unidentified and cannot be explained. It is our opinion that
all reports could be explained if more detailed objective data had been avail-
able. However, becanse of the fact that analyses of UFO sightings depend pri-
marily on the personal impressions and interpretations of the observer rather
than on aceurate =cientific data or facts obtained under eontrolled conditions,
positive identification of all sightings ix improbable. Information on auy UFO
report ix available to private citizens upon request.

Photographs received in conjunetion with UFO reports are evaluated by photo
analysiy personnel. The objects in such photographs have been evaluated as
known natural or conventional objects which have been misinterpreted by the
observer. Such photographs are returned to the owner after analysis,

Our Project Blue Book office is located at Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohioc, where
all TR records are kept.  All objects which have been picked np or tracked on
radar have Leen identified as flocks of birds, weather phenoulena. or retlections
from ground tuargets. Radar scope plhiotugraphy ix classified ouly if it reveals
classified defense information.

The joint Army-Navy-Air Force publication 146 deals with TUF(O's only as a
catchall class of sightings that does not fall into a reeognized category such as
ships, submarines. aircraft, or guided mis=siles, The purpose of the publication
is to provide uniform instructions for the peacetime reporting of what is judged
to be vital intelligence sighlings. Any person wlo violates the provisions of
the publication may be liable to prosecution thiereunder. The purpose of tlhis
is 1 emphasize the necessity for handling of such information within official
channels ouly.

The article appearing in the Decewmber 24, 1930, isvue of TIG Brief, eutitled
“UFO's Serious Business,” has been misinterpreted. The purpose of this article
wax simply to improve the quality of reports and investigative provedures
also contained g ridelines for effective reporting and the egnipment necess:

tor i cstigations. We have no knowledge of any research projects such as
those <tated by Mr. Gray, vor do we have any information about the Santiago,
(Chile, incident,
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All UFO reports which are snbmitted to the Air Force are regarded as
earnest reports from people who have seen an aerial object whicl they eould
not identify. The purpose of our program is to evaluate such reports and to
inform the observer of the cause of his sighting.

The National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenomena is a private
organization which is in no way affiliated with our Government.

It is a pleasure to again be of gervice to you.

Sincerely,
Dwient W. CovELL,
Colonel, GSAF,
Congressional Inquirvy Division, Office of Legislative Liaison.

JaNvary 11, 1966.
Hon. L. MeNDEL RIvERS,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

My DeAr Sir: Thank you for the very prompt reply (Jan. 6, 1966) to my
letter of December 29, regarding UFO's. You stated that you may check out
my comments with the proper authorities. Kunowing in advance essentially
what reactions you will receive from fthese authorities. be they Air Force.
Department of Defense, or Congressional Inquiry Division officials, T strongly
and respectfully request you withliold acceptance of their statements until
you contact Maj. Donald Keyhoe {USMC, retired) or Mr. Richard Hall. These
gentlemen, as you are undoubtedly aware, are director and associate director.
respectively, of NICAP and can be reached at NOrth 7--9434.

This course of action is most desirable for the ultimate hest interest of
the American people ax it permits both sides of this controversy to he im-
partially weighed.

NICAP. in the 9 years since its inception, has amassed sufficient factnal in-
formation. documentation, and evidence to refute any or all Air Foree claims,
The organization asks ouly that it be given the opportunity to present this
information in open hearings in order to attain itx immedinte goal of getting
to the people the truth about the UFO's, ax can he ascertained and offieially
confirmed: and the bDext hope of achieving this end is through congressional
action.

Respectfully yours.
JorN R. Gray,
Huntington Beacl, Calif.

DECEMEER 29, 1965.
Hon. L. MENDEL RIVERS,
77.8. House of Representatives,
The House Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

My D4R Sir: As chairman of the House Armed Services Committee, you may
be the proper persou in the House, to whom I should address this correspondence
pertaining to a subject, the selentific aspect of which promises far-reaching impli-
cations. A considerable amount of genuine gcientific research by private indi-
viduals in this field is being thwarted, in part. by a policy of an agency of the
TU.8. Government through the emplorment of ridicule and the withholding of
pertinent information. It is a field that has been the subject of suppression since
1947 and particularly sinece 1953 by order of the Secretary of the Air Force.

The subject, of which I write, ix that of unidentified flying objects {UFO's)
and the Air Force censorship in the handling of legitimate xightings and reports.
The publicized conclusions, in part, of the Air Force's Project Blue Book are:

(1) No unidentified fiying object reported. investigated, and evaluated by
the Air Force has ever given any indication of threat to our national security;

(2) There hias been no evidence submitted to or disclosed by the Air Foree
that sightings categorized as unidentified represent technological develop-
ments or principles beyoud the rauge of present day scientific knowledge;
and

(3) There has Dbeen no evidence indicating that sightings categorized as
unidentified are extra terrestrial vehicles.

Otler than the close encounters with UFO)'s reported by airline and military
pilotx, an element of truth can be conceded in conclusion (1). However, the
vadility of number (2) mnst be digputed. Do we possess any aireraft that can:

1. On close proximity to ground vehicles disrupt tlie running engines,
headlights, and radios of those vehicles?
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2. Oun close proximity to conventional airerafts cause their g¥ro com-
passexand divection inders 1o mowmentarily malfunetion?

i 20w close proximity o convemional aireralts or ground cehicles canse
inteuse heat sensation experienced by their oecupits )

+ Hover ai auy oue point at auy given time and suddenly aceelerate Lhort
Zonlally or vertienlly ont of sight in a matter of 3 to 10 xeconds?

5. Execute an abrupt 90° or 120° chansge of direction while in Aight?

6. Make uo diseernible sound while in flight 7 ‘

T Glow brilliant Ly and change calors? :

Such behavior and chardacteristies have heen withessed hy relinble persous
and documiented cnumerable titmes and are very familiar to The Air TForee
addition lo beive detinitely boyond the wenpe of our pre<ent tectinelogy,  1f ¢on-
clusion (3) had inelnded the word “proof™ instead of “evidence the 111'1:1\:11‘1]“\'
of truih conld also he conceded Tiere, A< it stauds, (he statement is lkevise
false for the same reasous as the arguments listed agains<t eenclusion (2. Ninee
oy present stote of technology does not permit s:lti.\ji,‘:wtnry explanations to sieh
bebaviors of these objecls, what other asstnption enn a seientific mind make
than thal their origin i= exten {ervestrial? It may be revalled that the Air Tecli-
nical Iutelligence Center (ATIC) at Wright-Patterson AFB. Dayton, (Whio, in
Judy-August of 1948 concluded in their top sceret document estimate of the
sitnation thar UFO'~ were interplanetary.  While top Air Foree officials will
vehenmentls deny that such a document ever existed, proof that it does exist and
ix accessible for exmuination by interested Mewmbers of Congress—bnt not from
the Alr Foree, )

While the Air Foree does not publicly admit to the existence of the wealth of
dorumented evidence that hias been aeenmulafed since hefore the appearauce of
the fivst airplave, it does adwmit to possessing at least 663 “unknowns" on the
books.  Sightings clas<ified o< “unknowns™ are those well decumented by official
and  unofficia]  sources but remain uns=olved awd “unexplainable.”  Private

in

citizens 1'1}.411_11'111;: into the nature of these unkoowns will be tnld that such i=
classified information (AFR 200-2 paragraplis 9 and %), It shonld be noted.

in this respect. thar Viee Diesident Humplirey and Senator Bireh Bayh were
wisinformed hy the Air Foree throusl the Congressiongl Ihguiry Divigion to
the effect that all of the 663 “unknonwn" cases were =olved, The letter to Seua-
for Bayh was 2igned by Col. Frederick H, Fahringer.

Dendings with thin Air Foree concerning tnforwation of UFOCs have proven
to be a oue-way proposition—all in and none ont. I< it little wonder that only
ahout 10 percent of (he eitizenry dare risk (disparngement for subniitting reports
that ure 1ruly mnexplainable?  The “lending” of phatograplic evidence of
<lghting by o switness {o the Air Ferce is tantamount to forfeiture. Infre-
quently. au Air Foree “slip-np” necurs in his faver.

The Air Force maintains rhat there i< no censov<hip of UFOs. Aurvone fol-
lowing this subieecr ki = aliffereutly,  Strong Leclings were expressed by three
of wy neqraintanees, all depavted o recent years from service in that braneh.
In verifyving thet censorzhip doss indeed exist. Two were radar techniciams.
one of whour was ~tationed at Whirte Sands in 1949 while the olher was as<iened
to the 776(h Nadar Squadron at Peint Arvena, Culif, in 1061-62. The third was
amewber of Projeet Blue Book in Maska daring 1001-62.

The Joint Chicfs of Statl regulation JANAP 148, section ITI, title 18, TUnited
States Code 793, threatens mpoxition of peuwdties of 1 to 10 yveurs iniprixonment
and/or up to £10,000 fiue upon any Air Force pilet who veveals an ofiicial UTO
report.  Such hars<h punizluuent would eeviainly be indicative of the serionsness
with which the Aiv Force regards the TFO's: and all Hie while the publicized line
is “they don’| ex " The official position was subsequently revealed when on
Decembier 24, 1959 an Adr Foree Tnspector (General briel was ixsned stating (hat
TR are Rerlous Business™ aud instrocting all inves{igating officers to s
equipped witll geizer counters,  The deglee ol seriotstess cau alse he realized
when one eonsiders the lenglhs (o which s agencies of the Federal (Govermuent
are extending themselves in researell fo uneover the suspeceted secret of tlhese ob-
Jecte—{hat of gravity control, or antigravity posver. Forty-six such projects of
rezenveh of varying degrees arve eurvently Leing sub<idized including 53 under Adr
Toree snpervision,

While it ix undersiandable that information pertaining to these projects does
not pecessarily fall into the sphere of the public’s crizht to know,” there is no
Apparent reason or justifivation for the continnation of this ~blackent™ polier
regavding UFO™« It matiers not shether thic policr was instigated by the Alr
Force ov its supertor, but it does watcer when individual researeh iu this tield is
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stifled: and it matters wlen the American people are denied {he right to know
what kKind of powers they may be up against, Pevrsistence in thix dogmatie atti-
tude will only tend to deteriorate pnblic morale if nor the pubfic {rust in the Air
Force wlhen irrefutable proof of thie existence of these objecis manifests itselt.

Those behind this official “Dlackout” shiould lLie displaying real responsibility
to all of us by desisting from the practices of ridiculing sincere witnesses aud
belitfling sightings that defy explanations and ai least extend publie acknowl-
edgement of sowe credence to the evidence that abounds. Iustituting a policy of
dealing henestly, for a change. with the people would prepare tlie way to a wini-
mum of possible panic (assuming thisx to be the basie reason for the censorship)
upon arrival of that “moment of proof.” (Please, excuse 1the pun.) Cousider
the coutrast of the disrespect slionvin Americans to the rol=ideration extended tlhe
citizens of Argen{ina and Chile. For exawmple. on Augnst 3, 19635, the radio and
TV statious of Nantiago, Chile, alerted the popnlous to view the three luninous
dizcus hovering over the city for some 25 minutex hefore moving <lowly away.

With the liope that e may vet receive suel courtesy instead of treatment as
cliildren, I respectfully nrge that yon consider the undertaking of a hearing into
this despicable situation.  Until this condition ix brought out inro the open, nineh
of the news media will coutinue to refrain from giving the UFO serious consider-
ation they =0 jusily deserve.

All statements nuude in this tetter can he =nbstantiated by the National Tuvesti-
gatiops Comuittes on Aerial Phenomena (NTCAP) loeated at 1536 Connecticut
Avenune NW.. Washington, D.C. Documented evidence and anthentication re-
guired to support the assertion that a censorship doex in fact exist will he pat at
the dixposal of your comnnittee hy NICAP npon request!.

Rexpectfully yours.

Joux R. Guay, Huntington Beueh, ('nlif.

[From Life magazine, Apr. 1. 1966]
A WELL-WITNESSED “IXNVASION"—BY SNOMETHING
FROM ATSTRALIA TO MICHIGAN, A FLURRY OF LERIE UFO SIGHTINGS

Call them what yon will: fiving saucers, nnidentified flving nbjecis (TFVs),
optical illusions, or the first svmptoms of the silly season. They are baeck
again—and seen by wore people than ever before. Nome are greenish anel iri-
dexcent, like the mystery thing thiat swooped down over Perth. Austrnlia, =everal
weeks ago. Others are foothall shaped and aglow with pnlsating Hahrs.  Last
week the manifestations seemed almost to have reached 1he proportions of an
invasion. Near Ann Arbor, Mich. 72 witnesses, including a dozen policemen.
saw 5 osfrange ohjects hovering over a swamp. The next day a glowing thing
floated aver a small college in Hillsdale, Mich. aud was sighted by 87 students,
an ax=istaut dean and the Jocal eivil defeuse divector. Whatever the explanation
of the peculiar phenomend—seen and deseribed <imilarly by so many—something
surely was in the air.

“It Wasx't No HUrLasitrsion,” Samp rHe FARMER, AND 52 AGREED

{By Paul O'Neil)

DexTER TowyNsarp, Mica.—Frank Mauuor has never Delieved in {lving sancers.
Ha<'t any need of them. Wishes he'd never seey one. Frank should have heen
horn in the day of Dan’l Boone. Since hie wasi't, lle's on (he unemployment.
SHIL Lie's a happy mau.  Or was.

He i< a husky, vrizzied fellow of 47 wha hax 10 ehildren, a well of water with
aun ourside pump, a =olidiy buitd privy, a TV set and a battered refrizerator with
the coil on top. Foeur dikembodied automnpobiles rest heside hix white, tumble-
dowi, two-story farmbouse in ihe open country 12 miles northwest of Ann
Arbor. They provide puris for hix good car. He has an ancient schoolbus for
huuting expeditions. Ile al=o hax six dogs. The do started it all. When they
began “barkin® and bellerin’ =™ at 8 o'cloek that Suday night, Frank ran outside—
even though he was wenriug his snit pants—and looked cast o swampland
tfrom the rise of ground on wlich the honse ix built.  He =aw lights aud 2 faint
red glow “like cigarets being smoked.”
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Frank ealled his 19-vear-old son, Ronnie, Suit pants or not. they started down
toward whatever it was. “I thought a meteor had hit. that maybe we could
piek up pieces of it.,” Frank said.

It never for a minute occurred to him that the United States hadn’t had a
z0od. wysterious fiying saucer mauifestation for a coon’s age, that it was proba-
bly time for a new visitation from the mysterious little men from outer space
and that they had decided to use =outhern Michigan in general and his swamp
in particular for fhe dangdest display of flashing lights and whizzing half-seen
objects =ince Fraunk Perkins fired a .22 rifle at a New York crow—and hit a
fireworks factory—back in 1951.

Frapk Maunnor soon realized that he and his son were stalking some kind of
thing. The ground between his lionse and the swamp iz hummecky. rolling, hut
the night was clear and moonlit and the glow ahead was plain. “Just like we
were hunting deer,” Frank said to Ronnie, “Don’t talk. we'll sneak up on it.”

They jumped a ecreek, climbed a rise, and there it was, a few hundred yards
ahead in the marsh. The thing seemed as long as an automobile, and wore a
green light on one end and a white light on the other. Its back was humped
and looked grayish- or bluish-brown and was “quilted” or rough “like coral
rock.” 1t seemed to be sitting perhaps 8 feet off the ground in a patch of mist.
“Like o man in a beat on a misty lake in the morning—yon can see the man
but can’t quite make ont the hoat.”

Suddenly it turned blood red. “Look at that horrible thing, Dad.” blurted
Ronnie—and the lights instantly went out. Both began rununing toward it.
<1 was a-puflin’.” said Maunor. “But when we got there it wa< gone. T hunted
for 4 liours but thiere wasg no sign or smell of it. I'm glad I didn’t have a gun.
I'd a shot it and T might have harmed someone.”

Back at the houxe, meautime. Mannor's wife Leona—a woman who wears
shapeloss slacks and a flannel <hirt with the tail out—decided to eall the nearby
Dexter villiage police.  “We've got an object ont here” =hie said formally. “that
lonks like what thex call a flying sancer. Tt's got lights on it down in the swamp.”

Qince the Mannpors are on an cight-party line Leona told a great many other
other people, ton, and the word spread like lightning—or the glow from a flying
saucer.  Cops and deputy sheriffs were xoon tambling out of cars and thrashing
off toward the marsh. and the road bevond the house wasx jamned solid with
the cuars of zawhers Mozt of them were rewarded for their effort. Dexter
Police Chief Robert Tavlor and Patrolman Nolan Lee saw the red glow as theyx
stumbled aronud in the dark: xo did Washtenaw County Deputy Sheriffs Stan-
ley McFadden and David Fitzpatrick. All reported. like Maumor, that the light
eventually vanished. But anlike their host. who said, I never seen it talke off,”
the cops felt it had zipped away over Mannor's lonse making a sound like “an
ambulance.”

“T seen it,” said McFadden, “but I still don’t believe it.”

Dexter Patrolinan Robert Hunawill saw a “‘strange, lighted object™ appear
over hiis patrol car as he waited in fhe road for those who had set out for the
swamp. It had red and white lights ~which at time= had a Dbluish tinge” and
made continuing sweeps over thie swamp at a lheight of 1,000 teet and then, on
being joined by three other “objects.” flew away. Chicf Taylor's 16-year-old son
Robert saw one lighled thing at 10:30. It flashed red aud white and hurried off
to the west.

Ann Arbor, though sharply divided between scofters and believers the next day,
still seemed {o feel a nnanimons eivie pride in the tact that the Air Force had
taken coguizance of its lurid phenomenon by dixpatehing Astrouomer J. Allen
Hyunek, director of Northwestern University’s Dearborn Observatory, to weigh
the tales of the elect and, no denbt, zend a message ot gravity and import to the
Pentagen, They weve even more heartened to hear that Hynek did not instantly
announce that Manuor and hix fellow bushwhackers had simply seen the Uni-
versity of Michigan's dishi-shaped Peach Mountain radin telesecope, which stands
against the sky beyond the ayea in which they saw the glowing thing. Hynek, a
hearded man who has investigated a hundred other “sightings" for the Air
Force in the last two decades, was sure Maunor was too aceastomed to the tele-
seope tn ever mistake it for anything elwe.

~1 believe the people who made thesxe sightings are entirely honest and sin-
cere,” he =aid. “But I am not willing to guess what they =aw.” He hedged when
asked if he thonght the thing might conceivably have been a1 new “test vehicle”
of some sort. “I think I know muel more of what is going on than * * *” he
began, but then halted and =aid, “so I don’t think I should say anything * * #
TI'm sure there is some natural explanation for all of this.™
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Back by Frank Mannor’s house the road jammed up with thie cars of the
expectant: one man scraped away at a violin for an honr in the hope of sum-
moning creatures from outer space aud another blinked a light in what he
deseribed as a “pi code”™—which lie believed to be the kev to interplanetary
understanding. Many came to scoff. Maunor grew more indignant by the liour.

“People are trying to make a fanatic out of me.” he complained. “They was
still tramping around here at 3 o'clock thix mornine and look at them now.
They say, ‘How much nioney are you going to make off this? That's crazy., I
don’t want no wmoney. I didn't want ne publicity in the first place.  Udon’t want
none now. I'm just a simple fellow. But I seen what I seen and nobody’s going
to tell me different. That wasn't no old foxtire or hnllabillusion. It was an
object. Maybe it'll come back if all these people would stay away and we could
get a picture and have verication of it. Anybody wants to give me a lie-detector
test I'll take it.”

Leona, his wife, was more succinet: *We ain't Martiaus—they act like yon're
not human or sonlething because you seen it. ['m abenl to get a gun awd <hoot
some of these smart alecks it they don't stay to hell away.”

10,147 FLYING SAUCER SIGHTINGS

(Ever since the Old Testament proplhet Ezekiel recorded an encounter with a
fiery flying wheel, people have been seeing sancerlike things in the sky. In the
following report Life Correspondent Bill Wise tells of the Air Foree's efforts to
malke sense of all.)

Daxtow, OHIo.—There have been 10,147 reported UFO sightings xince a pri-
vate pilot named Kenneth Arunold claimed be saw a set of rapidly moving
“things” in the air near Mount Rainier, Wasl., on June 24, 1947, Aruold’s widely
publicized report set off the first of the modern epidemics of saucer sighting, and
the Air Force has been in the sancer business ever siuce. Its “Project Bluehook™
occnpies a single room on the second floor of a windowless red coucrete buildiug
Lere at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. Its functions: {1) to {ry to find an
explanation for all reported sightings of unidentified fiying objects, (2) to dis-
cover whether the TVFQ’s pose any security threat, and (3) to deterinine if UFQ's
exhibit any advanced techinology which the United States could put to use.

To assist Project Bluebook, there is an UFOQ officer stationed at every Air Force
base in the country; the officer at the base nearest a reported sighting is respon-
sible for initiating the investigation. According to dMaj. Hector Quintanella, Jr.,
a physicist who heads Project Bluehook, most UFO ~ightings have a rational aud
usually very simple explanation. The most common reports stemn from bright
stars, planets and meteorites, particularly when viewed {hrough brokeu clouds or
haze.

Others turn out to he satellites—few people realize that there are now more
than 30 of these in orbit that are visible to the naked eve. Thonxauds of bal-
loons—some as large as 300 feet in diameter, xome carrying running lights-—are
released daily at airports, weather stations and research centers, and these lead
to a great many ‘‘saucer” reports, Conventional aireraft are another major
source—reflecting sun by day or providing the glow of running lights or jet
afterburners or the flash of photo recon strobe lights at night.

All satellites and most weather balloong and aircraft are being carefully
tracked and logged by military or civilian agencies, and Project Bluebook rom-
tinely checks sightings against these records. TUnreported local flights by private
aireraft pose the most frequent problem in this detective work.

Strange blips on radar screens have occasionally unsettled personnel at track-
ing stations—e.g.. two “objects” that appeared on the scopes at Patuxent Naval
Air Station (Md.) last December seemingly approaching the hase at an estimated
4,800 miles an hour before making a tight tnrn and disappearing. But these can
gelterally be traced to pulsating “bugs” within a receiving =et or to interference
from other neighboring electronic gear. Wright-Patterson experts lave been
able to account for every errant radar blip reported to date.

There is no question that our Air Force and those of other countries employ
assorted airborne hardware as tactical and (raining devices. Many of these are,
of course, seen as flying saucers and it is ohvious that for security reasons the
Air Foree i« relnetant to talk abont theni.

“T have looked at the records of nearly every UFO case back to 1947 says
Major Quintanella, “and my feeling isx that the vast majority have involved
simple misinterpretation of natural plienomena.”
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OFf the =ightings 20 fay cheeked ont, 1ess than 2 perveent of the total are listed
on Projret Blue Bock's file as unidentified, The Air Foree offieially concludes
that none of these has given anv indication of posing a rhreat to national safety,
oy offering new {echnologienl data, or of originating from sone extraterrestial
somree. . However, wowe of these filex vemain officially open and the investigations
on them continne,

Dr. J. Allen Hyuek. director of Dearborn Olservators af Northwestern Uni-
versity, who ix heading np the Ann Arbor investigation for the Air Force, is an
old Ianad at checking on Hying saucers for Blue Book, Idr. Hynek unotex that
sighting reports wsnally do uot origingte With persons whe believe in outerspace
visitation<,  “Believers” don’t need sightings ro convinee theni, and are irritated
by the embarva~swent amd =kepticizin with swhich most TFO spotters, like Frauk
Mannoer, report what they helieve they have seen,

1Dk sy to dismiss the eases of birds, halleons, and the like,” say= Dr. Hynek.
bt when good solid citizens report sonlething pnzzling, T helieve we have an
obligition 1o do ax good a job as we ean. T regard onr "Unidentified<’ as a sort
of blot on the eseutebea, Momchow we seientiste should be ahle to come up
with answers for these things”

AMajor Quintanella, although ecertain that no evidence tnrued vp ro date has
oven hinted at spaceeraft of unearthly origin, agrees that it is nwpossible to
prove thal fying <aucers de not exist, I any event, the Air Foree i not abont
to give np chasing VFO s

“We nre spending millions to develop our own rocket bonsters to get our spaee-
eraft Lo the moon and beyond,” says the major. amiling,  “ITnagine what a great
help it would be to get our hand< on a =hip fromw auvother planet and examnine its
powerplaot.”

The Crramarax, What T want to ask von is, why do they always see
them in the nighttinie/

Dr. Hy~eux. There are a numnber of reports tfrom the daytime al-
thongly it i< frue there are many wore night =ightings.

The Criamsrax. Then there iz avother thing, if anybody wauted to
spy on this conntry why woald they go to this expense, when vou can
2o to any newsstaid and get all the information you want, and if that
doesn’t. help you get a roadmap. and if that doesn’t help vou, lire
a Hertz ear.

Dr. Fly~ex. Mazhe they don't know this.

The Crairyrax, I the Martians dou’t know ihis by this tine they
will never know it

Spying on thiz country is so simple. 1 cannot understand why the
Russtans or anybody wants to put somefhing up in the air to spy
on this country, when they have got so many avenues we don't police.

Dy, Hy~wekr. No comment oo that, Mr. Chairman.

The Criaararax, Well, you onght to comment. ou it.

Dr. Chamberlain, we will hear from yon.

Dr. Crarserrarx. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 1 veally lave no
questiong, but T will say the sightings in Michigan were near my
aven, hut not within it. Tam pleased to hear your recommendation aud
to have the Secretary’s statement that he intends to implement it.

Lam further comforted to know he is giving it turther thought and
he i+ going to. at such time as your recommendation is implemented,
we are going to have a panel that will consider these things in depth,
not just in town for a day, with a eursory look, and disposing of it,
because T feel we luve other seientifie achievements and advanees, and
that there is going to be a growing lmportance of surveillance of this
plienomena.

I would say, furtlier. the people in our aren are concerned about this.
There has been considerable responsible editorial comment in our
newspapers. It shonld not he *poo-poced.” us you sav.

6067

I am pleased to have your statewent.

And, M. Chairman, T thank von for having this hearing, and these
people i to put some attention on this matter. Thank yon.

The Cuararax, Thank you.

Governer Stafford.  Governor Sratford, vou ave from Vermont, how
close 15 this to your disrviet!

Mr. Starrorp. Thank you, Mv. Chairtuan, 1 was going to com-
1uent on thar. S

Mr. Bates ins pointed ont there have heen UFO sightings m New
Hampshire, Vermont nat to be outdone last week has had slghtings
there, atso, some within 16 miles of my lometown.

The Crramaax. That 1s getting awfully close.

Mr. Starrorp. Yes, sir.

Since our Stares of Vermont and New Hampshire ave known as the
twin States, Mr. Chairman, this may be <imply a case of bad naviga-
tion on the part of the UFOs, although =ome ol s think it may be if
they are extraterrestrial they ave simply looking for ;o wanmer clunate
than New Hamp=hire possesses. But i any evenl, in seriouzness, the
people in Vermont are very much concerned over the sightings that
Lave cecnrred in our State, and reputable people have ~cen phenoni-
enon which they cannot understand.

I would simpiy hope that the Secretary of the X Force aud the
doctor could assure me that if these sighrings have not already been
evaluated, that in the course of investigation and deliberarions theyv
will be.

The Cuatrarax. I hope if you cowe in contact with any of them yon
don’t have to rell them where South Carolina 1<

Mrp. ITéhert 1s next.

Mr, Heperr, Thuank von, Mr. Chairman.

While these objects have not heen =een iy distrier, 1 jnst want to
prepare niyself, berauze after next election day I might have seen
some of theny. )

Doctor, have vou conferved with Mr. Ray Walston on this =ubject
matter?

Dr, Hr~xer. No, =i

Me, HEpert. Does thal ring a bell with you, Mr. Ray Walsion?

Dr. Hy~EKR. No, sir. o

Mr. Hiserr, Tt does not ving a bell? e 1= the most authoritative
nran in the conntry o space. e appears in every home every Sunday
night, he 1s “My Favorite Martian.”

Dr. Hy~xex. Oh. [Luaughter.]

My, HEperr. He hasanantenna out of his liead, too.

Dr. Hryex. 1 rhink 1 have been talking to the wrone people.

Mr. Heserr. He can shed a lot of lighe on the subjeet. I just
wanted to direct your attention fo that.

That 15 all, Mr. Chairman.

The Cyramraraxy, Dr. all, yoic are next afrer Mr, Price.

Mr. Prrcz. Doctor, if in faer they exist and are from onter space.
don’t we have have a tracking svstem that new does n real competent
job tracking every =atellite in outer space =0 we know every one that 1=
launched someswhere else, and ax they cirele i outer <pace we have a
record of each of these. do wenot ? ‘

Dr. Hywew. 1t s my understanding that we do. This i the point
1 made earlier.
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Mr. Price. 1f they didd travel in outer space there would be a record
somewhere of their travels in outer space?

Dr. Hywex. I would cevtainly think so, and this, of course, is I
thmk oue of the most potent arguments against extraterrestial visita-
tion by intelligences, unless they were so superintelligent they knew
Low to evade completely our surveillances.” I think this wonld be
pretty diffienlt.

Mr. Prrer. As they left their normal orbit theyv could be tracked
and followed ?

Dr. Hyyex. Yes, sir.

Mr. Price. s they left the orbit ?

: Dr. Hynex. To the best of my understanding, they certainly could
e,

The Cramraray. Dr. Hall

Mr. Hare, Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to thank the Secretary and
his distinguished guests for this, and say for some time we have even
had space couventions down in the Ozarks, in the last 13 years, and
it would seem obvious to me in view of the report today those who
take trips by the use of hullucinatory drugs are almost synonymous
with the munber of space sightings we have had reported here today,
namely. in the order of 10,000, To me it indicates a decrease in the
mores and the fiber of those who would subject themselves to hulluei-
natory influences in the first place.

Thank you.

The Ciairdrax. Mr. Stratton?

Mr. Strarron. You nentioned something from Life magazine, Mr.

Chairman.  There were 1wo pictures in Life magazine I think we
would like an explanation of. One of them was a red object which
was clearly visible in the photograph. The other were two lights,
I think, taken in Sidney Harhor, one at one position and one at
another. and then there was the third photograph. I wonder if the
Daoctor could give us what the explanation is of these?
_ Dr. Hywex. Well, siv. unless one hay the original negative, there
15 very little photoanalysis that ean be done. It is said a picture 1s
worth a thonsand words, bnt T think in this case it is the other way
around, becanse generally it has been our experience, and I think
Major Quintanilla will Dear me out, that when we do have lhoaxes
they very frequently are accompanied by photographs.

Mr. Stratrox. I appreciate it is possible to doctor np negatives.

Let me put it the other way aronud. Have these three incidents
which are reported photographically in Life magazine been examined
by you. and, if so, what are your findings with regard to them?

Dr. Hyxer. No, sir: they lave not been examined by me, because
T do nnt have the original negatives. '

Mr. Strarrox. Ave these incidents listed in the list that you have
compiled, and which the Secretary has told us 95 percent are explain-
able?

Dr. Hyxex. No, sir. These particular pictures are not in my list
since I don't know enough about them.

Mr. Strarrox. Dactor, T would suggest. since these have had very
promiuent cireulation, in a magazine of some prominence in the coun-
try, that we ought to examine these particular things and determine
whether they are hoases or not.  If anything is disturbing the Ameri-
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can people, I would assume a picture of this kind would be disturbing
in just the same way that Life’s story of what happened to some dogs
up in Baltimore has now resulted in legislation being recommended to
the House. ) i

You have no explanation or haven’t looked into the series of photo-
graphs that appear on pages 26 and 27 of Life magazine, and pages
24 and 25¢

Dr.Hywex. T just learned of the Life article last week.

Mzr. Stratron. Isthat correct, Doctor?

Dr. Hyner. That is correct, I have not. examined the photographs
and mformation published by Life.

Mr. Strarron. Has anybody examined them in the Air Force?

Major Quinranitra. Mr. Stratton, we have asked for the negatives
of those pictures, but the citizens will not turn the negatives over to the
Air Force. You cannot force them to turn them over to the Air
Force.

Mr. Stratron. They turned them over to Life magazine, haven’t
they?

Major QuintaniLra. You wili have to ask them; I don’t know.

Mpr. Strarron. What has Life got.?

Major QuinTaniLLa, I don’t know, sir. )

Mr. Stratron. How can you have examined this without finding out
what Life has?

Major QuinTanvtLLa. What is that, sir? '

Mr. Stratrron. How can you have examined these particular in-
stances withont finding out what Life has? ) )

Major Quintantura. The Air Force lias not investigated these in-
stances, sir, and the photographs have not been examined because the
negatives have never bheen turned over to the Air Force.

Mr. Strarron. You have not been in tonch with Life niagazine to
find out what they have?

Major QuintanitLa. No,sir; we havenot.

Mr. Strarron. Don’t you think it might be well to undertake to
make an effort. to find out whether Life has the negatives, for example.
or whether they have been in touch with the individuals concerned’

Major QuinTaniLLa. Yes, sir.

Mr. Strarron. Well, I think, Mr. Secretary, as T just said, I am very
much impressed with the doctor's statement, and with yours, but this
kind of thing in Life magazine makes it appear that there is some-
thing there, and you say that you have examined these things, and
there is nothing there, and I think that vou ought to have examined
this so that we can have an explanation of these particular phenomena.

The Caamay. Let nie say something.

We cannot ask the Secretary to look into every magazine that is pub-
lished, or every periodical that comes out of everybody’s printing
press. Now, it seems to me like Life mmagazine is not exempted or ex-
cluded, if they are as interested as they appenr to be in this magazine,
that comes to my office free, and whicl I seldom look into—that is my
responsibility, T have other things to do—it looks to me like these
people who give such great dissemination to these things would be
wterested in seeing what the DOD has, without imposing on the Sec-
retary of Defense the vesponsibility of tracking down evervthing that
comes out of everybody’s cantera. I do not know why we should im-
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pose on the Secretary the requirement to track down Life magazine
and say give me vour negatives, give me vour reasons. Is this what
vou want

M. Strarrox. Mr. Chairman, it was my understanding we were
asking this question because many people had been somewhat con-
cerned by these reports in recent days, including the distinguished
minority leader in the House. '

The C'rrarrarax. Yes,

Mr. Strarrox. And it does seem to me when a national magazine
that has as much mnfluence as Life has, prints some pliotographic—
what purports to he photographic—pieces of evidence of these objects,
wa onght to if we ave going to allay the concern of these people who
have started this investigation by our committee in the first place, that
we onght to have an answer to it.

The Craatraran. T think so, too, but T don't think we should eriti-

cize the Secretary for uot having done it.
M. Secretary, here is what I am going to request you do. You get
m tonch with Life magazine and rerjuest them to furnish you with this
information that Mr. Stratton has brought to your attention, or any
other magazine, and report hack to this committee.

Secrefary Brow~. We will be glad to do so.

The Cnamaax. T am sure Life magazine would be eager to do this.
Mr. Strattou, I think vou are wise in suggesting it, but what I didn’t
want to do is to unwittingly eriticize the Secretary for not having done
1t.

Now, Mr. Secretary, will vou do it?2

Secretary Browx. We will do it, Mr, Chairman, and we will T think
continue to follow our ground rules— '

The Cizairaran. You get those negativ
over to the doctor, and I srant a report on it.

Mr. Strarrox. Mr. Chairman, T have one wore question. May T
say I wonldn't dreamn of criticizing the Secretary, he and T are good
friends, and e knoss T am only trving tobe helpful.

The Caammyan, Of course, and I know he cherishes your friend-
ship, and so do T. i

My, Stratrox. The other item that has really led to all this concern
today ave these sightings in Michigan. The Secretary has given us
a report, but T have only had a chance to skim over it. The doctor
here a moment ago comniented with respect to these people in Wiscon-
sin that only tsvo or three people in the area had seen the phenomenon,
and wasn't it surprising that a lot of people who must have been
around didn’t see it.

If I nnderstand the newspaper accounts correctly, the thing that is
unique about the Michigan sightings is that a lot of people in the area
saw it, and the girls in the dormitory apparently sat around for hours
watehing it and people came and went, and all saw whatever it was.

Now, I wonder if von could give us 11 a nutshell what the explana-
tion of this 137 Marsh gas is what I understand is the explanation.

Could you tell ws, doctor, in a few words the gist of what yvou dis-
covered out there that you have reported here?

Dr. Hy~er. I will be happy to. T conducted a detailed iuguiry
into the two reported sightings at Dexter and Hillsdale, Mich. Of
the 50 to 60 people who reported having seen one or the other of these
1 talked with about 32 persons.

if you can and turn them
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The Cramman. How many, doctor? _

Dr. Hyxex. With about 32 people. I talked with some of these
briefly, but spoke with at least 15 persons considerable detnil.

These two sightings, although separated by some 65 11}119.5. were
a localized phenonienon. They were in the swamp area. No individ-
nal that T talked to. and no group of persons, could agree that they
has seen anvthing either enfer or leave the swamp. There were
several isolafed reports by people who said that yes. they saw a bright
light come, but they could not get any general support or concurrence
on this, from the others. Witnesses did agree that they sawa glow, and
red, vellow, and green lights in the swam) area in both cases. So I said
to myself, “TWhat is common in swamps?” And I.resez'[rf'hpfl tll_ls cues-
tion with the aid of several professors at the University of Michigan.
They have heen very helpful to me in this, since an astronomer doesn’t
know about swamps: he nsually has his eves a little higher than that.
They informed me, and I later found in several .bool‘(s_ that marsh
gas, resulting from the spontaneous igniting m aiw of such gases as
CH,, methane, H.S, PH,, phosphine, and particularly mmportant,
P.H,, an impurity in phosphine, is a common occnrrence a_}\.d produces
what appears to he glowing lights of ditferent colors.  Since then T
have had several letters from people saying “VWhat are they getting
all excited about in Michigan, T have seen these things since T have
been a kid cn the farm.”  As these gases are ignited, they can pro-
duce red, vellow, and green glows. There is nothing mysterious abont
these colors. o .

The lighting goes ont here, and goes on here, thus giving the 1m-
pression of motion. The hght was woving smoothly, they said, not
following the train which was bumpy, and they also rose sonie (hs—.
tance and came down. They were reportedly observed for a period of
214 to 3 hours. ) o )

In a book, “Light and Color in the Open Air,” it 1s pointed out
that swamp lights, commonly known as will-o™-the-wisp. fox light.
and so forth, can be observed for several hours, sometimes all night.

And the conditions were just right for it in Michigan. In both
cases, the winds were reasonably calm. Had there been high winds.
it is unlikelyv these glows would have taken place. ) )

Furthermore. Michigan had experienced an nnusnally mild winter.
They tell me there wasn’t mmch snow. However, the swamp had
been covered by ice. .

Now, i1 a swamp rotting vegetation produces these marsh gases.
When a thaw comes, it scems entirely logical to me. that these gases
would bubble up. and be spontaneonsly ignited, and von would see
these things. To me it is a logical explanation. I said i my press
release T couldn’t prove it in a conrt of law but it seems to me to be a
very logical explanation.

The Crairaran. Now, Mr. Ichord.

Then I will come over to the other side. )

Mr. Temorn. Let me first ditferentiate, Mr. Chairman, my position
from the chairman. and Mrs. Rivers, and also Mr. Nedzi.

T am neither a believer nor a disbeliever. I am from Missouri. and
T have got to be shown.

The Crarrarax. You go right ahead.
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‘ )11". ‘IC_TI(\RD. I would like to ask, along the line Mr. Stratton was
mquiring, how close was the Life magazine article to April Fool’s Day ?
Ay, Chairman. one of the members of the commitiee staff has handed

me w question that I think should he in the vecord. ‘
“Doctor, are you familiar witl the NICAP, the National Investioa-
trons Committee on Aerial Phenomenon ¢ 3
Dr.Hvyyes. [would think anyone who has heen lookine into TFO s
tor the past many vears as 1 have couldn't Lelp be acquainced with
their work.

Mr. Terrorn. Whar is the malkeup of this committee?

Dr. Hywex. Tt is ealled a committee, but it is a railer large group

of vivilians over the conutry, as T nnderdstand it. who vehmteer to
investigate the rases.

Mr. Terrorp. It has no official standing, then?

Dr.Hyxer. Noofficia] governmental standing : no, sir.

Mr. Iemorp. Thix commit(ee does not alwavs aovee with YOur ex-
planation of the varions sightings? ' = o )

Dy Hyxex. Thelieve (hat iz correct.

Mr. Terorn. How many, Doctor, of the 10.000-plus cases, have there
been photographs allegedly taken of UFO'%?

Dr. Tiywes. Tu n very few ecases. This ix another thing which
botliers me. : a

Mr. Totrorp. Can vou give an idea of how manv?

Dr. Tly~xes. Howuany ? '

Major, would vou ventire a oness?

Major Quisraxmea, Tdon't know.

Dr. Hyyer. I woull say only about 1 percent, or less. of the cases
reported have included phetographs.

)[1‘. Lenmorp. Then T take it you can't tell me Low many of these
photograph cases Liave nat heen explained Ly vou. since vou ean't
tell me how many photographs have been taken? .

D, IV‘I‘{'XEI(. This is right. But the point is that you cannot make
a selentifie analysiz of a photograph unless von have the neeative,

As the major has pointed out. time anid again wheu we request the
negatives, they are not fortheoming.

Sometimes otlier groups ret then.

Mr. Terrorn, Thank vou. Mr. Clhairma,

. Al \ .

The Croamras. Now, Mr. Claney.

. - Y : . M . o

Mr. Craves - M. Chairman, jnst one short gnestion for the doctor.

Have any of (e 3 percent of 1} i
on radar sereens?

Seeretary Browx. T don't know the answer to (ha( one.

Major Qrintaxtiiy. No. sir.

N h o 1. i i - .

My, Craxey. What percentage of the reporred ineidents have heen
reported on radar sereens?

)[;1]0;1“ QurnrTaxinea. Abowt 1.3 pereent, sir,

My Craxcer. That is all.

The Cramnay, AMr. Sehweiker, we are finishing up now,

M_l'. SCIIWFEIRER. Y e, sir, Mr, Chairman,

) I‘]‘n'rst I would like 1o reqiiest the Beaver County photograph e
1rnt, nded in the Air Foree investigation. the ome fhat npﬁem‘ed in
Look magazine, and wax verified by the Beaver County Times. T
hope that will be included. '

1e nuexpliined cases heen ohserved
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- The Crarrman. We will get an Air Force report on that, too.

Mr. Senwergre. Do I understand that yon said none of the unex-
Plained objects have heen sighted on radar?

Major QuinTaNIiLa. Noysivs Isaul LH percent.

Mr. Scawerker. No, the first question he asked you was, have any
of the nnexplained objects heen sighted on radar. I thought yvou said
“No™ to that just a couple of minutes ago.

Major QuinrtaxinLs. That iscorvect.  Wehave no radar eases which
are unexplained.

Mr. Scawrrker. \All right.

Tet’s go back to the story Mr. Bates was tadking about, Iixeter, N.H.
the one Mr. Fuller has written about in several magazines.

T understand this is an unexplained sighting on your pavt. i= that
correct ?

Major Qurntantra, That is eorrect, sir,

Mr. Scuawemxer. He specifically savs in his story—and I quote his
words now—

Coufidential comments made to me by the Coast Guardsmen and wilitary in
the area support the laymen's testimony and coufirm the reports of radar sight-
ings and scrambiing by jet fighters from DPease Air Foree Basc,

Major QuintanitLa. No, sir: that 1s not correct. We have 1o
raday inforimation ou that sighting. No jet fighters were scriubled.

Mr. Scuwerger. Let me ask vou this: In the Pease Air Foree Base,
you had an mvestigation by Major Griflin, and a Lientenant Burant, is
that correct ? '

Major QUINTANILLA. Sir?

Mr. Seuwemker. In the situation at Exeter, N.IL.. did vou have a
report filed to you folks hy Major Griffin and Tieunteuant Braut?

Major QuiNTaxtLLy. Yes, sir: we did.

Mr. Scpwrerker. Could we have copies of thelr raw report ¢

Major Qurnraxinea. Yes, sir: vou may.

Mr. Scewrrger. What weve their conelusions?

Major Quintanitia. They conddn’t explain it.

Secretary Browx. They sent theniover to us.

Mr. Scawriger. They made no mention of planes serambling from
Pease Air Force Base!?

Major Quinrtaxtrea. There were alveraft in the arvea on regularly
scheduled missions, but they were not =crambled for the purpose of
observing the veported UFO's.

Secretary Browx. Two of my stafl have pointed ont to me, Mr.
Rehweiker, that Pease AI'B has no Highters: it iz o SAC bomber base,
and 1s not a fighter base.

The CaatraraN. Are there any other questions, Mr. Schwelker?

Mr. Scawriisgr. Yes, sir.

I would like to ask the doctov:

You said to have sowe hona fide sightings we need a lot of people
and a point-to-point situation and some other things. Deesn’t the
Exeter, N.H. sighting, at least as reported—I want to point out that
in this sighting there were several policemen, inchuling the chief of
police and several news people who all reported the same phenomena.
60 people. Doesn’t that meet yorur eritevia: a lot of people saw it, it
was a point-to-point situation, at least this observer says theve were
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radar sights. This apparently seems to be in disagreement at the
present. time.

Wouldn't that be n classification of what you said we don't have?

Dr. Hyxex. No, sir. T said there were several cases where we had
a lot of witnesses. Tt does not have to be a point-to-point situation.
When an airliner leaves New York for San Francisco, it is seen over
Ohio, Nebrazka, and so forth. These sightings were confined to a
relatively narrow area. 1 want to know swhat happened to these
objects, ~ Why weren't they seen over Fort Wayne, Ind.?

Mr. Scrwerser. The faet one officer reports Le went to the scene
after someone else sighted it, and returned hack to the same point, there
it was, according to the police officer’s testimony.

Dr. Hy~ex. Yes, sir, but it was in the same area. Ve don’t know
what it was. T would like to kuow what it was.

Mr. Scrwrlker. One of the other witnesses in this story—and all T
have to go on is what the reporter's writing says, they did, in fact see
)t go from point to point, while they were watching it.

Dr. y~ex. Within a relatively narrow area.  But T don't recollect
whether they saw it leave for distant points. Oue of the things that
seems to be 5o odd about this particular case is that we did not find
horizontal trajectories over auy length, as you would expect from a
craft. :

Mr. Scuwziker. Is the Beaver County sighting unexplained or is
that explainable, this photograph T referred to?

Major Quxrtaxtrra. Is this Mr. Lucei's photo?

Mr. Scawriker. Yes, sir.

Major Quintaxtrrs. We have asked Mr. Lucei to submit the nega-
tive for photo analysis, but Ire has refused to do so.

Dr. Hy~ex. It needs a donble exposure, as we can judge from the
print.

Major QuiNtavtiis. We asked the gentleman to submnit the nega-
tive for analysis and he refuses to do so. )

Mr. Scaweiker. On what basis?

Major QuintaxiiLa. T don't know,sir.  We requested the negative.

Mr. Scnwriszer. He submitted it to the Beaver Times. They pub-
lished it.  Mayhe these people ave a Tittle skeptical about turning over
negatives without some assurance.

I think we ought to look into that a little bit, because the newspaper
claims they saw the negatives, examined by their photographic experts,
and they are authentic.

Major QuintantLa. I have a copy of our letter in my files asking
Mr. Lucei to submit the negative for analysis, and he declined to do
s0. That isall T can say.

Mr. Scawrrser. Thauk vou, Mr. Chairman.

The Cratryax. Thank vou, Mr. Schweiker.

We will go to Mr. Leggett.

Mr. Le¢eerr. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Wilson and T want to go on record
at this tfime that we donot helieve ; we are intelligent people.

Mr. Bares. Which Wilson ?

The Crarraax. We are going to adjourn. and we are going to meet
again at 2:30. If there is no reason to hold Dr. Hynek and Major
Quintanilla, we will let them he excused. Some people say whenever
vou all have gone we are going to get down liere in executive session

N
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and you, Dr. Brown, are going to tell ns—here is what T weant to tell
you-—and this is far from the trath. )

I know of nothing else to ask hini. I think we have explored every-
thing.

Mr. Stratton, have you had any afterthoughts?

Mr. StraTroNn. Just one question. . )

Was there not a sighting, back it seems to me in 1947, when an object
was observed on radar, either at National Airport or Bolling, both
coming in and going out? It seems to me there was also a visnal
sightmg that went along with that. .

Do you—Major Quintanilla, I don’t know how long you have been
following this, but ix this in your records al all? )

Major QuiNTaNTLLa. I am sure that if the sighting was reported to
the Air Force it is on record, but T am not aware of this particular
one, sir. _

Mr. Strarron. It seews to me both the radar and the reported visnal
sighting were relatively in agreemen(. I just wondered if vou were
familiar with it.?

The Crairaran. Thank you, Mr. Stratton. )

Are there any other questions from any other niember of the con-
mittee?

Mr. IcHORD. We will be back liere at 2:307

The Crarrman. The committee will recouvene at 2:30 for the pur-
pose of taking up 412. ) . )

Dr. Brown, we have no more requirement for the major and Dr.
Hynek, and the resnmption of the hearing this afternoon will be in
executive session. .

It will have to do with 412. We will take np where we left off.

Dr. Brown, if you and General McConnell will be back at 2:30, we
will ineet. We don't plan to have a meeting Thuvsday, beeause T think
a lot of members will have gone, if we finish on Wednesday. DBut we
do want to meet this afternoon, and tomorrow, and maybe tomorrow
afternoon. ) '

Then I think we may be able to finish with Dr. Brown before the
recess.

At 2:30, Dr. Brown. And I want to thank you, Dr. Brown, for
producing this information. ) )

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a.n. the committee was adjourned to recon-
vene at 2:30 p.. of the same day.)

O




UFOs - An International Scientific Problem
James E. McDonald, Institute of Atmospheric Physics,
University of Arizona, Tucson, Arizona

(Presented March 12, 1968, at the Canadian Aeronautics and
Space Institute Astronautics Symposium, Montreal, Canada)

Introduction

At the outset, let me try to summarize concisely the main points of my

position:

1)

2)

4)

5)

6)

From my studies of the UFO problem, I conclude that, guite apart from
being the "nonsense problem” it is so often labelled, it appears to be
a matter of extraordinarily great scientific interest.

Over twenty vears of evidence (admittedly largely, though not scolely,
anecdotal 1in nature) suggests that machine-like objects,” products of
some technology rather than atmospheric optical or electrical anoma-
have been repeatedly seen - often by observers of very high

I favor an extraterrestrial hypothesis for UFOs.

lies,
credibility.
A search for patterns in these observations discloses one major feature
- the seemingly global scale on which the observations are coming in.
Hence we appear to be confronting here an international scientific
problem.

There has never been a scientific investigation of the UFOs that can

be termed thorough-going. Repeated assurances that U. S. Air Force
Project Bluebook has been doing a careful study utilizing the best
scientific talent available to the U. S. Alir Force are found, on care-
ful checking, to be without basis in fact. No other country of the
world appears to have undertaken even as much investigation as the

U. S. has done via Project Bluebook. Thus the UFO problem has not
received anything that can be called scientifically adequate study.

I do not see convincing evidence of any U.S. cover-up conspiracy oper-—
ating to conceal the true nature of the UFO problem; rather I see sub-
stantial and dismaying evidence pointing to failure toc do more than
superficial investigation, employing only very limited scientific
talent, and exhibiting (especially since 1953) strong negative bias
towards "explaining away" the UFO problem on the part of the U. S.

Air Force. It is my strong impression that Air Force officials and
public information officers sincerely believe that the UFO problem is
a nonsense problem, one involving nothing more than misidentified

natural phenomena.

The present Condon Committee at the University of Colorado, sponsored
by the U. S. Air Force, is charged with trying to clarify the nature

of the UFOs. I must state that I have become guite disappointed with
the lack of scientific vigor with which that group has prosecuted its

and I am disturbed by the frequency with which its Director has
(negative in

study,
publicly indicated that he had already taken a position

tone) long before the working staff had assembled adequate data to
justify taking any position. I must also express my inability to
understand the Director's evident preoccupation with the cultist and
crackpot type of UFO accounts which, in my own experience, are quite
easily filtered out and ignored. I have elaborated these criticisms
in communications to Dr. Condon guite recently.

T would urge that scientific groups in countries other than the United
States immediately undertake careful reviews of UFO reports from their
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own areas and systematic appraisals of a spectrum of conceivable
hvpotheses to account for the UFO phenomena. It seems quite pos-
sible that a group cutside the United States, entirely free of the
obstacles onc encounters within the U.S. as a result of twenty years'
officially negative attitude towards the UFO problem, might rapidly
make very real nrocress towards clarifying the scientific issues at
stake, given adequate scientific personnel and support. The UFO
study program now devcloping at the University of Toronto's Institute
for Aerospace Studies, here in Canada, is a laudable step towards
solution of the UFO rroblem. More such groups in other parts of the
world are needed. g

Matters of Definition

It would seem logically necessary to frame, early in any discussion of
the "UFO problem" a working definiticn of what shall be understood by "an
Unidentified Flying Object." The effort quicklv entangles one in semantic
difficulties of a more or less obvious nature. Clearly, untrained observers
can report as a UFO a wide range of things seen in the sky or moving near the
earth's surface or even resting on the surface in un-flying manner. Fireballs
(meteors brighter than -5 magnitude by present astronomical definition) consti-
tute a good example; many persons are guite unfamiliar with the phenomenoclogy
of fireballs and bolides, and will turn in sincere and often rather accurate
descriptions of fireballs under the claimed heading of UFOs. Aircraft running
lights, ailrcraft landing lights, aerial reconnaissance strobe lights, re-enter-
ing satellite debris, bright planets, and a wide miscellany of other sources
of night-luminous objects are reported from time to time as "UFOs". The U.S.
Alr Force, and various persons who scoff at the notion that there exists a
scientifically significant UFO problem, are entirely correct in suggesting
that many UFO reports fall into this catecory. Only a little experience in
querying observers makes clear that, of all reports that temporarily bear the
label "UFQO", a substantial fraction are, indeed, misidentified natural or
technological phenomena of such types. There is plenty of noise mixed in with
whatever real signal may exist; that this is so need not surprise any scien-
tist. Noise-filtering is a standard problem in many areas of research.

The "UFO problem” which I have come to regard as so extremely important,
centers arcund that portion of all reports of initially unidentified objects
which is left as a residuum after the bulk of inadequately reported or
obviously misidentified phenomena is filtered out. Only a little reflection
on the foregoing remarks reveals that it is scarcely a clear-cut definition.
Nevertheless, it may afford an initial basis to begin discussion.

A curiously similar definitional problem arises in dealing with the class
of "ball lightning" reports. 1In the literature one can find reports of lumi-
nous masses, tagged as "ball lightning", that span so broad a range of phenom-~
ena that one must be quite careful that he is not subsuming many diverse phe-
nomena under that single heading. The situation with respect to "ball light-
ning" turns out to be similar to that for "UFOs" in the further significant
sense that the basic nature of each phenomenon is not yet clearly understood,
so that clear-cut workinag definitions are simply not yet possible. Such a
situation is really not new in science; think of the semantic ambiguity, in
earlier davs of science, centering around such terms as atom, compound, force,
species, ether, disease, meteor, etc.

In point of fact, the above definitional problems cause rather less
trouble in scientific discourse on the UFO problem than a philosopher might

pradict. B¢ let's proceed.

Matters of UFO History
Althouyh I would probably be incorrect to assume that all CASI members

are thoroughly familiar with the history of the past twenty years of the UFO
I do not choose to elaborate that history here in great detail. Much

vroklem,
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of my own view of that history has been summarized in a form now available
elsewhere!l. t appears toc me that, following an initial flurry of official
USAF concern that American UFO observations of 1947 might be hostile aero-
2, an era of puzzled investigation (generally devoid of solid

nautical devices?,
scientific talent) ensued in the period 1948-52, the era of USAF Project Sign

and Project Grudge. I have studied many of the 243 cases finally analyzed by
and reported by Project Grudge and can only say that, even in that earliest

phase of cofficial investigation, it is startling to see how little scientific
insight was brought to bear on reports of a frequently very intriguing nature.

In 1952, a brief year's energetic investigation (still not characterized
by strong scientific expertise, but definitely characterized by vigorous Air
Force checking and data-gathering in many striking cases) was the high-water
mark of the official American UFO studies. The year 1952 saw about 1500
reports turned into Project Bluebook, some 300 of which were conceded to be
Unidentifieds. When I visited Bluebook in 1966 for the first time, I was
quite astonished at the number of feet of files on 1952 cases - and much more
astonished to scan the contents of randomly sampled file-folders within that
year's shelfful. <Case after case of, to me, entirely inexplicable cases, many
coming from within Air Force channels (pilots, controllers, ground crewmen,
etc.) told the story of the outstanding year in American UFO history.

The wave of 1952 reports drew strong press attention, above all after
Washington, D. C., became the site of two successive nights (July 19 and 26)
of radar-visual sightings of Unknowns. {These were explained away in a big
press conference on July 29 as due to anomalous radar propagation and optical
refraction anomalies. (See below.) By late 1952, intelligence organizations
became concerned over the UFO problem, evidently because of overloading of
reporting and investigative channels with the large numbers of reports being
fed to the Air Force by all sources. In January of 1953, the Robertson Panel,
assembled by the CIA, met and ruled that there was neither evidence of hostil-
ity nor evidence of scientific significance in all those reports (of which
that Panel reviewed, in its few days of activity, only about two dozen, and
even those not by any means the most startling or significant then in USAF
files). All of this I have discussed in enough detail previously! that I
must gloss over many further points of great historical interest.

I have studied the final report of the Robertson Panel (in briefly
declassified status prior to the CIA's reclassifying it in the summer of 1966).
From repeated reexamination of the details of the UFO history and from personal
discussions with four of the persons present during the Robertson Panel's acti-
I form the impression of a brief but futile attempt to look for some-
followed by CIA's reguest that the Air Force adopt a policy
of "debunking flying saucers" to "decrease public interest”. After 1953, no
further vigorous Bluebook UFO investigation program ever reappeared. The UFO
problem went steadily downhill, its priority status at WPAFB steadily declined,
and in 1966, when I visited Bluebook three times, its staff consisted of a
major, a sergeant, and a secretary, plus a lieutenant then being broken in for
future investigative duty. The total amount of scientific talent visibly
focussed on UFOs via the staff and its consulting pool appeared to me to be
grossly out of proportion to the embarrassment being created for the Air Force
by a continuing series of absurd and scientifically outrageous "explanations”

of individual UFO reports.

vities,
thing of interest,

and facts concerning the past twenty years' history
of UFO matters see Hall?, Stanton®, YoungS. For information on many cases 1in
the Air Force files prior to about 1953, and for what appears to me (on the

basis of many independent checks) to be generally rather reliable history of
Air Force handling of the problem prior to 1953, see Ruppelt®., For the view-

points of a UFO investigator operating through those years, but outside of

For further insights
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official channels, sec the several books of Kevhoe?. When the full history of
the UFO problem is written, Kevhoe's efforts, from 1949 to the present, to get
the UFO problem out into the light of open scientific investigation, will, I
believe, be acknowledged as having been of great significance, despite the
slowness with which his efforts (and similar efforts of others) have borne
fruit. His role as Director of NICAP (National Investigations Committee on
Aerial Phenomena) has been seriously misunderstood by USAF personnel who,
failing to recognize the utter inadegquacies of their own UFO investigations,
mistcok his criticisms and his efforts to press for Congressional investiga-
tions as ill-conceived. 1 believe 'they were all too soundly conceived; but
they pressed against massive resistance based on what seem to be generally
honest misconceptions on the part of misinformed officials. Or so I see it at
present.

I elaborate these viewpoints here because I have devoted a good deal of
study in arriving at those viewpoints and because I believe that the misinfor-
mation generated within American information channels by the illusion that
Project Bluebook was a scicntific operation has diffused outside our national
boundaries and has misled officials, scientists, and members of the public
throughout the world. International scientific progress on the UFO problem

will not begin until that misinformation is clearly recognized.

The alternative historical interpretation which holds that there has
existed a conspiracy to conceal the truth about the UFO problem, a conspiracy
sometimes painted-in on a canvas of international scale, does not square with
such facts as I have been able to glean. I am, to be sure, puzzled by the
sometimes startling similarity between "explanations" for UFOs emanating from
foreign official channels (often foreign air forces) and "explanations" of the
type so painfully familiar in USAF press releases following widely-publicized
UFO cases. But I ascribe this similarity to factors other than a highly
effective international conspiracy to which the USSR, the US, the UK, France,
Australia, Canada, and many other countries would have to be party.: Stanton
has some pithy remarks on the conspiracy theory. Young®, by contrast, does
feel there exists some American coverup at high levels; I would be prepared to
defend my alternative of the "grand foulup" hypothesis against every instance
he cites in defense of his "grand coverup" hypothesis. But I do not wish to
have that assurance eguated to categorical rejection of the "grand coverup”
hypothesis. New facts or new interpretations of the many old facts I have
pondered could still change my views on this issue. I would reiterate a point
made earlierl: I suspect that some of those who have so long insisted the
conspiracy theory have not been in a position to recognize clearly how scien-
tifically inadeguate the Bluebook work has been since 1953; they may have con-
fused incompetence with inscrutability.

Scientifically, what's sorely needed 1s a number of entirely fresh starts,
free from all pressures of governmental bodies that have taken an established
position. This may be better achleved in countries other than the United
States because of twenty vears of Air Force assurances that there's really
nothing to all the talk about UFCOs, nothing of any scientific or technological
significance. That view is dominant in Washington, in higher scientific
circles, and among most of the elder statesmen of science in the U. S. I can
speak with a good deal of authority on that point! Months of effort on my own
part to generate some new scicntific UFO research on an adequate national
scale, with adequate science-agencyv support, seem to have generated only very
slight response. 1In Washington "everybody knows the UFOs are a lot of non-
sense"; and if they do admit to marginal doubt, they then insist on the pro-
priety of waiting for Condon's report from Colorado, due at the end of 1968
if plans go forward as now set. My own doubts about the propriety of "waiting
for Colorado" have recently been expressed elsewhere®, so nced not be
reiterated here.

AAVYEEIT IO ATVIAD WOMA AdODOLOHd



Some Illustrative UFO Reports

One of the conclusions one must draw from studying UFO reports from all
parts of the world is that there is an essential similarity in the types of
unexplained phenomena reported from all parts of the globe. Discs and cigar-
shaped objects dominate; nighttime observations are most common; and highly
unconventional performance characteristics are described by observers in
widely varying geographical areas, and by observers of quite diverse cultural
backgrounds (primitive groups as well as more advanced groups). To bring out
certain of these points, a small number of specific cases will be briefly

'

summarized next.

Case 1. BOAC Stratocruiser, Seven Islands, Quebec, June 29, 1954

A famous case in UFO annals that has an appropriately international
flavor occurred near sunset on June 29, 1954, over eastern Canada, when crew
and passengers of a British Overseas Airways Corp. Stratocruiser, cutbound
from New York to London, observed, for a total period of 18 minutes (about
90 miles of flight path) one large object and five or six smaller objects
somewhat north of Seven Islands. The UFOs were sighted just aft of the port
wing, at a very roughly estimated distance of 5-6 miles, maneuvering in uncon-
ventional manner. Capt. Jamcs Howard, the pilot, stated, after landing in
London?, "...they were obviously not aircraft as we know them. All appeared
black and I will swear they were solid...There was a big central object that
appeared to keep changing shape...The six smaller objects dodged about either
in front or behind." When interviewed by USAF intelligence personnel at
Goose Bay, Labrador, it was established that all of the crew had participated
in the sighting, as did a number of passengers, a total of over 20 witnesses.
A fighter plane scrambled from Goose Bay at Howard's reguest. Just before it
reached theilr area, the UFOs rapidly moved out of sight towards the northwest.

The group of UFOs maintained relatively constant position, relative to
the airliner, until their departure, and lay approximately five degrees to
left of the just-setting sun. No meteorological-optical phenomenon(assuredly
not a sundog) could reasonably account for the reported phenomena. The Strato-
cruiser was crulsing at about 240 knots at 19,000 ft on the southwest edge of
a high-pressure center over Labrador, scarcely meteorological conditions
favorable to ball lightning or any other electrical disturbances; and visi-
bility was described by Capt. Howard as "perfect." To suggest that a natural
plasmoid of any sort could keep pace with an aircraft at 240 kts for 18 minutes
and 90 miles seems entirely unreasonable on a number of grounds. The speed and
motions categorically rule out meteors. The peculiar maneuvering of the
smaller objects and the curious shape~changes of the larger object suggest no
conventional explanation. It was First Officer Lee Boyd's impression that the
smaller ones merged into the larger prior to departure, again defying obvious
cxplanation.

At that time, Howard had 7500 flying hours; he is still flying with BOAC.
In a recent interview, he corroborated details of the 1954 press accounts and
even added interesting additional points. The distance of the objects pre-
cluded seeing any structural details, if any had been present; it is the per-
formance characteristics and the pronounced shape-changes that mark this well-
authenticated sighting as a puzzling UFO case for which no adequate explanation

has ever been proposed, to my knowledge.

Case 2. Cressy, Tasmania, October 4, 1960

and halfway around the globe from Quebec,

A half-dozen years after Case 1,
(a number of

a well-documented sighting bearing a certain resemblance to it
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small objects around a larger one), was made by two reliable witnesses.

Rev. Lionel B. Browning, an Anglican clergyman, was admiring a rainbow as
he and his wife looked out a window of the Cressy, Tasmania, rectory. It
was 6:10 p.m., the sun was just setting in the west. A curtain of rain con-

cealed Ben Lomond ridge off to their cast and extended through the southeast
and to their south. Mrs. Browning suddenly called Rev. Browning's attention
to what they both first interpreted as a large aircraft emerging from a rain-
curtain nearly due east. Although the Brownings never felt entirely sure of
the range of this object, they estimated it at perhaps 3 miles, since the
object seemed to be over an estate known to be at that distance. Their first
guess that it was an aircraft was next modified to an aircraft stalling, since
the speed of the object, crudely scaled from the subjective size-and-distance
estimates, seemed to be not much over 50-60 mph.

I had an opportunity to interview Rev. Browning last summer and verified
contemporary press accounts!®. He and Mrs. Browning cuickly noted that the
cigar-shaped object 'seemed to lack wings, had several vertical bands or
ridges on its gray-colored surface, and some odd protuberance on its "forward"
end. They watched it glide northward for about a minute before it suddenly
stopped in mid-air and hovered over the ground at an altitude they very roughly
guessed at 400-500 feet. Then, from out of the rainclouds farther east, there
came about a half-dozen much smaller objects, of perceptibly discoid form, the
Brownings stated. These smaller discs moved much faster than the larger cigar-
shaped object, at speeds that Rev. Browning stated to me might have approached
jet-aircraft speed. He stressed that these smaller objects "skipped like
stones on water", a phraseology that I learned from associates of Rev. Browning
did not originate from any previous study of UFO reports, since, prior to that
October, 1960 sighting, Rev. Browning nct only ignored UFO reports but took a
very negative view of the authenticity of most such reports.

The Brownings next saw the discs seem to take up a "formation" around the
cigar-shaped object, which had been hovering motionless during the approach
and formation of the smaller objects (whose diameter the Brownings guessed at
perhaps some tens of feet, in contrast to the perhaps tenfold larger length
of the cigar-shaped object). Then, the entire assemblage started moving
towards the south, back into the rainshower out of which the large object had
first been seen emerging, whence the group was leost from sight, terminating
the observation after a total elapsed time estimated by the witnesses as about
two minutes, perhaps as long as three minutes.

These objects were illuminated by the setting sun, and Rev. Browning
emphasized to me that there was a distinct difference in tone between the dull

gray of the larger object and the shiny, metallic luster of the smaller disc-

like objects.

The Brownings, after a brief discussion of this event (which by then they
construed as "some Russian devices"), called the nearby airdrome to report it,
which ultimately brought it to the attention of the RAAF. I have recently had
a letter from the RAAF officer who did the interrogation of the Brownings.

Wg. Cmdr. G. L. Waller states in his communication that the Brownings "im-
pressed me as being mature, stable, and mentally alert individuals who had no
cause or desire to see objects in the sky other than objects of definite form
That impression 1s attested to by many others who know the

and substance."
as I ecstablished by direct gueries in Hobart and

Brownings personally,
Melbourne last year.

My guestions as to the ultimate public explanation which the RAAF put on
the sighting elicited somewhat bitter comment from Rev. Browning, comment that
T later found elaborated in press clippings made available to me by the
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officers of a very creditable private UFO group in Melbourne (Victorian

Flying Saucer Research Society). The Directorate of Air Force Intelligence,
RAAF, made official explanation early in 1961: "The phenomena was the result
of the moonrise associated with meteorological conditions at the time of the
sighting. On 4th October, 1960, moonrise (full quarter) at Cressy would have
been visible shortly after 1800 hours and in an ESE direction. The objects
apparently seen were near the sky-line in an easterly direction. The presence
of "scud" type clouds, moving in varying directions due to turbulence in and
around the rain squall near which the objects were sighted, and the position
of the moon or its reflections, produced the impression of flying objects."

Such an "explanation" has a curicusly familiar ring to anyone who has
studied large numbers of USAF "explanations' of UFCO sightings. One can
gquickly establish that the moon was full on the date of the Cressy sighting
and that it would have risen not in the ESE but a few degrees north of east.
And, still worse for the official explanation, there was not only a dense
rain storm obscuring all the eastern sky as seen from the Cressy rectory,
but the highest mountain range of Tasmania lay behind those dense clouds to
further obscure the just-rising full moon. (Ben Lomond, summit 6160 ft,
lies to ENE of Cressy, and the ridges extend off to south and north from that
summit point.) From my own viewpoint, as one interested in atmospheric
optics and in unusual refractive and reflective anomalies, the official sug-
gestion that "scud" subject to turbulent motions could (had the moon not been
wholly obscured by rain and mountain) be optically distorted into anything
remotely resembling the phenomena reported by the Brownings seems entirely
out of gquestion. (Because USAF explanations have many times asserted, as
has also Dr. D. H. Menzel in his writings on UFOs!!, that the sun and the moon
can be "reflected" off sides or tops of clouds, it may be well to state that
nothing in decades of meteorological optical observations supports such a
notion, save for the phenomenon of the "undersun", which involves specular
reflection off tabular ice crystals falling in completely non-turbulent air,
and visible only from an aircraft or elevated vantage point. Sun and moon
do not yield anything like distinct images by reflection off the walls of
clouds; all UPO explanations invoking such optical absurdities are unreason-
able. It might be added that Menzel has repeatedly erred in referring to
sundogs, 1.e., parhelia, as resulting from "reflection", since that familiar
optical effect is caused by ice-crystal refraction.) 1In asserting such a
nmeteorological explanation as was issued by the RAAF intelligence office,
little evidence of scientific knowledge was exhibited, unless that office
felt that the essential features of the Brownings' account had to be simply
disregarded as unreliable. Yet the interrogating RAAF officer, Wg. Cdr.
Waller, evidently had no such inclination to disregard these witnesses'

description of their observations, nor do I.

Case 3. Fukuoka, Japan, October 15, 1948

From Alr Force Project Bluebook files comes the material summarized here
for this officially UNIDENTIFIED case involving airbornc-radar and air-visual
observation of an unconventional "bullet-shaped" object. At 11:05 p.m. LST,

a USAF F-61 Black widow fighter, with crew of pilot and radar observer, fly-
ing near Fukuoka, obtained a radar pickup on an unknown target at an altitude
of around 6000 ft, and an initial range of about 10 miles. The total encounter,
occupying a period of about ten minutes, is too complex to describe in full
detail here. The Bluebook file on it, about a quarter-inch thick, contains a
nunber of different intelligence reports that are not mutually compatible on
certain quantitative details (closure distances, ctc.). Briefly, a total of
six radar passes were made, and each time the F-61 closed to about 4000 yards,
whereupon the unknown accelerated suddenly from about 200 mph to an estimated
1200 mph. The original report from Far East Air Porces intelligence sources
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states that the unknown "had a high rate of acceleration and could go almost

straight up or down out of radar elevation limits...There was sufficient mcon-
light to permit a silhouette to be discerned although no details were
observed." The F-61 crew thought it possible that the six passes might have

been made on two separate unknowns, but this was inferential.

Another portion of the official file includes a FEAF followup report,
describing some other points: "When the F-61 approached within 12,000 ft the
target executed a 180° turn and dived under the F-61. The F-61 attempted to
dive with the target but was unable to keep pace...It is bclieved that the
object was not lost from the scope due to normal skip null-zones common to
all radar equipment. The pilot and observer feel that it was the high rate
of speed of the object which enabled it to disappear so rapidly." And still
another document in the Bluebook file on this UNIDENTIFIED describes the
visual sighting made at one juncture: "At time of only visual sighting tar-
get was on a level with observing aircraft. Under night visibility all that
was visible was a silhouette. Type of tail stabilizers is unknown. General
classification - very short body giving a stubby appearance. Canopy, if
was formed into aircraft body to give the object cleancut lines and
was not discernible." The estimated size was 20-30 feet, and an accompanying
sketch shows it as having a sharply cut-off tail ("bullet-shaped"). No
exhaust was seen. The moon was nearly full on that night, and the airmen saw
the outline against a moonlit cloud,
radar stations at Shigamo-Shima and Fukae-Shima had the F-61 on their scopes
intermittently as i1t moved in and out of ground clutter, but at no times
obtained a radar-return from the unknown.

Ruppelt® states that the Fukuoka sighting was one of the first UFO cases
where an UNIDENTIFIED was seen on a radarscope; but many have since attained
that distinction. Indeed, when one reads the full text of the 1953 Robertson
Panel, one of the arresting points is the evident concern with the large
number of "radar fast-tracks" already on record by that date. Despite the
exlstence 1n USAF records of a number of UNIDENTIFIEDS seen on radar (often
with both airborne and ground radar and sometimes also with ground- and air-
visual sightings in accord), members of a Congressional Armed Services Com-
mittee investigation, ingquiring into the UFO problem after the 1966 Michigan
"swamp gas" episode, were told on April 5,
"We have no radar cases which are unexplained", when Congressman Schweiker
raised that pertinent question. Dr. J. A. Hynek, Air Force scientific con-
sultant for then 18 years, present in the hearing-room, did not correct this
misinformation given to concerned Congressional inquirers.

present,

Case 4. Gulf of Mexico, December 6, 1952

Just to cite briefly another example of a radar-visual sighting in the
official UNIDENTIFIED category, one might mention the December 6, 1952 air-
berne sighting by the crew of an Air Force B-29 flying over the Gulf of
Mexico at 18000 ft in bricht moonlight. (See 7 for further details.) A
total of over a half-dozen separate unknowns, seen on the B-29 radarscopes
and by crewmen watching out side-blisters, passed at high speed (some speeds
roughly estimated at 5000 mph from blip displacements). Some of them were
seen below the flight altitude, and others maneuvered in most unconventional
patterns (sudden course-reversals). No meteor explanation would fit the
visual sightings, and ground-return effects are essentially out of the ques-
tion by virtue of the high altitude and by the features of the atmospheric
lapse rate at the time and arca of the unusual sighting. It remains an

UNIDENTIFIED in USAF files.

they stated in their report. USAF ground-

1966, by the USAF Bluebook officer,
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Case 5. Washington National Airport, July 19 and 26, 1952

Many more Bluebook file reports that are in the "explained” category
also involve radar-tracking of intriguing nature, but have been tagged with
a variety of other identifications. One of the msot famous is the 1952 epi-
sode near Washington National Airport (July 19 and 26, 1952). I shall not
give an account of it here (see for example Hall or Ruppelt or Ref. 1), but
only remark that my own analysis of the radiosonde data for those two nights
leads me to diametrically opposite conclusions from those that have remained
the official views for fifteen years. There were only very weak inversions
and molsture gradients present on those nights, incapable of causing the
striking radar and visual effects reliably reported. I have recently inter-
viewed five of the CAA controllers and four pilots involved in that sighting
and can only say that it is a case of extremely great interest - fully deserv-
ing the national-headline treatment it got in 1952.

Further measure of the limited knowledge of the actual history of UFO

investigations held by the USAF personnel charged with UFO responsibilities

can be found in the same April 5, 1966 testimony previously cited. (See
H.D. 55, Hearing by Committee on Armed Services, HR, 89th Congress, 2d
Session, 4/5/66, p. 6075). Congressman Stratton asked Bluebook Officer

Quintanilla: "Was there not a sighting, back it seems to me in 1947, when
an object was observed on radar, either at National Airport or Bolling, both
coming in and going out? It seems to me there was also a visual sighting
that went along with that...Is this in your records at all?" Now, almost
anyone who had attempted a serious study of UFO history would immediately
recognize that Mr. Stratton, albeit confused about his recollected details,
was asking of the famous Washington National sightings of July, 1952. Yet
the incumbent Bluebook officer replied, "I am sure that if the sighting was
reported to the Air Force it is on record, but I am not aware of this parti-
cular one, sir." Dr. Hvnek did not offer correction, if he was aware that
correction was needed.

Some months later, after I had been at Project Bluebook, studied their
file on this important case, recomputed the refractive-index gradients to
assess the Air Force claims that anomalous propagation effects caused the
radar returns (numerous objects moving with variable speeds, high acceler-
ations) and weighed official claims that optical refraction anomalies caused
the visual reports (mainly from pilots flying well above the weak ground-
inversion and sighting some of the objects maneuvering even above their
flight altitudes), I asked Air Force consultant Hynek how he could have per-
mitted those incorrect radar "explanations" to be passed on to press, public,
and Congress for all these years. His reply was in the form of a gquestion:
"How could I set myself up against all those radar experts from Washington?"
This led me to comment that it should have taken him only about one or two
weeks of study of standard radar-propagation references to become fully con-
versant with all relevant radar details, and that homework ought to have been
done by him twenty years ago, in view of his UFO consulting obligations. It
is, I fear, such casual failure to really close with the puzzling nature of
the UFO problem that has left it in limbo for twenty years. And all of that
time, Pentagon press statements gave repeated assurances that real expertise
was at work proving the correctness of the Air Force position as to misiden-
tified natural phenomena. It is a very distressing and a very unbelievable
story, which is only faintly hinted by the brief remarks that can be made
here. But from the point of view of deserved international scientific atten-
tion to the UFO problem, candid criticisms of the USAF handling of this
problem seems necessary to make clear that there has never been any in-depth
UFO study within the U. S. Hence, I now wish to put myself on record once

again as characterizing most of the past 15 years of Bluebhook work as

AHVHHYIGHO&G?VHHDINOH&AdODOiOHd



1¢C

sclentifically incompetent and superficial. Yet it has done the trick: it
has kept all of us unconcerned about the UFO prokblem.

Conspiracy? No, not as I see it. Foulup.

Case 6. Near Barcelona, Spain, September 10, 1967

Over the past twenty years, airline pilots and flight crews have been

a continuing source of scientifically puzzling UFO reports. One of the
ecarliest, still carried by Bluebook as one of its UNIDENTIFIEDS, is a
July 4, 1947 UAL sighting near Boise?. When some months ago I interviewed

Capt. E. J. Smith, pilot of the DC-3 from which the sighting was made at
sunset, shortly after takeoff, his opinion that the two formations of disc-
like objects that he, his co-pilot, and a stewardess had seen 20 years
earlier were no conventional aircraft seemed as strong as it had been when

he was interviewed by reporters in 1347. From Capt. Smith's sighting down

to the present, the class of airline-pilot reports has remained a most impor-
tant class because of obvious observer-credibility factors. Let me recapitu-
late a much more recent one.

Just before sunset on September 10, 1967, four crew members of an Air
Ferry Ltd. DC-6, bound for England from Majorca, sighted an unconventional
alrborne object about 60 miles NW of Barcelona, at 16,000 ft. A brief report
appeared in the Sept. 11 edition of the London Daily Express, independent
British investigators assembled further information, and one of the crew,

F/L Brian Dunlop, submitted a summary account to VFON headquarters (Volunteer
Flight Officers Network, a clearing-house in Denver for meteor, vehicle-
reentry, and other aerial-sighting reports).

When first sighted, according to Dunlop, the unkanown was about 30° to
the left of their northbound flight path, heading towards the west at an
altitude slightly above theirs. 1Its initial estimated distance was put at
a number of tens of miles as it crossed to their right, turned towards them,
and then approached after an apparent deceleration and a descending motion.
The shape of the metallic-appearing object resembled an inverted ice cream
cone, with a rounded base and pointed top. Dunlop stated, "There was a
definite solid object the like of which none of the four crew that saw it had
ever seen before, and we had been quick enough we could have got a good photo
of it." Capt. F. E. C. Underhill stated in another interview that the UFO
"must have been under control...it definitely altered course substantially."
The course alteration brought it on a head-on approach, but it passed under
the DC-6's starboard wing and disappeared to their south. The crew did not
alert any of the 96 passengers aboard in the total viewing time of about
2-3 minutes, not wishing to alarm them. Estimated speed of the object was
600-700 knots, whereas the ambient wind at flight level was only 10 knots
from the north. & check with Barcelona flight controllers indicated there
were no known aircraft in the area, but reports do not indicate if radar cover-
age was availlable.

The shape, the veering path, the passage under the aircraft's flight level
all rule out meteoric phenomena. That it was not a balloon was indicated not
only by the shape, but its reported motions do not match balloon behavior in
any obvious way. It would seem to be one more airline-reported unidentified

flying object.

Case 7. Peruvian coast, December 30, 1966

South America has been a source of extremely large numbers of UFO reports.
I have never been in a good position to evaluate the credibility and creden-

tials of witnesses in these reports and hence pass no present judgment on most
of them, but stress that thev warrant searching study. One rather interesting
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case that has been cross~checked sufficiently to appear well authenticated
involves observations by the 6-man flight-crew of a Canadian-Pacific Airlines

DC-8, who sighted an unconventionally behaving airborne object over the Peru-
vian coast as they headed northwest at 35,000 ft altitude on the indicated
date early in the morning (0300 LST). A report to VFON, and other reports in
the press and elsewhere, give salient features of the event.

Robert Millbank's report stated that the unknown was first spotted

Capt.
70° to the left of their flight path, at an estimated elevation angle of about
10°. There was a clear sky, with stars visible. At first detection, the

unknown seemed to consist of a pailr of lights of high luminosity, hovering for
perhaps a minute, and pulsating. It next moved down towards the plane, and
assumed a position off their left wing, seeming to pace the DC-8 for another

minute or two.

All six crewmen took turns looking at the unknown through various windows
to be positive that window-reflection effects were not involved. As the
unknown paced the aircraft, it appeared to be a pair of bright lights, sepa-
rated by 3-4°, and with some vaguely perceptible structure joining the lights,
according to some of the crew's accounts. Others felt that no interconnecting
structure was discernible, in the estimated 1-2 minutes that the object lay
off the port wing (at a distance that could not be reliably estimated, but was
felt to be of the order of perhaps a mile). A V-shaped pair of thin light
beams emanated from the object, pointing upwards initially, but downwards
later, according to Millbank's account. All passengers were asleep, and no

photographs were made.

Millbank stated that "in 26 years of flying I have never seen anything
like this before." Second Officer J. D. Dahl said, "...in my opinion, the
only answer to this sighting is a craft with speed and controllability unknown
Other sighting details will be omitted here. After a few minutes of
the object was seen to accelerate, pull away,
where it was lost in the

to us."
pacing to the DC-8's port side,
and climb rapidly out over the Pacific to the west,
distance.

Here, as in such a disturbingly large number of commercial airline UFO
reports that have been ignored or explained away during the past two decades,
one 1is hard put to give any conventional explanation. Clearly, unless one
throws out most of the sighting details provided by the six crewmen, it will
be guite unreasonable to call this unknown an aircraft, a balloon, a meteor,
a plasmoid, an hallucination, or any of the other frequently-invoked mis-

identifieds.
Case 8. Corning, California, July 4, 1967

At about 5:15 a.m., PDT, on the morning of July 4, 1967, at least five
witnesses (and reportedlv others not yet locatable) saw an object of uncon-
ventional nature moving over Highway 5 on the edge of Corning, California.
Hearing of the event from NICAP, I began searching for the witnesses and
eventually telephone-interviewed four. Fress accounts from the Corning Daily
Observer and Oakland Tribune afforded further corroboration.

Jay Munger, operator of an all-night bowling alley, was drinking coffee
with two police officers, James Overton of the Corning force and Frank Rakes
of the Orland force, when Mungcr suddenly spotted the object out the front
windows of his bowling alley. In a moment all three were outside observing
what they each described as a dark gray oval or disc-shaped object with a
bright light shining upwards on its top and a dimmer light shining downward
A dark gray or black band encircled the mid-section of
it lay almost due west, at a distance that

from the underside.
the object. When first sighted,
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they estimatecd at a guarter of a mile (later substantiated by independent
witnesses viewing it at right angles to the line of sight of the trio at
the bowling alley). It was barely moving, and seemed to be only a few
hundred feet above terrain. The dawn light illuminated the object, but not
so brightly as to okscure the two lights on top and bottom, they stated.

thinking to get an independent observation from a different part
returned almost immediately to telephone his wife; but she never
saw 1t for reasons of tree-obscuration. At my reguest, Munger re-enacted the
telephoning process to form a rough estimate of elapsed time. He obtained a
time of 1-1.5 minutes. This time is of interest because, when he completed
the call and rejoined Overton and Rakes, the object had still moved only a
short distance south on Hignway 5 (about a quarter of a mile perhaps), but
then quickly accelerated and passed off to the south, going out of their
sight in only about 10 seconds, far to their south.

Many skeptics reasonably enough ask why there are not many good photo-
graphs of UFCs. This is a difficult gquestion to answer; certainly it is true
that when hoax photos or dubious photos are excluded, one seems to have left
a dismayingly small number of good UFO photos after 20 years of UFO sightings.
A factor that may often be involved i1s that even those witnesses who do have
loaded cameras nearby may not recover from their surprise bhefore the object is
Officer Overton stated to me in my telephone interview that he had
binoculars and a loaded camera in his patrol car, only a few tens of feet from-
the parking-lot spot where he stood gazing at the object, yet he was so
stunned by the unprecedented nature of what he was seeing that it never occur-
red to him to run for his camera. Munger's phoning-time check suggests that
this failure to think of his camera lasted over an interval of about a minute

and a half.

Paul Heideman, of Fremont, California, was driving south on Highway 5 at
the time of the above sighting, along with a friend, Robert King. I located
Heideman and obtained from him an account of his observation made from a point
on the highway north of Corning. He saw the light from the object, and had
it in sight for an estimated three minutes, as it headed south, and then
veered east (a turn not seen from the more restricted viewing point of the
bowling-alley parking lot). Heideman said that, when first seen, it lay almost
straight down Highway 5, serving to check the estimate of the other observers
a few city blocks to their west.

that the object lay only a
The weather was clear, no haze, no wind, according to the witnesses.
n He

Munger's concise comment was, "I've never seen anything like it before.
estimated its "diameter" at perhaps 50-100 ft, and its vertical thickness as
perhaps 15-20 ft, with some kind of edge (band) perhaps 5-10 ft thick. No

sound was ever heard. Overton stated to me that he had no idea what it was,

but that "there was no doubt 1t was a craft of some sort."”

Here one has a daylight sighting by at least five witnesses from two
viewing points, lasting for many tens of seconds. The object exhibits opacity
plus light-scurces. Its motion varies from near-hovering to high speed. It
is seen over an azimuthal range of almost 90° by the three observers who got
the closest locok, vet no wings or empennage is seen. What is it? TLack of
sound at as close a range as a qguarter-mile and in the quiet of the early
morning in a small town rules out a helicopter; lack of wings rules out a
conventional aircraft. Balloons, meteors, meteorological-optical effects,
the rest of the constellation of freguently-invoked explanations do not appear
It appears necessary to describe the object as an

testimony. The

Munger,
cf Corning,

gone.
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Case 9. Kansas City, Kansas, August 12, 1961

Another such case, involving very much closer-range observation of a
craft-like object, is to be found in Bluebook files as an UNIDENTIFIED.
(USAF has repeatedly asserted, for 15 years, that in their unidentified
cases lies nothing that defies explanation "in terms of present-day science
and technology." Not so, I am obliged to say. I am making a special study
of Air Force UNIDENTIFIEDS, and would stress that there is a very large body
of phenomenology in those UNIDENTIFIEDS that most certainly defies explana-
tion in terms of today's science or today's technology! 1Indeed, ‘this is the
principal conclusion of the studies of all serious students of the UFO

problem.)

At about 9:00 p.m. on August 12, 1961, two college-age boys living in
Kansas City, Kansas, became involved in a close-range sighting of considerable
I have recently interviewed both of these witnesses, T. A. Phipps
and J. B. Furkenhoff. They were driving towards Furkenhoff's home in Phipps'
open~top convertible near 0ld Mission High School on 50th Street. Furkenhoff
sighted the object first and had been watching it for some time before he
called it to Phipps' attention. It seemed to be hovering, by that time, at
perhaps 50-100 ft altitude over a point only a few city blocks away. It
appeared to have lights all around its lower edge, and made no sound then or

later.

They drove almost directly under it and looked up at its base, where it
hovered over houses whose residents were evidently unaware of the presence of
the object, since no other persons were seen out of doors by the two boys.

No wings, tail or propellers were visible, and no exhaust or noise was per-
ceptible. The lights around its underside were yellowish and had a neon-glow
character, according to Phipps. It was the complete lack of sound that even-'
tually made them uneasy after a total viewing-time that they estimated at

They did not get out of the convertible, from which they had

Phipps could not recall whether he stopped his engine.

that of "a football field" when they were
interrogated by USAF personnel in 1961 (Bluebook file account), but when I
interviewed them in early 1968, they put it at more like 100 ft across. It
was opaque, solid, and obscured the sky above, which was cloudless according
to the Bluebook data. The Blueboock file report indicated that its shape was
compared to that of a "sled with running boards", yet neither witness, when
I guestioned them, had the slightest idea how such a description was filed by
the interrogating personnel. Their recollections differed as to shape:
Phipps recalled it as disc-shaped, while Furkenhoff recalled it as a rounded

interestl?,

several minutes.
a quite adequate view.

The size was estimated at

cylinder.
After about 3-4 minutes of observing the silently hovering object, their
uneasiness was broken by the sudden departure of the object. It accelerated
from a stationary position and climbed away out of sight in a time of only a
few seconds, each witness agreed. The precise climb-out path was recalled
somewhat differently by the two witnesses. The 1961 Air Force interview
recorded the climb-out as beginning with a directly vertical ascent followed
by an inclined departure path to the east.
They each told their parents, and Phipps' mother asked a friend who was on
active Air Force duty, a Maj. John Yancer, to phone the Richards-Gebaur AFB
near Kansas City. He was told that an unidentified had been seen on radar,
and so he urged that the boys be interviewed by USAF personnel. Telephone
interviews were accomplished the next day, but no further USAF interrogation
in the ensuing half-dozen years was ever carried out. This, despite the fact
that it was put in the UNIDENTIFIED category at Bluebook. Such lack of
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followup of even the most intriguing UNIDENTIFIED cases 1s almost the rule,
lhot the exception; this systematic failure to pursue UFO reports is only one
of many disturbing facets of the USAF investigations since 1953.

The August 1961 sighting is not readily explained. Economy of ecxpression
suggests calling the object an unconventional machine-like object exhibiting
performance characteristics well beyond the state of the art. I must say it
also seems to defy explanation in terms of present-day science and technology,
to use the Air Force's threadbare phraseology.

Case 10. Moe, Australia, February 15, 1963

To maintain a certain international tone, in keeping with the title of my
remarks, I close with another interesting sighting made in a distant area.
With the aid of the Melbourne VFSRS group, I was able to interview Australian
farmer Charles Brew and his son Trevor last summer. They operate a small dairy
farm east of Melbourne, near Moe, Vic. My interview was carried out in the
milking shed where Brew and his son were working at about 7:00 a.m. on Feb.
1963, when an unusual object swooped down nearby.

=
(9]
~

It was already light on this summer morning, although rainclouds lay over-
Trevor was working in a part of the milking shed where his view of the

head.
eastern sky was obscured and he did not see the object during its short-dura-
tion passage nearby. Charles Brew, however, was standing in an opening, with

a full view to the eastern sky when the object descended towards his shed and
cattle-pens at an angle that he put at about 45°. The object might be loosely
described as a domed disc, estimated by Brew at 25 ft in diameter, gray in
color except for a transparent dome on top. Around the circumference of the
object he saw an array of scoop~like or bucket-like vanes or protuberances.

As the object swooped down, almost as if to land on the hillside nearby,
the cattle and horses reacted in violent panic which Brew described (in his
own terms) as unprecedented. It descended to an altitude that he judged to
be 75-100 feet, as estimated by the height of a tree near its point of minimal
altitude. Then, after seeming to hover near the tree for a few seconds, it
began a climb at roughly 45°, continuing on its westward course and passing up

into the c¢loud deck again.

The dome was not rotating, but the central section and bottom portion
appeared to be rotating at about once per second, Brew judged. The spinning
motion caused the protuberances (Brew thought) to generate the swishing noise,
somewhat like a turbine noise, that was clearly audible not only to Brew but
also to Trevor, located inside the shed and not far from a Diesel unit power-
ing the milking machines. The sound was even audible over the latter local
noise-sources, Trevor stated.

It took some time to recover the animals that had bolted,
already inside the fenced area were strongly disturbed for some time.
stated to me that it was many days before any of his cattle would walk over
the part of the hillside pasture over which the object had momentarily

Brew himself reported an uncommon headache persisting for a number
but whether this was fortuitous cannot be con-

and those
Brew

hovered.
of hours after the incident,
cluded.

Brew has been interviewed many times by Australian UFO investigators
reasons being found to discount his unusual sighting. My reaction
to Brew was similar. It is unfortunate that the son was not in position to
confirm the sighting, but he confirms the unusual sound ("like a diggerydoo",
as Brew put it). The object is similar in its general features and size to
that seen by a witness I interviewed in New Zealand, Mrs. Eileen Moreland.
1959 observation, like Brew's, and like that of many other UFO

without any

Her July 13,
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witnesses, 1is extremely, difficult to explain in present-day scientific

or technological terms.
* X %

The foregoing Constitute ten UFC cases from fairly widely ranging geo-
graphical areas, and spanning almost two decades of time. They are intended
to be illustrative but not "representative", since one of the baffling
features of UFO reports (easily scocffed out of court by the skeptic) is the
remarkable variety of shapes, sizes, and maneuvers reported. No mere sample
of ten cases can glve any feeling for that puzzling range of UFO phenomenology.
Nor can a mere ten cases out of the thousands that now are on record in offi-
cial or unofficial files convince a properly skeptical scientist that we are
dealing here with extraterrestrial surveillance (the hypothesis that my
studies suggest as most likely). One must carefully examine not tens but
hundreds of such reports before the weight of evidence is seen in some per-

spective. The difficulty has been that very few scientists have carried out
such examination to date, and hence the low a prioril probability of extra-
terrestrial surveillance leads most scientists to discount such a possibility.
Hence, the above ten illustrative cases are only intended to convey a
general impression of the puzzlement that inheres in so many UFO reports,
suggest that pcssibly we do have here a problem of considerable sgcientific
interest. In my own opinion, the UFO problem may be the greatest scientific
problem of our times; but I do not expect ten cases to convince doubters. I
was most certainly not convinced by the first ten good cases I had checked.
But I was guite intrigued, and hence kept checking. Many more scientists must
do the same and add the weight of their opinion pro and con the extraterres-

trial hypothesis. . g
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Alternatives to the Extraterrestrial Hypothesis

The UFO problem is one for which prudence dictates a studied application
of Chamberlain's "method of multiple hypotheses”". Since I have in previous
discussions!s® cataloged the eight alternative hypotheses under which I like
to scrutinize UFO data, I shall not recapitulate them here. When I say to
you that my present position, based on months of study of UFO cases and UFO
investigations, 1s one of favoring the hypothesis that UFOs are some form of
extraterrestrial surveillance devices, I am saying that I feel that all of
the obviously competing alternative hypotheses seem inadequate; by a process
of elimination I come to the extraterrestrial hypothesis, as have others.

Although argument by elimination is logically sound, it is not the type
of argumentation that scientists like to see used in a difficult proklem.
They much prefer positive arguments. The reason for this preference is
simple enough: Success of argument by elimination demands that you have in
your initial set of considered hypotheses all possible hypotheses, and one
may not be so clever or so unbiased as to start from that point. With respect
to UFOs, to put it in simple terms, one would prefer "solid evidence" - in
the form of a tail fin, a jettisoned "motor", a crashed UFO, a lot of good
photos, etc. Such positive evidence does not seem to exist, despite stories
to the contrary. That there seem to be no crashed UFOs can be whimsically
explained away by asserting that "they" seem to have attained Zero Defects.
Droll, but scarcely overwhelming argumentation (even 1f it might prove

essentially correct).

lHoaxes, illusions, hallucinations, frauds and fabrications must con-
tinually be considered, with frauds and fabrications by far the most trouble-
some from the viewpoint of report-evaluation. Suggestions that UFOs are
advanced vehicles of a secret terrestrial technology seem absurd when one
scrutinizes UFO reports and then examines the nature and state of advancement
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of global technologies. I omit further comment here because I feel sure
that CASI members need no long arguments on that hypothesis.

The leading alternative to the extraterrestrial hypothesis seems to be
that of "misidentified natural phenomena", viewed in terms broad enough to
include misidentified conventional aircraft, satellites, balloons, etc. The
Bluebook position has for years been that UFOs are almost entirely such
and Bluebook has repeatedly asserted that their small per-
centage of UNIDENTIFIEDS would fall into that category if more adequate data
were at hand. I do not agree, after studying hundreds of their cases. Rather,
I say that adequate and open-minded scientific scrutiny of the roughly 12,000
UFO cases now on file at Air Force Bluebook Project would probably raise the
percentage of UNIDENTIFIEDS from the acknowledged few per cent (figure varies
from year to year) to perhaps 30-40 per cent. An extremely important point
to recognize 1is that intelligence personnel at the airbase levels from which
the bulk of Bluebook's reports originate simply do not bother to go through
the gquintuplicate-filing process on any UFO report that they feel involves
somebody seeing Venus, or seeing a strobe-light, or an aerial reconnaissance
plane, etc. They operate with a degree of airbase-level flexibility on UFO
reporting that serves effectively to filter out the obvious misidentifieds
(as well as a lot more, I fear). Few persons sense this important point. The
system is so loosely organized and depends so much on the interest and zeal of
the individual base intelligence personnel that some obvious misidentifieds do
get up to Bluebook, but by no means the large numbers that one might guess.
The net result is that the Bluebook files are fascinating - not boring as I
suspect many USAF officials with little scientific training think to be the

"misidentifieds”,

case.
In addition to being fascinating, I found the Bluebook files to be

extremely irritating, because after looking at the reported observational
material one next looks at the official "explanation", and from a scientific
viewpoint there is usually an unbelievable gap between the report-content and
the official categorization. When one then tries to guery, on scientific
grounds, the USAF personnel responsible for those categorizations, one finds
he cannot engage in anything like a scientific disCussion because scientif-
ically skilled personnel are not involved in the Bluebook operation. It is
entirely clear that this has been true for the past fifteen years; and still
earlier cases unfortunately point in the same direction, even back in the

1952 period of temporarily energetic investigatory work.

So, when one hears that the USAF position is that the bulk of the UFO
reports they get are misidentifieds, it is necessary to probe much further
to get at the truth.

Reflections and Mirages ~ Menzel's Views
it is not only Bluebook that stresses misidentifieds. For about

former Director of Harvard College Observatory,
His

However,

15 years, Dr. D. H. Menzel,
has been saying that UFO reports fall almost entirely in that category.

two books!ls/13, other writings, and many television and lecture discussions
have invariably emphasized that position. It has been of particular scien-
tific interest to me that a majority of his alternative explanations fall
within my own area of interest, atmospheric physics. Conseqguently I have
examined his arguments rather carefully and must say that they do not at all
convince me. Since I have cited specific examples and discussed specific
objects elsewhere!’®, I shall not give numerous examples here.

But one category of Menzel's explanations that has evidently influenced
Rluebook thinking of recent years (since similar exXplaining shows up in

d
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official files} deals with "reflection” cof light from atmospheric inversions
and "haze lavers." Menzel's explanation of the August 20, 1949, Las Cruces
N.M., sighting by Dr. Clyde Tombaugh 1s a case in point (11, p. 266). Menzel
argues that lights from windows on scome house, reflected off an elevated
inversion layer produced the appearance of six yellowish rectangles that
along with two members of his fumily, saw shooting across the sky
in that famous sighting. Tombaugh first spotted the geometric array of six
pale-yellow rectangles almost directly overhead. Menzel suggests that they
were reflections of window lights on an inversion layer at which haze had
collected (despite Tombaugh's strong emphasis on the unprecedented transpar-
ency of the air that night!). Since only collimated beams like searchlight
beams can yield distinct spots on haze layers, one seems left only with the
notion that when Menzel says "reflection" he means just that. Letus examine
the possibility that atmospheric inversion layers could yield perceptible
reflectivity at near-normal incidence such as would have to be involved if

Menzel's suggestion 1s to be acceptable.

For ideally sharp refractive index discontinuities, the Young-Fresnel
egquation (see, for example, 14, p. 420) gives the reflectivity R across a
discontinuity between two media of relative refractive index n as

R=[(n-1)/(n + 1)]°2

for normal incidence. Even for off-normal incidence angles out to several
tens of degrees, the order of magnitude of R is well-estimated by that famil-
iar optical relation. Menzel's qualitative discussions about how UFO appari-
tions stem from reflection off atmospheric discontinuities frequently involve
such near-normal incidence. Hence the gquestion becomes that of asking abcut
how large n can become. For visible light in air at NTP, the refractive index
relative to a vacuum is about 1.0003, and temperature effects across an inver-
sion boundary (even if idealized as mathematically sharp) make changes only

in about the fifth or sixth decimal place of that parameter. Clearly, then,
one will make a gross overestimate of R to go the extreme case of an "inver-
sion" separating standard air from a perfect vacuum, (.¢., by inserting into
the Young-Fresnel relation the magnitude n = 1.0003. The result is seen to

be roughly R = 10-7

This negligibly small reflectivity could not conceivably yield window-reflec-
tions of the type adduced by Menzel to account for sightings such as Tombawh's,
despite its grossly overestimating the actual "inversion-layer" reflectivity
that might be encountered in the real atmosphere. Such quantitative consider-
ations are what are not found 1in Menzel's defense of his discussions of UFO
misidentifications, even in areas where his particular professional background
ought to have made him sense the orders of magnitude likely to be involved.

In the February issue of Air Force/Space Digest'® will be found a Letter
discussing an observation of an odd aerial apparition seen by Lt. Col. R. G.
Hill, and treated by AF/5D as an example of UFO reports that are explainable
if only one looks far enough. I have spoken with Col. Hill to get a few
further details and can only wonder if Menzel's "inversion-reflection” ideas
and Bluebook's misuse of the same have not misled Hill and the editors of
AFP/0D.  The four luminous discs which Hill saw on a November evening a half
dozen years ago are tentatively explained in Hill's communication as "Possibly
the result of some atmospheric phenomenon that caused two interfacing layers
of air to reflect the light from a nearby source such as the mercury vapor
lamps illuminating the parking lot at the shopping center where these objects
appeared.” As I have stated to Col. Hill and to 4f/.0, this 1is quantitatively
guite out of guestion, Menzel's and Bluebook's arguments notwithstanding.

Tombaugh,

Indeed, everyday experience with window-glass, whose refractive index
relative to air is about 1.5, ought to have served to prevent the widespread
misimpression concerning UFOs caused by "inversion-reflections." Window-glass
gives an unimpressive normal-incidence reflectivity of about 4 per cent; yet

AHVHHY]GHO&GTVHHDIMOH&AdODOLOHd
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it is obvious that it must be orders of magnitude more reflective than adjoin-
ing alr layers could ever be.

That type of UFO explanation is being so seriously misapplied, by Blue-
book staff and consultants, that I believe it may be well to carry the counter-
arguments one step closer to the real atmosphere, for deserved emphasis. One
never actually deals with mathematically sharp index-discontinuities in the
earth's atmosphere, only with layers across which density may vary in some
smooth, even if locally steep manner. For such "transition layers" in the
index distribution, one cannot apply the Young-Fresnel equation. The mathe-
matical problem is generallv guite difficult, but Rayleigh!® has found one
model that permits useful mathematical analysis of wave-propagation at the
kind of inversions that can occur in our atmosphere.

To give great benefit of doubt to inversion-reflection, one might imagine
an inversion layer of such meteorologically improbable intensity that the air
above the layer was 20°C hotter than that below, and in which all of this
absurdly large temperature jump was concentrated within a transition layer of
the unreasonably small thickness of a mere 1 centimeter.
intense inversions are not known in the atmosphere, so I shall still be seri-
ously overestimating reflectivities by applying the Rayleigh theory to such a
case. The computed reflectivity, again treating normal incidence, is found to

be
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R = 10719
I repeat; even this is an overestimate by a very large margin of what to expec

in the real atmosphere.

Mirage phenomena are very real; but involve angles of incidence so far
from near-normal that the small, but significant, gradients across real inver-
sions do give refractive anomalies of readily perceptible magnitude. But
one's line of sight must strike the inversion layers at almost grazing angle
(order of only tens of minutes departure from the horizontal in most in-
stances), whereas Menzel has treated miraging in his UFO discussions as if it
could occur with lines of sight that often depart by many degrees from the

horizontal, which is quantitatively absurd.

I could discuss other aspects of atmospheric physics that seem to me to
be mishandled in Menzel's treatment of UFOs, but wish to turn to another,
newer effort to account for many UFO reports in terms of another alleged type
of atmospheric-physical phenomena - "plasma-UFOs", as recently discussed by

Klass.

AIVIEIT G¥0d qTvyan

Corona, Ball Lightning, and Plasma-UFOs - Klass's Views

In working from the method of multiple hypotheses, one needs to look in
all directions for possible alternatives. Quite early in my own examination
of the UFO problem, I was confronted by colleagues at the University of
Arizona with challenges on the ground that UPFOs could be some unrecognized
form of plasmoid. For example, scientists at our Lunar and Planetary Labora-
tory proposed that, since the wake of an entering meteoroid is a plasma and
since a meteoroid sets up a highly turbulent wake-flow, perhaps vortical
motions on the meteor-wake boundary could spin off masses of incandescent
plasma that descend into the lower atmosphere and are reported as a UFO.
pointed out seemingly insuperable difficulties centering around rapid ion-
recombination and buoyancy of hot plasmoids that would have made it most
improbable that any such plasmoids could penetrate from entry-levels to the
near-surface levels where innumerable "UFOs” have been reported. But mainly
I stressed the more basic point that the type of UFO reports that are provoc-
ative are not mere balls of luminosity but structured objects described by

seemingly guite credible witnesses as resembling machines of some type.

I
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Klass' Plasma-UFO Theory. I reiterate that latter strong objection to
the "plasma-UFQO" concept when I turn next to the recent writings of Aviation
Week Senior Avionics Editor, Philip J. Klass. My most basic objection to the

position he is now defending concerning plasma~UFOs is that I feel he does
not confront the fact that the interesting UFO reports do not involve hazy,
glowing amorphous masses, but involve reportedly sharp-edged objects often
exhibiting discernible structural details, carry discrete lights or port-

like apertures, and maneuver for time-periods and in kinematical patterns that
are extremely difficult to square with his plasma-UFO hypothesis. And to that
objection I add the same one I raise agalnst so much of Menzel's UFO argumen-—
tation - it fails to deal guantitatively with parts of the argument that are,
in terms of existing scientific knowledge, amenable to guantitative analysis.

(May I interject here that my just-cited objection can and should be
turned against my own position as to the extraterrestrial hypothesis on the
grcounds that we do now know something about prospects of intcerstellar travel
and certain guantitative objections about propulsion difficulties can be
raised against such travel. Indeed - and many have already cited these quan-
titative difficulties, including Purcell, von Hoerner, and Markowitz. I
reiterate (see 1, 8) that my lame yet not necessarily invalid defense is that
we may not yet know all there is to know about the technology of interstellar
travel and hence our attempts at quantitative assessment of the extraterres-
trial surveillance hypothesis may be inconclusive. Beyond that I cannot go.)

Klass has developed his position in two magazine articles!” and a just~
published book!®. He does not assert that all UFOs are plasma-UFOs; other
misidentifications contribute, he feels. But he does argue that most student
of the UFO problem (and he specifically cites me as an example) seem to have
missed the "plasma fingerprint" which he sees in so much of the UFO evidence.
He disclaims any view that the UFO problem is a "nonsense problem"; rather he Z&
suggests that it is one of keen scientific interest because it comprises a
body of phenomena from which careful study of the plasma-hypothesis will
generate valuable new knowledge of atmospheric physics and atmospheric elec-
tricity.

Now one puzzling and far from understood phenomenon of atmospheric elec-
tricity that does seem to lie in the plasma category is "ball lightning",
which, for brevity, will be identified here as BL. Only within about the past
decade has BL been admitted as a real phenomenon rather than some kind of
illusion. 1In this sense, the history of BL studies is amusingly parallel to
that of UFOs. It can be stated unequivocally that, in 1968, students of
atmospheric electricity have not yet succeeded in developing an adequate
theoretical understanding of the baffling phenomena reported under this head-
ing. The fact that BL reports, like UFO reports, come largely from untrained
observers who happen suddenly to become witnesses to the phenomenon hampers
data-gathering. Also, it is sufficiently uncommon that it has been discourag-
ing to try to set up special recording systems to gather instrumental data on
the phenomenon (as is true also for UFOs). And the range of BL behavior
characteristics is so wide that no single mathematical model has fit very
satisfactorily the reported effects as well as the known atmospheric electri-
cal facts. As I noted earlier above, there even exist parallels to the UFO
problem in the sense that a semantic difficulty arises: One is not at all
sure, in looking at published summaries of BL reports, that one is dealing
with a single phenomenon. One suspects that, mixed into the alleged BL
sample, are some other quite different phenomena, so that one may be trying
to explain more than necessary.
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summaries of BL remorts have been given by Brandl?, Dewan??, Rayle?! and
McNally“4; and others have published accounts of smaller numbers of individual

’

reports. BL models have been discussed by so many workers that no catalog of
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individual papers is in order here. Dewan‘?® has presented a brief summary
of models developed up to about 19%¢3, and other notions are to be found in
a volume edited by Coroniti-". None of these models, or those subsequently

offered by others such as Uman and Helstrom®® can be viewed as entirely
satisfactory.

However, one major feature of reports and mathematical models is that
the majority of the former and all of the latter suggest that BL is a phenom-
enon closely related to ordinary thunderstorm lightning.

Fair-Weather Ball Lightning. The notion that "ball lightning” can be
generated in fair weather free of all thunderstorm activity has been
developed by Klass, and defended on the ground that, in the literature of
atmospheric electricity, one can find a half-dozen or so reports of lightning
discharges in clear air. He also defends it on the ground that, in some of
the above-cited summaries of BL reports, are luminous masses that were called
"ball lightning" by the witness or the data-collector, yet occurred in the
absence of thunderstorms. This is a confusing situation. We do not yet know
precisely what we shall mean by "ball lightning", do not know how Nature pro-
duces it, and have to concede that we may lump under that one heading phe-
nomena of diverse nature. To 1llustrate that, consider Klass' citing (18,

p. 121) an observation made from a USAF F-100 flying over the British Isles

at 11,000 ft near midday, where a luminous orange ball with a tail streaming
behind it "somewhat like a flaming meteorite” was sighted by the pilot under
clear~weather condition. Klass uses that observation to support his asser-
tions that BL can not only occur under clear-air conditions, but can move
through the atmosphere at relatively high speeds. But, one must emphatically
object, it is by no means obvious that it is correct to call this a BL report
Far more reasonable would be to call it an observation of a bright daylight
meteor, many of which are on record in the annals of meteoritics. The very
fact that the original account compares the tail to that of a meteorite ought
to prompt this identification in preference to the BL identification. I urge
you to read Klass' book in full to see if you do not agree that just such easy
slipping of a wide range of odd observations into his plasma category has led
his arguments seriously astray.* At no place in his book does he defend his
assumption that plasmoids can move through the atmosphere at speeds of hun-
dreds of meters per second, except in one special and guite interesting case -
when they are electrically attracted to aircraft bearing tribo-electrically
Let us examine that notion, therefore.

induced charges.

Attraction of Plasma-UFOs to Aircraft. Klass takes note of the fact that
UFOs have been seen following aircraft in flight, and proposes a theory to
explain this. Remarking that aircraft often develop strong net charges due to
contact with snow, rain, or dust particles, he suggests (18, p. 124) that "an
airplane having, say a strong positive charge comes within reaction distance

* The suggestion which Klass makes that BL can form under fair-weather condi-
tions is, like many of his other suggestions, shown to be guantitatively
absurd by some elementary computations. The fair-weather earth-air current

is known (28, p. 150) to average about 107!? amp/m?, and the fair-weather
potential gradient averages about 100 V/m. If, then, we ask for the area of
the earth's surface over which we would have to collect current to have Joule-
heating within a slab, say, 100 meters deep in amount egual to a modest esti-
mate of 100 watts (e¢j. 25, where 1000 watts is taken as perhaps more repre-
sentative), we obtain an area of 10,000 km? as our answer! Obviously the
assumption of a slab 100 m deep was guite arbitrary, but it would seem to give
benefit of doubt to Klass' argument, so the figures suffice to make the notion
of fair-weather ball lightning seem rather far-fetched.
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of a plasma whose surface has a negative charge" with the result that "the
two will be attracted to each other, like two magnets..." He remarks that,
since the aircraft has far greater mass than the plasma, the latter "will be

drawn towards the aircraft rather than the reverse."
Is this subjected to any guantitative assay? No.

Let's examine that idea quantitatively here, then.

assume a spherical plasmoid, with the greatest allowable
surface charge density, namely, that which brings the surface electric field
intensity to the dielectric breakdown strength of air, E, of the order of
20,000 V/cm at typical aircraft altitudes. Similarly, let the aircraft be
roughly modelled as a sphere, also charged (with assumed opposite sign) to
that same breakdown 1limit (this will actually overestimate net aircraft
charge by something like an order of magnitude, giving more benefit to Klass'
assumed model). Since the surface charge density o will satisfy E = 470,
each object will then hold a charge Q = r?E (esu), where r is the object-
radius and E is taken as 20,000 V/cm = 65 esu/cm. If d is the separation of
the centers of aircraft and plasmoid, then the force F (cgs) acting between

the two entities 1is

For simplicity,

- L 2 22,32
F = 0,0/d r,fr B?/d

where subscripts a and p correspond, respectively, to aircraft and plasmoid.
For present rough purposes, we may generously set both radii equal to ten
meters, and we may let the plasmoid tag along behind the aircraft that is
dragging it, on Klass' hypothesis, through the air at a lag-distance 4 =
100 meters. We get, then, F = 4x107 dynes.

To fulfill Klass' assumed requirements, this Coulomb attraction F must
equal the effective aerodynamic drag force D, to which the fast-moving plas-
moid is subjected (if it is not to be torn apart or brought to rest). Call-
ing the drag coefficient C, the air density p, and the speed of aircraft and
the trailing plasmoid V, we have,

=~ L 2 2
D s p V Cﬂrp

F to determine the allowed airspeed V,
V2 = (ZrazEQ)/(ﬂpCd2).

Thus the radius of the UFO plasmoid disappears from the V-relation. Using

o = 7x107%g/cm?®, C £ 0.2 for the high PReynolds number regime here involved,
and the previously suggested values for the other parameters, we get

V £ 4x10? cm/sec = 9 mph

Thus, even upon assuming a large maximally-charged aircraft and plas-
moid, and limiting the trailing-distance to no more than 100 meters, we
obtain so low a value for the allowed V that it is absurd.

and setting D =

But the conclusions are even more negative for Klass' hypothesis than is
suggested by the limit V = 9 mph, since it is known from experience with air-
craft charging “%/27 that steady leakage of autogenous charges keep surface
field strengths down to values generally under 10%V/cm (a factor of twenty
lower than assumed above for the aircraft), and even that value would not be
found in flying through clear air free of snow or dust. And neither Klass
nor I have proposed any basis for assuming that his airborne plasmoids will

ke so
the breakdown limit,

benefit of doubt on that socre.

tactors,
at the pace of even a very slow walk by the Coulomb interactions which Klass

as assumed 1n the above calculation to give Klass full
When some allowance is made for those

decidedly non-neutral as to have surface charge densities anywhere near

it 1s seen that a plasmoid could not be drawn through the atmosphere
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invockes to fit his hypothesis of plasma-UFOs, hence his ideas on plasma-
UFOs pacing aircraft are quantitatively untenable. He states that they do
not come very close to the charged aircraft because the aircraft's "wind-
stream serves as a protective sheath", another gualitatively a+d hoe assump-
tion that can now be seen to be irrelevant.

In one of his articles!’, Klass explains inability of jet interceptors
to close on UFOs as resulting from the circumstance that aircraft and plasma
have the same charge, so that the interceptor repels the plasma-UFO and can
This 1s equally absurd.

Other objections could be raised: Klass fails to confront his hypoth-
esis with cases where UFCs were neither attracted to nor repelled by air-
craft, yet UFOs have made close passes coming from all relative directions
and exhibited many unusual maneuvers not fitting his model. For example, a
very famous UFO sighting, the July 24, 1948, Chiles-Wwhitted sighting over
Montgomery, Alabama, is briefly alluded to on p. 118 of his book, so Klass
must know that Chiles and Whitted saw the object (which they said had a
double row of windows, a length comparable to a B-29, a cherry-red wake, and
a blue glow from nose to tail along its undersurface) come almost directly

never catch up with it.

d
at their DC-3 on a near-collision course before it passed them and then did

an abrupt pullup before it disappeared. Coulomb attractions at work? Innu-
merable other aircraft-observed UFOs could be cited that would not fit Klass'
Coulomb-attraction model, even if it did make guantitative sense for trailing
UFOs. It can only be concluded that Klass has not provided an explanation
for why UFOs sometimes come near aircraft. T

Not only does Klass suggest that "highly charged aircraft” can attract
his plasma-UFOs, but also (18, p. 125-6) suggests that charged automobiles
attract "low-altitude UFOs". Then, carrying the idea to its full absurdity,
he proposes that a charged pedestrian "who encounters a very low-altitude
UFO may find it is drawn slowly toward him or that it backs off as he
The question of whether it shall be attracted or repelled
depends, Klass adds, on the sign of the charge of the UFO and that "of the
very slight charge on the person". To make such assertions without any
attempt at inserting numbers into the elementary calculations that disclose
their low plausihility 1s quite typical of Klass' book.

[It might be added, in this final version of the draft presented at the
Montreal CASI meeting, that my use of the figure 20,000 V/cm in my rough
check of Klass' aircraft-pacing model was challenged from the f£loor by
Klass. He stated that this figure must obviously be incorrect, for he had
information that helicopters flying over dusty terrain can be charged up to
500,000 volts (see 18, p. 171). As I pointed out by way of clarification,
Klass was confusing "volts" with "volts per centimeter"; and to reconcile
his figure with mine we need only be sure that the helicopter had a clear-
ance above ground of at least 25 cm (since 25 cm multiplied by 20,000 V/cm
equals 500,000 volts). Here again, one is startled to encounter confusion
over such elementary electrical concepts. That the dielectric breakdown
strength of air is of order of 10,000 to 30,000 V/cm, depending on electrode

geometry and air pressure 1s certainly not open to question. ]

approaches it."

But onc case on which he appears to offer an idea of origin
is in connection with aircraft. Klass (see below) has the idea that pollu-
tion products exert a helpful influence in plasma-formation. Aircraft
engines emit pollution products. Therefore Klass suggests that pollutants,
along with the charges which he believes are collectec in the tip vortices
(18, p. 168), somehow form a plasma-UFO.

to equate UFOs.
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Let's go over that in more detail. First, to repeat, impact charging
of aircraft in clear, particle-free air is negligible. One must have rain,
snow, or dust impacting on the aircraft surfaces to generate strong auto-
genous charges “b/<7, so Klass is in sericus initial trouble on this score
alone. Furthermore, when an aircraft is undergoing such impact-charging,
what actually occurs is that the surface charge densities build up to an
equilibrium value such that the leakage-rate just eguals the charging rate.
(One great value of charge-dissipating whips on wing trailing edges 1is that
they boost the effective discharge rate to so high a value that the steady-
state values of total aircraft charge are low.) Under the steady state that
1s guickly attained on entering a dust or snow cloud, the air passing off the
wing has zero net charge, since thce lecakage charge just balances the residue
left over from the impact charging. Thus, Klass will not get plasmoids bear-
ing any significant net charge by such a process, so his aircraft-chasing
UFOs are not accounted fcr by the only model that he offers his reader to
get his plasmoids airborne.

But the difficulties are much more serious than absence of significant
net charge. To have a plasmoid in the usual sense of the term reqguires high
concentrations of free electrons, whereas all that will be sweeping off the
trailing edge of an aircraft wing when flown under conditions favoring charg-
ing (dust, snow, rain) will be "ions"” in the sense employed in atmospheric
electricity. All free electrons will attach to oxygens in microseconds; and
exhaust pollutants will further demobilize the small ions that are thus
formed. Between this and ordinary ion-recombination processes, nothing
remotely resembling a luminous plasmoid can possibly be expected to appear
within the trailing vortices of an aircraft. When Klass states (18, p. 168)
that "an aircraft could accumulate electrical energy and focus it into peri-
odic discharges which could create a plasma-UFO in its wake when conditions
were right," and then adds that these plasmoids would be left behind so that
"another pilot flying along the same airway a few minutes later might encoun-
ter a glowing plasma," he 1s using arguments that would collapse if he were
to try to put numbers into them. The temporal and spatial instability of
plasmoids is one of their most outstanding characteristics. Klass accounts
neither for their formation nor for their survival in this context of air-.

craft-related plasmas.

Diurnal Variations of UFUs. Klass suggests that UFOs are a mystery of
atmospheric electricity. Students of that subject will certainly find some
surprising mysteries of an atmospheric-electrical nature on pp. 164-167 18,

Klass cites Vallee's evidence for an evening maximum of low-altitude UFO
sightings, between 6 p.m. and 10 p.m., roughly. Klass notes that Brandl?
finds a diurnal peak freguency of BL sightings at 5 p.m. Klass feels that
this rough temporal correlation indicates a genetic relation between BLs and

UFOs. Meteorologists could suggest to him that a 5 p.m. peak in BL observa-

tions would match the generally late-afternoon peak of thunderstorm activity.
I believe that the early evening peak of UFO reports is the result of greater
likelihood of detecting a luminous object at night than a non-luminous object
by day. I gather that Klass shares some of the latter view; but he proceeds
to a further idea that plasmas are formed with diurnal peak freguency in the

early evening. The route by which he gets there is curious indeed.

First, he discusses the diurnal variation of the atmospheric electric
field-strength near the earth's surface and calls attention to a tendency
for most land-stations to have a maximun of field-strength near 7 p.m. He
glosses over the point that more UFOs are seen in summer than in winter, and

that during summer most land stations have a strong maximum of field strength
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in the mid-morning. But where his physics goes astray 1s that he mistakenly
attributes the peak field-strength to a concurrent maximum of radon gas that

produces much of the air-ionization in the lowest atmosphere.

The actual situation is?? that increased ionization would, per se,

increase the air's conductivity and thus dccrease the observed atmospheric

electric field strength - precisely the opposite of what Klass claims.
Briefly, the earth-ionosphere potential difference may here be treated as
constant (we may ignorc the well-known universal diurnal variation), whence
vertical current densities will remain sensibly constant so long as diurnal

factors only alter the conductivity in a relatively shallow air layer near
the earth's surface. But with constant current density, the atmospheric
electric field intensity must adjust itself to vary inversely with air con-
ductivity. Pollutants decrease air conductivity; ionization processes

The well-known evening increase in field intensity is due to
development of an evening low-level inversion that traps pollutants, the
pollutants attach small ions to generate large ions of low mobility, the
air conductivity consequently goes down, and the observed field intensity

must, to maintain fixed current density, go up.

increase 1it.

If radon-trapping were the dominating factor here, as Klass evidently
thinks, evening would be a time of minimal, not maximal, field-intensity!

He extrapolates the above to a claimed explanation for the higher fre-
guency of UFO sightings in rural areas vs. urban areas; but again it is
based on the above misconception of the role of inversions, so that this
deduction of Klass' is also invalid.

But even beyond the confusion engendered by Klass' thoroughly confusing
the physics of the diurnal variations of conductivity and potential gradient,
there lie further basic shortcomings that warrant emphasis. One must ask,
just what does he have in mind in talking about all this? How does it relate
to formation of luminous, active plasmas? Evidently the answer is to be
found on p. 166 (18), where he asserts that these cyclical variations of
"pollution and electrification" serve to set the stage "for the chance trig-
gering of a plasma-UFO by a corona discharge on a high-tension line or per-
haps by a brief power surge in a high-power TV or radio transmitter.

Let's examine these two categories separately.

One can only conclude that Klass believes that an increase of atmos-
pheric ionization by the small factor (less than about 2) which he had in
mind when he became confused over the foregoing diurnal-variation arguments
can exert an important "triggering" action on power-line corona. That he is
not clear as to the physics of corona~formation seems evident when he states
earlier (18, p. 22) that "under freak conditions an electrical avalanche
occurs." He must be unaware that corona discharge from power structures is
not dependent upon unusual concentrations of atmospheric ions but only upon
establishing sufficiently strong field strengths that the continually form-
(ejected by cosmic-ray or air-radioactivity bombardment of

shall be accelerated within one free path to energies
Being con-

ing free electrons

neutral air molecules)
sufficiently high to cause an additional impact-ionization event.

fused on this point, he draws the erroneous inference that if he could
account for some extra air-ionization, he'd account for extra "corona dis-
charge on a high-tension line." Also, coronas don't detach from power lines.

Next consider the idea of a "brief power surge in a high-power TV or
radio transmitter. A clear-channel radio broadcasting station is permitted
50,000 watt output. TV stations are typically operated at outputs in the

neighborhood of 150,000 watts, though some can legally emit as much as twice

this wattage. Let's take a generously large value of 300,000 watts for the
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power output from an elevated TV antenna, and, for wavelength reasons, we'll

be generous to Klass in assuming an effective emitting area of cnly 1 m?.
From the Poynting equation, we then wish to estimate the maximum electric
field strength prevailing near the antenna with a flux density of 3x10°
watts/m“. Since P = 1.3 x 1077E_? (P in watts/m", E, in V/m), we find by
this order-of-magnitude estimate that Ej * 150 Vv/cm. Even after allowing
for the reduction in dielectric strength of air at the radio freguencies
this generously high estimate of 150 V/cm 1s more than an order of
magnitude too low (in fact, probably about two orders of magnitude too low)
to initiate rf-breakdown and plasma-formation (see, ¢.v., 35, p. 185 and

36, p. 156). Thus, far more than "a brief power surge" will be required to
cause plasmas to appear around an antenna - and a mere two-fold variation

of air-ionization would be entirely inconsequential in abetting this improb-
able event. So Klass appears to be in difficulty here, too, even if he had
not made the prior mistakes with respect to the diurnal variations in atmos-

pheric-electrical parameters that led him into all this.

involved,

Alr Pollution as a Plasma Promoter. In the foregoing, there have now
been several allusions to an underlying idea that runs through much of Klass'
book: Air pollutants are alleged to aid in the formation of plasma-UFOs.
This is such a curious 1dea, and the source of this notion is treated so
casually by Klass (18, p. 153) that few readers are likely to realize how it
arose. Because Klass weaves 1t into so much of his argument, it warrants

closer examination.

Klass contacted Dr. J. R. Powell concerning some interesting laboratory
work done at Brookhaven National Laboratory (APS abstract in BNL 10625,
entitled "Laboratory Production of Self~sustained Atmospheric Luminosities",
by Powell, Zucker, Manwaring, and Finkelstein). Using a 75 MHz rf arc dis-
charge as the primary power source, and feeding 1ts output into a walk-in
size resonant cavity filled with selected gases at atmospheric pressure,
Brookhaven group were studying luminosities with radii in the decimeter
range and lifetimes of order of a second or more after shutoff of the rf
power supply. Early work indicated that such luminosities could be produced
in air, N,, O0,, or N,0, though not in A or CO,. It was hypothesized that
the rf "pumping" stored energy in certain energetically accessible long-
lived (metastable) states of N,, or 0,, or N,0, and that vaporized electrode
atoms {(e.g., Cu) produced the visible radiation after acquiring energy in
collisions of the second kind with the excited chamber-gas atoms. Possible
relations to the ball lightning problem were noted by the investigators.

The important points to note here are that this experiment appears to
involve three crucial features: 1) a tuned cavity, 2) an rf power source
feeding into it, and 3) a gas, filling the cavity at 1 atm pressure and
selected to have metastable states with lifetimes of the order of seconds
such as to constitute an energy reservoir upon which the light-emitting
species (metal vapor atoms) can feed repetitively during the post-shutoff
glow period. (Whether the interpretations put on this promising experi-
mental work stand the test of time need not bother us here; they do appear

the

plausible.)

Upon hearing of this laboratory work, Klass jumped via several erroneous
steps to his idea that pollutants from aircraft, cars, and factories will
enhance the likelihood of forming plasma-UFOs.

His first error lay in mistakenly identifying what he terms "nitrous
(his plural) with the "nitrogen oxides" of air pollution literature

oxides"
As a matter of fact, nitrous oxide, N,0, 1s a natural
[

(18, p. 153).
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constituent of air, not considered an atmospheric pollutant (29, p. 156),
and is therefore not even mentioned in most air pollution literature on the
problem of the nitrogen oxides (30, p. 3-12; 31, p. 83). NO is copiously
produced in all combustion processes, including those in aircraft and auto-
mobiles, and oxidizes quickly in air to NO,, the primary photon-acceptor in
photo-oxidation air pollution of the Los Angeles type. N.O, a rather stable
compound, always present in concentrations about twice that of all other
nitrogen oxides characterizing polluted atmospheres, plays no part at all in
any pollution problems, since it "is dangerocus conly in concentrations of
about 90 per cent and then has mainly an anoxic cffect" (32, p. 149). Indeed,
chemical analysis of the "nitrogen oxides” in polluted atmospheres was not
meaningful until tests, such as the phenoldisulfonic acid method (29, p.159),
were developed to react to all N-oxides except N,O! Briefly, through an
error of interpretation of elementary chemical terminclogy, Klass misidenti-
fied the N,O of the Brookhaven experiments with true pollutants and was off
on one of the many error-chains that sc weaken his treatment of the UFO

problem.

Next, he failed to appreciate relevant gquantitative aspects concerning
the "air pollutants” he thus began to discuss. Average concentrations of
N,0 at sea level are near 0.5 ppm (parts per million by volume). Average
concentrations of all pollutant-N-oxides in Los Angeles run about half that
{31, p. 84). To suggest that any gas present in such trace quantities could
play theenergy-reservoir role of the test-gases with which the Brookhaven
group filled their tuned cavity is tc miss completely a basic quantitative
aspect of the experiments. Yet this is what Klass suggests; so here we have
the next stage in his error-compounding. If the metal atoms have to make a
million or more collisions, on the average, before finding one of Klass'
pollutant molecules, not much light would be coming from the system.

In fact, it will have to be interjected somewhere here that, once one
understands what Powell and co-workers think happens in their chamber, it
becomes somewhat unreasonable to talk about adding anything to ordinary air
by way of abetting the process, for they clearly assert that the N, and O,
of ordinary air do quite well in providing suitable metastable energy levels
to make the process work. In view of this point, all of Klass' discussion
about diurnal variation in pollutant concentrations, about pollutants swept
into tip vortices, and about alleged concentrations of pollutants near high-
ways 1s seen to be irrelevant and based on a network of misconceptions.

But, finally, the most basic error of Klass' attempts to fit the Brook-
haven experiments into his thesis lies in ignoring the very special nature
of the cnergy source used in the laboratory work, and in casually overlook-
ing the complete absence of anything even roughly similar to it in the out-
door environments in which he claims plasma-UFOs are being formed. The
buildup of fields in the standing-wave pattern of the Brookhaven tuned cav-
ity fed at the resonant frequency (75 MHz) provides excitation conditions
that simply cannot be blandly assumed to exist aft of a wing-tip, or under
an inversion in a rural area, or above an automobile speeding down a highway
- or even near a high-power TV antenna, as shown above.

In the light of the preceding points, it is interesting to re-read the
kinds of inferences Klass attempts to draw: He asks (18, p. 153) if it is
"merely coincidence" that "both air pollution and UFOs have experienced a
dramatic increase within the past two decades'"; and then goes on in similar
vein. "Is it also merely coincidence that many low-altitude UFOs are seen
near highways, where growing numbers of autos spew out their pollution
products? And 1s it coincidence again that many of the high-altitude UFOs
are reported by pilots while flying along well-traveled airways, where air-
craft alsc leave a trail of combustion-engine pollution products in their

wake?"
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Other Misconstrued Laboratorv Experiments. Although it is the Brook-
haven experiments that Klass misuses most extensively in his book, three
other experiments are discussed in a manner purpcorting to provide support
for his basic plasma-UFO hypothesis. Because in each instance Klass fails
to recognize guantitative factors that render the laboratorv results irrele-
vant to the case he is trying to make, brief comments on all three seem in

order.
First, he cites some demonstration experiments devised by A. F. Jenzano,
director of Morehead Planetarium in North Carolina, and displays photos in
support of the contention that erratically moving cigar- and disc-shaped UFOs
may result from open-air counterparts of the planetarium experiments (18,
p. 68 and plate 3b; also 17, p. 57 and 61). But when one reads the nature of
the experiments in gquestion, they prove to be low-pressure glow discharges
carried out under pressure conditions and with externally varying capacitance
quite unrelated to anything involved in UFO sightings. To make his point,
Klass would have to show that something resembling the electric field
strengths and near-vacuum gas pressures used in these demonstrations occurs
at times of UFO sightings in the atmosphere; but such confrontation with
relevant guantitative considerations is absent here, as elsewhere in Klass'
treatment. Jenzano is guoted as saying he uses the device to simulate
Northern Lights; this is rather more reasonable. But UFOs and the aurora

are certainly two quite different matters.

Secondly, Klass cites (18, p. 132) laboratory work of W. H. Bostick on

small moving plasmoids. Klass guotes Bostick as saying "...the plasma
travels...not as an amorphcus blob, but as a structure (called a plasmoid)
whose form is determined by the magnetic field it carries along with itself.”
He also guotes a passage that may seem to some readers to still further
support the Klass plasma hypothesis fcr UFOs: "...the two plasmoids seemed
to seek each other out unerringly...and attach themselves to each other."
The implication is that Bostick's work has some bearing on the UFO problem.
However, on consulting the original papers (e.g., 33), one finds that to get
the observed phenomena Bostick worked at gas pressures of 10> mm HG (about
a hundred-millionth of an atmosphere), except when the pressure was raised
to that of "a poor vacuum (10”2 mm Hg) in order to slow the plasmoid down".
And about egqually remote from anv conditions prevailing in situations where
UFOs have been reported, Bostick used externally applied dc magnetic fields
ranging from 500 to 2000 Gauss. The geomagnetic field has a strength of a
few tenths of a Gauss. Despite Klass' intimations, the Bostick laboratory
experiments bear no relation to the problem of explaining UFOs, their some-
times startlingly fast movements, and their sometimes high luminosity.

Thirdly, Klass recounts (18, p. 284) some laboratory experiments which

the press featured as possibly explaining UF0Os. Workers at Melpar, Inc.
reportedly (34, p. 16) obtained luminous emissions from a mixture of ammonia
and oxygen after spark-ignition. Neither cited account permits a reader to
decide whether this was some slow combustion process or perhaps chemilumi-
nescence. Klass states that, on triggering the process with the spark, "
glowing saucer-shaped object would form, providing the mixture had the right
proportions." "Sometimes the glowing object would hover horizontally...at
other times, the tiny UFO would pulsate mysteriously and flip over onto its
Interesting, from a scientific point of view; but

rim or turn upside down."
what can this have to do with the UFO problem? Klass answers that guestion:

"The ammonia gas that Melpar used in its experiments...could be found over

newly fertilized farmlands - another possible reason why UFOs are more
Here i1s one morce good illustration of

a

frequently seen in rural areas."
omitting highly relevant guantitative considerations.

AHVHHYIGHOJGTVHHDINOHﬂAdODOlOHd



28

The Melpar experiment is not described in terms one would require in
order to make precise statements; but it seems clear that the partial pres-
sure of NH3 in their reaction vessel is a fair fraction of an atmosphere.
Lacking data on maximum NHj; concentrations over farm barnyards, I will
appeal to the fact that public health officials seem never to have expressed
concern over the safety of farmers exposed to hazardous concentrations of
that gas, so that barnyard concentrations presumably fall well under the
100 ppm "maximum allowable concentration” set as the industrial safe limit
(29, p. 24). This would be three to four orders of magnitude below the
partial pressures likely to be involved in the Melpar demonstration. Not
only would reaction rates be slowed down by something like 3~4 orders of
magnitude by virtue of that adverse concentration ratio, but it seems
entirely out of the question that it could be self-sustaining in such con-
centrations, even if there were a spark-source near every barnyard to pro-
vide the requisite ignition. Actually, it seems so unreasonable to suggest
that farm concentraticns of NHj; could yield effects comparable to those
obtained in the Melpar laboratory demonstration that the proper reaction
would seem to be astonishment that any such suggestion should have been made

in the first place.

Argumentation by Concatenation - Thunderstorms, Dust Devils, and Ball
Lightning. Throughout his boock, Klass uses a very curious type of "argu-
mentation by concatenation”. Noting that there exists some vague relation
between concept A and concept B, he next passes on to observe another remote
relation between B and C. Then C may have something or other in common with
D, and Klass is soon asserting that A and D are related. Put in that
abstract form, the only criticism that could be made is that stringing such
chains may be dangerous. But seen in the form of particular instances,
Klass' use of this mode of deduction appears almost ludicrous. A good illus-
tration has already been cited - that concerning the chain of steps by which
Klass went from the diurnal variation of potential gradient at land stations
to a conclusion that this bears on the diurnal variation of UFO reports, via

pollutants and inversions and radon gas.

Another example of this uncomfortably non-scientific mode of argument
leads him to the following conclusion (18, p. 113): "The dust devil and the
kugelblitz (BL), which a few weeks earlier had seemed poles apart, now were
beginning to show signs of a possible family tie, at least on some occa-
sions. Nature, I was beginning to realize, offers an even wider range of
explanations for UFOs than I had first imagined."

Let's trace back through the concatenation of remarks that led to that

statement.

He gets into it by attempts to explain the many daytime sightings in
which UFO witnesses have asserted that the object looked "metallic". This,
Klass feels, can be understood if the UFOs are glowing plasmas (18, p. 108).
Briefly, the observer is fooled into thinking that the self-glow is
"metallic reflection" of sunlight. Leaving aside objections to that con-
clusion, we next find (18, p. 109) him bothered by a UFO sighting in which
"dark crescents" were seen on an otherwise white or silvery UFO; so Klass
asks himself what might render a plasma-UFO dark in spots. He explains:
"The most obvious answer popped into my mind: dust particles."

Next he cites a model of BL due to E. L. Hill, in which it had been
suggested that BL might consist of "electrically charged dust particles and
groups of molecules which somehow are electrically separated intoc positively
and negatively charged clusters by the action of a lightning stroke," a
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model which I believe most students of the BL problem would regard as
unpromising. But that model has dust and it has spin, and that's the
direction in which this chain is to be strung out.

By way of seeming to confirm the notion that dust may be involved in
UFO phenomena, Klass then cites (18, p. 111) a UFO sighting in which beams
of light, from the UFO's eight large "windows", were described as shining
so brightly that air-dust could be seen in the beams. (See 3, p. 69 for
the complete account that is very abbreviated in the summary given by
Klass. The sighting was made by a minister and his wife in Cleveland in

1955; 'the object hovered for an estimated ten

the early evening of Nov. 5,
at 500 ft and at a distance from the two

minutes, at a height estimated
half mile before it began to slowly move away and pass

witnesses of about a
Out of all this, Klass takes the point that dust was visible

out of sight.
in the beams reportedly shining out of apertures of some sort on the object,

and builds that point into his chain. The fact that this plasma lasted ten
minutes and had eight bright spots rather than dust-produced dark spots is
The important point for the idea-chain is that dust was present.)

ignored.
charged dust particles,

So next (18, p. 111), Klass ponders "swirling,
interacting in complex ways with charged air particles in a plasma (which
could) explain the mysterious, moving, dark crescent-shaped areas" in the
sighting that started the chain. This is preparation for the next jump:

"This suggested still another phenomenon that I ought to investigate -

So he then spoke with several persons who gave him infor-
(28, p.122)

'dust devils'...".
mation about the well-known fact that dust-devils and dust storms
can disturb the fair-weather potential gradient by virtue of strong fric-
tional electrification. When one of his informants remarked that dust devils
are sometimes formed around the cutflowing cool air that spreads out from

the last

thunderstorm downdrafts in summer storms over the arid Scuthwest,

link in the chain was forged. Klass notes, with an almost audible "Ah,
hah!" implicit in the italicized windup that " . . . thunderstorms are the

most frequent sources of ball lightning."

That, in brief, is how Klass arrived at the passage quoted at the start

That is how he established the bond between dust devils

of this section.
dust-laden vortical plasmoids created out

and ball lightning, with swirling,
of the rhetorical exercise.

The term "vortex" is one Klass likes to conjure with;
repeatedly throughout the book, and is woven into his model of the plasma-
UFO in several ways - almost invariably without paying any attention to
scale~factors, as in the above case of dust devils and BL. One sees that
same casual neglect of disparate scale factors, the same word-play in a
later discussion where concatenative arqumentation takes Klass from tornadoes
to spinning UFOs. At one intermediate step of that particular chain (18,

p. 157), he begins a paragraph speaking about tornadoes in the ordinary

sense of the word, and shifts to an idea proposed by one investigator of the
radar-angel problem, namely, that some angels are small airborne vortices,
which that investigator dubbed "micro-tornadoes." Because Klass had, else-
where in the bock (18, p. 89) intimated that probably angels are often caused
by plasma-UFOs (thus clearing up, in his contention, many cases where UFOs
were tracked on radar), one comes out of the cited paragraph on p. 157 with

the impression that Klass does indeed infer that "tornadoes and at least some
" and evidently

UFOs may be distantly related members of the same family,
If in approaching

"micro-tornadoes”" and angels are also in that family.
problems of meteorology and geophysics, scientists customarily employed that

kind of concatenative logic, so casually ignored important scale considera-
tions, and rested everything on verbal arguments almost wholly devoid of
quantitative considerations, they could casily show that volcanoes are

related to hurricanes and earthquakes to blizzards.

it comes up
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UFOs and Radar. From the chapter so labeled in Klass' book, one can
draw additional instances of the author's failure to understand much of what
he is talking about. He remarks, correctly, that plasmas can be seen on
radar, re-entry plasma sheaths around space capsules and satellite debris
being a well-known example. From that gualitatively correct beginning, with-
out further attention to all-important gquantitative matters, he proceeds to
explain instances of UFOs seen on radar.

Citing (guite incompletely) a case from Hall (3, p. 85) in which an
unknown object whose radar return suggested it was as big as "any of our
larger transport planes" was follgwed for over 30 minutes from an East coast
USAF radar installation, Klass proceeds to the conclusion that this was just
a plasma. The important item of information concerning duration of the radar
sighting was omitted by Klass; it was a clear moonlit night in the fall, and
plasmoids lasting 30 minutes are rather difficult to explain. The radar tar-
get was described as moving, then stopping and remaining fixed (for the 30-
minute period). An Air Force C~124 transport that came into the radar-cover-
age area was vectored towards the unknown. Both blips remained on the scope
until the C-124 came to within a distance that the radar operator estimated
at about a half-mile from the unknown, at which juncture the unknown suddenly

disappeared from the scope.

Klass explains the fact that the C-124 crew could not see the plasma as
due to its being "on its last legs”, so that "it did not have sufficient
energy to be luminous and thus was not visible..." Its sudden disappearance
from the raaar scope Klass sees as having resulted from the fact that "the
proximity of the large metal aircraft hastened the plasma's demise, serving
to drain off its residual energy in much the same way that a lightning rod

attracts a lightning stroke..."

This kind of easy argumentation makes it possible to assert that casually»<

that a plasma too weak to yield a visible glow is at so high an electrical
potential relative to an ungrounded aircraft that it sends out a stroke over
the half-mile gap separating it from the aircraft. And it permits Klass to
ignore all considerations of recombination-times as he glosses over the 30t
minutes' duration of the reported radar sighting prior to sudden disappear-
ance. Considering lightning returns on radar gives a much fairer comparison
than plasma-sheathed re-entry vehicles. The latter draw steadily upon the
kinetic energy of the entering object to maintain the plasma against recom-
binative losses. In lightning strokes, however, no such "steady" energy
source is available. The result is that spotting lightning strokes on radar
is a rather rare (though definitely well-known) occurrence. Why? Because
to get a discernible radar return demands that the electron concentration in
the lightning channel shall imply a "plasma frequency" greater than the radar
frequency. For the frequencies employed in conventicnal radar practice, the
requisite electron concentration runs from about 10!0 to 10!? electrons/cm?.
But recombination processes go on at rates that rise very rapidly (roughly as
the square) with increasing free electron concentration, so that lightning
channels guickly guench out to radar-invisibility (37, p. 108). Estimated
durations of radar-visibility of lightning run well under a second. The
sweep-periods of typical search radar are so long compared with this time
that the probability of seeing a lightning stroke on radar is rather low.

All the same, basic physics must apply to any plasmoid that one hopes to
see on radar. If it lacks a sustaining steady energy source (virtually all
of Klass' plasmoids suffer that deficiency), then their lifetimes relative to
radar visibility must closely parallel that of lightning channels - of the
order of a second or less. An unknown that gives a radar-return as intense
as that of a large transport aircraft over a period exceeding 30 minutes can,
therefore, be explained as a plasma only if one accounts for a continuing

source of energy. Klass does not do so.
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following uncon-

(Sudden disappearance of unknowns from radar screens,
Significantly,

ventional behavior, is encountered in many UFO radar cases.
"sudden" disappearance in the sense of getting out of sight in a few seconds,
is even more common among cases of visual sightings by credible observers.

As has often been remarked before, anything that could move many miles in a
few seconds would seem to disappear "suddenly" from all surveillance radars
with sweep periods greater than a number of seconds.)

Another example of misunderstanding of radar principles from the cited
chapter concerns anomalous propagation effects (18, p. 88-9). Klass seems
to be under the misimpression that 'spurious returns occur with anomalous
propagation only if an aircraft is flying in the vicinity to provide an air-
borne reflecting agent. He also seems to feel that "motions and turbulence
in the atmospheric layers" cause ground-returns, bounced off the aircraft,
to shift and move erratically, yielding the impression that the radar
observer's vicinity "is being invaded by dozens of UFOs." This particular
set of misconceptions appears suspiciously like a garbled version of Menzel's
misconceptions about anomalous propagation and aircraft-reflections (11,

p. 153-171). The reader familiar with radar propagation physics is urged to
study both of these treatments and judge for himself. A detailed recounting
of Klass' version of the matter does not seem worth presenting here.

He argues (18, p. 89) that because 67 per cent of NICAP's UFO radar
sightings3 fell in the months of May, July, August, September, and November,
when radar "angels" prove to be most common, it follows that the NICAP radar
cases "are classic radar angels", for there would have been "only 42 per cent
in these five months had the UFO radar cases been egually distributed through-
out the year." Evidently Klass has very scant knowledge of statistical sam-
pling theory, too. He intimates that the famous July, 1952 Washington
National Airport UFO radar-visual sightings might have been plasma-UFOs,
closes with the comment that complete analysis is difficult fifteen years
later. Not so. The data on that famous sighting, as I indicated earlier
here, can be reexamined quite meaningfully even today, including the erro-
neous USAF claims that anomalous propagation and mirage effects accounted for
its main features. Neither the latter, nor plasma-UFOs match convincingly
the events of those two famous nights in UFO history.

Klass asks, finally, why all of our surveillance radar nets never see
My reply to that is to ask why he feels so sure that they do not?

and

UFOs.

Spinning Plasmas. As noted above, Klass seems to place considerable
emphasis upon rotation of his plasmoids. He notes that extensive surveys of
ball lightning witnesses (esp. 21, 22) find that from a fourth to a third of
the BL reports involve mention of a noticeable spinning motion. His argu-
ments about dust devils, tornadoes, and micro-tornadoes, plus other similar
arguments, dispose him to the view that UFO-plasmas will often (perhaps

usually) be spinning.

On p. 160, he accepts a qualitative suggestion that rotation of a
doughnut-shaped plasmoid might store enough energy as rotational kinetic
energy to account for its characteristics. But suppose we hope thereby to
extract luminous energy at the modest rate of 100 watts for the reasonable
time of 10 seconds, i.¢., we ask for 10!% ergs. The result is a spin rate
of about 1000 rev/sec. Clearly, no human eye could discern angular motions
at so extremely high a speed. Angular motions do not constitute a partic-
ularly attractive storage mode for energy of plasmoids.

Klass turns to an experiment by Vonnegut, Moore, and Harris3® which, to
fill his needs, he identifies as one relating to vortex motion of the outer
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shell of a plasma.” On reading the original paper, one finds that it is
only very distantly related to Klass' idea of plasma-UFOs, for it actually
concerns the favorable effects of a vortex on maintenance of an arc dis-
charge struck along the axis of air rotation. The inward-directed buoyancy-
forces, the authors note, convectively force the hot arc gases into the
center of the vortex, reducing sinuous excursions of the arc and permitting
an arc to exist stably over arc-spacings about twice the spacings attainable
without the vortex. Clearly, the vortical c¢ffects employed here bear on
stability of the high-temperature gases in an arc discharge but have no
obvious bearing on stability of BL or UFOs, since no one belilieves that arc

discharge is inveolved in either of those phenomena. One more instance
wherein Klass either fails to understand what he is talking about or else
crowds 1t into his mold - probably the former.

The just-cited section of the book is followed by ancther curiosity.
Klass suggests next that "this same vortex motion also helps to explain some
of the weird movements reported both for ball lightning and UFOs, such as
their right-angle turns, because it would make them behave like gyroscopes

(18, p. 16l). He next remarks that a spinning gyro "does not move in the
direction of the push" one applies to it, "instead its gyroscopic properties
cause it to move at right-angles to the direction of the push." He then

suggests that "if a plasma-UFO 1is spinning at moderately high speed when it
comes near a metal object or a source of electromagnetic fields, the elec-
trical interaction in combination with its gyroscopic properties could cause
it to move at right angles to the direction of its previous motion, as is
frequently reported.”

Here, as before, Klass gets demerits for ignorance of undergraduate
physics. It is torques, not gross body forces, which produce the noto-
riously perverse reactions of gyros. A fast-spinning gyro acted upon by
an external force moves 1n entirely direct response thereto, and not at
90° to that force, as Klass evidently assumes.

Plasmas as Nature's Rorschach Blots. To meet the objection that many
witnesses have reported seeing machine-like UFOs, sometimes with ports,
domes, leg-like structures, etc., Klass offers the proposal that a plasma
would act like a Rorschach ink blot (18, p. 77). Without wishing to become
embroiled in arguments of primarily psychological nature, I would object
that projective tests of the Rorschach type do not function by virtue of the
illusory mechanism Klass adduces. Normal persons arrive at their Rorschach
answers by dint of requested interpretation of the unstructured blots dis-
played before them. To suggest, as Klass does, that light and dark areas on
his alleged plasmoids are illusorily converted by observers into fanciful
ports and domes is to introduce something well beyond Rorschach factors.
cite this because it is the closest Klass seems to come to confronting the
very important point that, in many highly credible UFO reports, structured,
craft-like objects are described in terms that fail to square with an amor-
phous blob of glowing plasma. I would suggest that his Rorschach idea be
dropped as unreasonable. The best observations of machine-like UFOs are day-
light observations where no glow is even involved, so the Rorschach-plasma
idea seems to fail completely. See, for example, the Powell sighting of
May 21, 1966 ® for a single example which Klass has heard directly from the
witnesses, at the same time that I did. An 18,000-hour pilot, with a second
witness, saw a domed disc pass his light plane at an estimated distance of a
hundred yards in midday, with excellent visibility. It was opadgue, and was
described as having quite distinct edges, and had a sharply contrasting white
dome over red disc. Many others in that kind of category not covered by
Rorschach effects could be cited.

I
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Mesmeric Properties of Plasma-UFOs. ©Not only does Klass propose that
his plasma-UFOs are Rorschach blots, but also he intimates (18, p. 227) that
perhaps they have " a hypnotic effect on some observers, especially if the
UFO were seen at close guarters in darkness." Commenting on use of lights
in concentrating a subject's attention in hypnotic experiments, he notes
that "the plasma-UF0O, with its intense glow, its flashing pockets of color,
and its changing shape, certainly would focus the observers' attention.

This could deprive his brain of its normal contact with the outside world,
especially for night sightings when the object is in a remote spot..."

There is one very striking similarity between Klass' plasma-UFOs and
Menzel's meteorological-optical phenomena: Both are stretched to cover a
most astonishing range of UFO events. The stretching and straining of
scientific principles found in their writings on UFOs is paralleled in the
crackpot literature on UFOs. Indeed, if some of the unreasonable argumenta-
tion which they employ were found in something by, say George Adamski, it
would be regarded as scientifically hilarious. As it 1is, such warping of
familiar scientific principles seems only depressing.

Interference of Non-C o herent Light Sources. Another bothersome
example of failure to understand rather elementary physical principles is
to be found in Klass' discussion of a sighting in which a chemist, having
the presence of mind to try viewing a UFO through his Polaroid glasses, dis-
cerned a series of concentric light and dark rings around the airborne UFO
(18, p. 99). Klass, ignoring the basic requirement of having coherent light
sources if one is to generate interference effects, offers the suggestion
that interference between polarized sky light and the light being emitted by
the object caused the light and dark circles reportedly seen by Webb. Not
realizing that his argument was already lost, Klass ceontinues to suggest that
that the light from the UFO was polarized was that motions of
the plasma that it really was generated magnetic fields that
polarization of the emitted light that then interfered with sky
viewed through the chemist's Polaroid sunglasses. With arguments
one might hope to show that the moon is a plasmoid.

the reason
charges in
caused the
light when
like that,

Cold Plasmas of Ice Crystals. Perhaps the most bothersome general
feature of Klass' book is the way it repeatedly tends to carry the unwary
through what may appear to be reasonable deductions, but which involve large
leaps of unjustified nature when you reexamine them.

A good example concerns his discussion of "cold plasmas" (18, pp. 114-
115). Let me guote his conclusion first, and then go back over the arguments
that purportedly support it: "...one thing was emerging as absolutely cer-
tain. Nature has a surprisingly large bag of atmospheric electrical tricks
with which it can create unusual 'flying objects.'" Working backwards, one
sees some intermediate remarks about "cold plasmas" of charged ice crystals,
and working still further back one arrives at a reference to a short note by
Vonnegut in the October, 1955 issue of Weather. Reading Klass' version of it,
one gets the impression that electrical discharges in thunderclouds can so
alter electrical forces on charged ice crystals as to make them change atti-
tude relative to the sun that marked reflectivity or transmissivity of the
cloud could result, and that this "would cause the ice cloud to appear solid
(because no sunlight passes through) and ccould even give a silhouette effect.’
Then, in a non sequitur he adds that "the raw materials for such a phenomenon,
bevond those provided by nature, could come from the growing numbers of high-
altitude jet aircraft", and seems to intimate that the charges are to come

from jet turbine blades.
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oundaltion on which the above series of steps
reported in the cited note.

But returning to the f
rests, let us see Just what Vonnegult actuaslly
wWhat he reported was a pilot observation of a bright band that propagated
across the top of a thunderhead, a ground obscrvation of a bright streamer
of cloud that built up slowly and then disappearcd suddenly at the moment of
lightning discharge within the thunderstorm, and finally some field observa-
tions by Vonnegut on brightness changes (amcunting to a mere few tenths of
a per cent) of thunderclouds at instant of lightning discharge within the
cloud (as detected by radio-frcguency nolse gear). What in all of this
remotely suggests UFOs to Klass? One could start talking about a very large
variety of cloud-physical effects of unusual nature and remain equally far
from the area of UFOs. Yet after juxtaposing the foregoing, Klass leaves
his reader with the conclusion that "Nature has a surprisingly large bag of
atmospheric electrical tricks with which it can create unusual 'flying

objects.'" What flying objects?

-

In an earlier discussion of Vonnequt's note!’, Klass went even farther
from such slim supporting evidence. Introducing without any atmospheric-
physical basis the notion of a "vortex of ice crystals", he merges it with
Vonnegut's idea of clectrical orientation effects as follows: "If the angle
of incidence of sunlight playing on a vortex of ice crystals aligned by elec-
tric fields were such that reflected light was directed away from an observer,
it conceivably could produce a silhouette effect...(and) if the airborne vor-
tex contains charged dust particles, similarly aligned by electriec fields...a
very pronounced silhouette could result. 1If electric discharge is taking
place within the vortex between charged dust particles, as has been suggested
by some ball lightning theories, it could easily create the illusion of a
colid spacecraft with small lighted windows." All of this suggests the con-
clusion that if someone sets out to create UFOs out cof almost thin air, he

can do so.

Mirror Images and the Car-Stopping Problem. Klass (18, p. 96) evidently
accepts, as do I, the reality of a puzzling number of instances where obser-
vers have reported engine and headlight failure coincident with close passage
of a UFO. Klass suggests that "because a plasma contains a cloud of electri-
fied particles, there is no doubt that if an auto battery were enveloped by
such a plasma the battery could be short-circuited. But it is difficult to
explain how a UFO-plasma could gain entry to the car battery in the engine
compartment without first dissipating its energy to the metal body of the

car.”

he then comes up with an extremely curious suggestion that may
scientific level of Klass' analyses. He needs to have
his plasma ions inside the hood, to short the battery. So he remarks that
"an electric charge in the vicinity of a conducting surface, such as a car's
hood, creates a mirror image of itself on the opposite side of the conducting
surface." Quite clearly, Klass is under the impression that "image charges"
are real charges, and that the "image charge" induced on the inside of the
hooded engine compartment can short-circuit the battery and cause other real
This is a puzzlingly erroneous misconception to be held by an

However,
be some measure of the

effects.
electrical engineer.

Aeronautical engineers in the CASI audicence can appreciate the parallel
to another closely similar situation where boundary-conditions can be handled
The use of "image-objects" in flow problems necar solid,
the enhanced 1ift that accounts for the
a few feet of an

by a similar ruse:
plane boundaries. For instance,
familiar "flare-out" as an aircraft comes down to within

alrstrip can be treated, mathematically, in termg of an identical aircraft
imagined to be upside down and moving along at a distance below the real
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aircraft's true distance above the ground-plane. 1In fact, wind-tunnel

tests of flow problems near the ground-plane are actually conducted with

real model-pairs mounted in this "mirror-image" attitude. To suggest that
a real automobile battery could be shorted cut by "image charges” induced
in the hood is comparable, then, to suggesting that "flare-out" on landing
results from the fact that a real aircraft is actually flying along upside

down, just underneath the airstrip.

Summary-Critique of Klass' Plasma-UFO Thesis. In the foregoing sections,
I have pointed out a number of serious scientific errors and misconceptions
that mark Klass' writings on UFOs!7s1'®, Although he has diligently pursued
the subject of UFOs for some months, his handling of the scientific questions
involved reveals so many misunderstandings, often of elementary principles,
that his principal thesis, namely, that a substantial portion of the pre-
viously most puzzling UFO cases can be explained as plasmas, cannot be

regarded as supported.

It is important to note that Klass does not claim that all UFOs are
plasmoids (18, p. 282); he feels that meteors, balloons, optical phenomena,
planets, and other misidentified phenomena account for many UFO reports. He
does indicate, however, that he feels he has "identified most if not all of
the previously unexplained UFOs as atmospheric electrical phenomena, using
NICAP's most convincing cases (18, p. 174)." By the latter, he refers to
the more than 700 cases in Hall's UF0O Evidence3. Such a claim is fatuous;
there are in Reference 3 hundreds of cases that could not even remotely be
reconciled with Klass' plasma-UFO hypothesis on any reasonable, scientific
grounds. Indeed, even considering the percentually small sampling of those
NICAP cases that are specifically cited in Klass' book, I would say that
only perhaps two or three cases could be even tentatively viewed as some
atmospheric~electrical plasmoid phenomenon. His claims to have "identified"”
the difficult NICAP UFO cases are gratuitous and lacking in scientific basis.

Klass asserts (18, p. 286) that "it is time that these two influential
organizations (meaning NICAP and APRO) encouraged their members to open
their minds to the possibility that UFOs may be only freak atmospheric
electrical phenomena." He adds that NICAP and APRO should "more fully
inform their members about the plasma theory", evidently thinking that this
will lead them to accept his hypothesis that the most interesting UFOs are
"freak atmospheric electrical phenomena." As a matter of fact, members of
NICAP and APRO had weighed and rejected hypotheses similar to Klass' long
before he developed an interest in the UFO problem, and three communications
cited in his book (18, pp. 55, 58, and 177) from NICAP members contaln more
reasoned, albeit brief, reactions to that hypothesis than one finds in all
of Klass' writings. The provocative UFO cases are low-altitude, close-
range sightings of structured, machine-like objects of entirely unconven-
tional nature, reported by witnesses whose credibility does not appear to
be in gquestion. The nearest Klass comes to confronting such cases is to
suggest hypnotic effects or Rorschach-projective effects that make the wit-
nesses see plasmoids as if they were structured vehicular objects with domes,
panels, legs, ports, markings, etc. I have, myself, interviewed so many wit-

nesses who have seen such objects that I can only smile weakly at the
intimation that he has "identified" such UFOs as

unreasonableness of Klass'
plasmoids.

Furthermore, implicit in Klass' plea that NICAP, APRO, and the rest of
those whom he labels as "UFOrians" should be made "fully informed" about
plasma theory, is the tacit assumption that Klass, himself, is so informed.
The many instances cited above wherein Klass completely misconceived perti-
nent aspects of the plasma physics he was attempting to talk about make such

a plea gquite hollow. The net effect of further study of plasma theory by
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any "UFOrians" will be to make still clearer that Klass has written a book
filled with sometimes ludicrous errors concerning plasma theory and related
physics. He accuses the "UFOrians" of having closed minds; looking at his
handling of the UFO problem, I am left with the difficult choice of deciding
whether he, himself, has an even more tightly closed mind or whether the
glaring weakness of his book simply reflects his ignorance of elementary
principles of physics and electrical engineering. Rather than make that

choice, I split my opinion about down the middle on those two alternatives.

The principal points I would emphasize by way of critique of Klass'

plasma-UFO theory are the following:

1) He fails to put numbers into his hypotheses where numbers are read-
ily inserted. The result is that he presents what may appear to be
plausible arguments because they contain some qualitatively plaus-
ible elements. In this regard, Klass resembles Menzel. Quantita-
tive evaluations reveal serious difficulties, sometimes outright
absurdity, in instance after instance in the writings of these two
principal proponents of the notion that UFOs are only misidentified

natural phenomena.

2) Plasmas are notoriously unstable and evanescent,
ably contained and provided with sustaining energy sources.
appears to be almost unaware of these prime characteristics of
plasmas for he casually adduces plasma-explanations in UFO inci-
dents for which he offers no suggestions as to what provides the
continuing energy sources of his plasmas, often over times of the
order of not only tens of seconds, but often tens of minutes.

In the one or two instances where Klass does actually propose some-
thing resembling an energy source {(powerline corona, TV antennas,
aircraft charge-leakage), it has been shown above that there are
fatal difficulties with his position.

Through a guite astonishing series of misunderstandings, Klass
builds up a thesis to the effect that air pollutants are favorable
to plasma-formation, and from this, makes repeated deductions ({such
as greater incidence of high-altitude UFOs because of more jets
polluting the airways) of exorbitant nature. That Klass would go
to press with such error-riddled ideas is surprising.

except when suit-
Klass

3)

4)

Through failure to understand elementary principles of atmospheric
electricity (the field in which he c¢laims to be making discoveries),
he builds an error-chain extending from diurnal variation of atmos-
pheric potential gradient to diurnal variation of UFOs, and deduces
therefrom an "explanation" of excess of rural over urban sightings.
For someone claiming to have uncovered an intriguing new phenomenon
of atmospheric electricity, Klass' ignorance of fundamentals of

that subject seems startling.

His claim to have accounted for the high frequency with which pilots
observe UFOs following aircraft falls apart completely on subjecting
the idea to quantitative assessment, as shown above. His related
intimations that charged automobiles and charged pedestrians also
attract plasma-UFOs are absurd. It is to be stressed that the gquan-
titative evaluation of that hypothesis involves only elementary
physics and, say, electrical engineering, yet no such evaluation

was made by Klass. And, to add an extremely important criticism,

he overlooks dozens of well-reported cases wherein UFO maneuvers
would defy explanation in terms of his Coulomb-attraction hypothesis.

6)
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It seems entirely fa:r to suggest that part of the reason for the
credenca and attenticn given Klass' plasma-UFO hypothesis in press
and non-scienc:fic Jjcurnals rests on his being an electrical engi-
neer (the other part Leing, of ccurse, his senior editorial posi-
tion with a well-krown aviation/aercspace magazine). In this

light, his almost incredible misconceptions about "mirror-image
charges", as noted above in connection with the long-puzzling UFO
car-stopping problem, and the cited instance in which he was clearly
confusing voltage and voltage-gradient, not to mention the many mis-
conceptions about plasmas themselves, deserve the emphasis given to

them above.

8) Finally, the most pervasively disturbing
is the frequency with which it relies on
argument by concatenation (to re-use the phrase employed above,
argument by juxtaposition - that is, his specious assembly of what
to many an unwary reader will look like a clever series of related
deductions, carried out in the detective-story atmosphere that he
repeatedly tries to create in his writing. After giving that
annoying feature of his writing a good deal of thought, and after
raflecting on the high frequency of scientific errors in his writ-
ing, it is my guess that these arguments are probably not deviously
contrived to fool the reader but constitute reflection on the lack
of preparation of the author. The reason that they need exposure,
however, is that at the present time, the UFO problem is not yet
being fought-out in the usual context of serious scientific dis-

The present major difficulty still remains that of con-

vincing a large number of persons (in the scientific community, in

federal science-related agencies, in Congress, and in the general
public) that the UFO problem is an extremely serious scientific
problem too long laughed out of court. For this reason, the kind of
of easy acceptance already given to Klass in the press cannot be
viewed as unimportant. Menzel's role in helping to foster the
impression, for many years nows that UFOs are all explainable in

guite conventional terms has had very deleterious influence on the

UFO problem; Klass will now join Menzel in extending that influence

if the serious deficliencies of his thesis are not held up to care-~

ful scrutiny. It is for this reason that I have devoted so much
space here to what ought perhaps to be regarded as so unscientific

an exposition as to need no comment.

feature of Klass' book!®
argument by innuendo,

cussion.

Summary and Conclusion

Returning now to more positive considerations, let me stress that my own
studies of the UFO problem have forced me tc the conclusion that it is an
international scientific problem of potentially enormous importance.

In my view, the hypothesis of an extraterrestrial origin for UFOs
appears (via argument by elimination of many alternative hypotheses) to be
the most satisfactory hypothesis to account for the impressive body of obser-
vational evidence that has been accumulated over the past two decades of UFO
sightings. Space has not permitted my confronting here the many obvious

challenges that such a position properly evokes; I have confronted some of
those elsewhere in cited references. Others are simply unanswerable in terms

of presently available information. That's scarcely a new situation in the

history of science.
If there is admitted to be even a very slim possibility that UFOs are
extraterrestrial surveillance devices of some type (and I incline to that
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view at present, as do many other serious students of the UFO problem),

then it should be obvious that a very energetic scientific investigation
of that possibility ought to be launched. Instead, to date, world scien-
tific opinion still leans predominantly in the direction that UFOs con-
stitute a "nonsense problem", a bothersome host of reports of misidentified
natural phenomena. However, onc finds that the spokesmen who most strongly
emphasize that view are (with almost no exceptions) guite uninformed as to
Ridicule and official mishandling of

the real nature of the UFO evidence.
the problem have kept the true nature of the UFO evidence well out of sight.

As one American writer recently quipped, "The Amecrican public is not telling
the Air Force the truth about UFOs." This has been true on a global scale,
while the mass of evidence has grown steadily greater.

New, independent, vigorous UFO investigatory programs are sorely needed.
Investigators in countries other than the U.S. may have a superior opportu-
nity to make progress towards clarification of the UFO problem because they
will not be working against the long~standing prejudices so visible in
official U.S. handling of the subject. Thus, I urge that programs such as
the newly created Canadian UFO investigation at the University of Toronto
be instituted in other countries in all parts of the world, to delve vigor-
ously and imaginatively into the fascinating and potentially world-shaking
problem of the Unidentified Flying Objects.

UFOs are, 1in my opinion, the greatest international scientific problem

of our times.
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SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, AND UFOS
James E. McDonald*

1968, at a Ceneral Seminar of the

Presented January 26,
Last Hartford, Conn.

United Aircraft Research Laboratories,

erected a strong framework of

Science has, over the past few centuries,
On this

fact and theory that successfully compasses much of our experience.
impressive and steadily rising framework are supported our ever-broadening
- the kinds of technologies so well represented by the aerospace

technologies
These Laboratories here in East

technology in waich many of vou are engaged.
lfartford where we are meeting tcday exemplify the symbiotic interrelations of
technology and science that mutually support and nurture both of these impor-
tant activities of modern man.

Some Truisms About Science, Technology, and UFOs:

A truism about sclence that has strong bearing on what I shall be saying

to you concerning the UFO problem is this: Proud as we can be of today's
cumulative record of scientific exploration of the world about us, we cer-
tainly do not yet know all that deserves the name of fundamental scientific

Indeed, do we not all subscribe to the spirit of the closing

knowledge.
"The Torchbearers",

lines of Alfred Noyes' moving trilogy about science,
"Who that has once seen how truih leads on to truth
[

Shall ever dare to se¢t a bound to knowledge:

A truism about technology that has strong bearing on what I shall be
saying about UFOs today is this: Given time, an edifice of expanding tech-
nology far more impressive than that which we see about us in 1967 could be
erected simply on the basis of the present stock of fundamental scientific
knowledge. The magnitude of the technological edifice that will grow with
the seemingly exponential increase of future scientific discoveries is vastly

greater, unforeseeably greater than our current technology.

A truism about modern man's outlook on nature and on his place therein
that has strong bearing on the present status of the UFO problem is this:

In his centuries-long struggle out of slavery to superstition and fear of the
supernatural, modern science-oriented man has developed subtle but well-
ingrained dispositions to reject observations and reports of the anomalous
and the inexplicable; and that rejection is the more vehement the farther the
observations seem to lie beyond the pale of present-day science.

a truism about UFOs themselves: Today, as for the past twenty
vears of "the UFO era", a majority of scientists tend to view UFOs as a non-
sense problem, one deserving only scorn or silent disdain. Throughout the
entire world, only a small handful of scientists have taken the trouble to
attempt direct checks on the puzzling and recurrent reports of UFO phenomena;
compared with that handful, there has been a large and rather vocal group who
have either explicity or indirectly ridiculed the notion that there might be
unconventional craft-like objects operating over our planet, and their scoff-
ing has been based not upon extensive personal investigations of UFO reports
but primarily upon a priori considerations. Most of this scorn has been
directed against the suggestion that UFOs are of extraterrestrial origin
{Ref. 1). Because I shall be referring to this latter idea frequently here,
T shall use ETH to denote the extra-terrestrial hypothesis concerning UFOs.
It will here imply the hypothesis that UFOs are some kind of extraterrestrial
probes or vehicles, products of some technology other than our own.

* Dr. J. E. McDonald is Senior Physicist, Institute of Atmospheric Physics,
and Professor, Department of Meteorology, University of Arizona, Tucson.

Finally,

AHVHHY]GHO&GTVHHDINOH&AJODOLOHd



Other Hypotheses Competitive with the ETH:

Although I shall not here examine them in any detail,
list the principal alternative hypotheses for accounting for UFOs. One can
group them usefully into the following eight categories: 1) Hoaxes, fabrica-
tions, and frauds; 2) Hallucinations, mass hysteria, rumor phenomena; 3) Lay
misinterpretations of well-known physical phenomena (meteoroclogical, astro-
nomical, optical, etc.); 4) Advanced technologies (test vehicles, satellites,
re-entry phenomena, etc.); 5) Poorly understood physical phenomena (rare
atmospheric-electrical effects, cloud phenomena, plasmas of natural or tech-
nological origin, etc.); 6) Poorly understood psychological phenomena;

7) Extraterrestrial probes, ¢.e., the ETH; 8) Messengers of salvation and

occult truth.
Skeptical scientists with limited exposure to the UFO record generally
prefer to think that UFO reports can be explained adequately by some admix-
ture of hypotheses 1, 2, 3, and perhaps occasionally 4. If they have given
the existing UFO literature (Ref. 2) more than cursory inspection, they may
somewhat grudgingly add that possibly hypothesis 5 warrants study, since
something of real scientific interest (perhaps in atmospheric physics, say)
might be learned by a closer examination of selected reports.

I have encountered a substantial number of skeptical laymen,
many UFO reports seem to comprise credible accounts of machine-like objects
maneuvering in our atmosphere in unusual manner, who prefer hypothesis 4.

In 1947 and 1948, when UFO reports first exploded into public attention,
hypothesis 4 was a sensible working hypothesis. However, persons familiar
with the state of present~day technology and with the serious difficulty of
keeping entirely secret any new and massive block of technology of the sort
that would be required to produce craft matching the performance character-
istics of UFOs, do not today seriously consider hypothesis 4. I reject it
categorically as an explanation of any but occasional reports of inherently
small interest (re-entry luminosity, unaccounted sonic booms, sunlit con-
trails, etc.). A recently-published book by Bloecher (see Ref. 2) has strong
bearing on hypothesis 4, since Bloecher has uncovered over 800 UFO sightings
in an approximately two-week period in the summer of 1947, when the "flying
saucers" first received public attention. Many of those reports are essen-
tially similar to 1967 sightings; so one seems forced to say that at least

as early as 1947 (and probably substantially earlier), the UFOs were with us.
To assert that some secret technology was, right after World War II, produc-
ing superlative wvehicles still far beyond the known state of propulsion tech-
nology should sound particularly unbelievable here at United Aircraft. I say
that all such ideas centered on hypothesis 4 can be regarded as having only

vanishingly small probability of explaining the UFO puzzle.

Persons subscribing (often fervently) to hypothesis 8 have undoubtedly
contributed in a significant way to discrediting the UFO problem. Cultist
and crackpot ideas abound in a garish "literature" of paperbacks and magazine

mainly aimed at the suggestion that the Space Brothers from Venus,
"unbalancing the

it will be well to

aware that

articles,
Mars, and Saturn are here to save us from such hazards as

atomic state of the upper atmosphere with H-bomb radiations".
visible group is frequently identified by scientists as constituting the
totality of those who take seriously the UFO problem. To lump serious
students of the UFO problem together with the cultist-crackpot fringe is an
error that results simply from limiting one's examination to a superficial,
armchair approach to the UFO record. One can, in fact, easily and quickly
separate the crackpots and identify the serious investigators. Regrettably

few scientists have yet taken the trouble to do so (Ref. 3).

This all-too-
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Mirages and Ball Lightning:

One of the few scientists who have examined a substantial number of UFO
reports and still scorn hypothesis 7 is Dr. Donald H. Menzel, former Director
of Harvard Observatory. His second book (Ref. 4) is chiefly aimed at explain-
ing UFOs in terms of hypothesis 3 and especially in terms of atmospheric-
physical phenomena (refractive anomalies, mirages, meteorological optical

effects, etc.). In a small fraction of all the reports he treats, he adduces
hypotheses 1, 2, or 4; but mainly he stresses hypothesis 3. I have elsewhere
(Ref. 5) cited a number of specific examples of objections to Dr. Menzel's
approach in explaining away UFO reports. A characteristic defect of his
treatment is, in my opinion, his use of arguments that are perhaps qualita-
tively reasonable but definitely not quantitatively reasonable. 1In other

instances, I would object that he simply i1gnores essential parts of the sight-
ing in arriving at his conclusion.

In the famous July 24, 1948, Chiles-Whitted sighting over Montgomery,
Alabama, involving two experienced Eastern Airlines pilots, Dr. Menzel insists
on the "meteor" explanation of the fast, glowing object that passed a DC-3 on
near-collision course, despite the clear-cut testimony by both men that, just
as the object passed on their starboard side, it executed an abrupt pull-up.

I have recently interviewed both Chiles and Whitted, confirming this important
point and many others that cannot be squared with the "meteor" explanation
that Dr. Menzel stresses, that Air Force consultant Dr. J. A. Hynek first pro-
posed in 1949, and that Air Force Project Bluebook officially accepted as its
explanation a half-dozen years ago (see, ¢.g., Ref. 6). Both pilots reiterate
to me, guite recently, that each saw sguare ports or windows along the side oft
the fuselage-shaped object from the rear of which a cherry-red wake emerged,
extending back 50-100 feet aft of the object. To term this a "meteor" is not
even qualitatively reasonable. One can reject the testimony; but reason for-

bids calling the object a meteor.

Another example of both Dr. Menzel's and Project Bluebook's insistence on
explanations that are not even gualitatively reasonable can be found in a
multiple-witness sighting at vVandalia, Ohio on the morning of March 8, 1950.
Despite the fact that the object was sighted in daytime condition by several
pilots in the air (hence viewing the glowing object through a windshield and
viewing it from a moving platform), Dr. Menzel concludes (with Blueboock) that
this was a case of the planet Venus misidentified as a UFQ. That ground radar
at Wright Patterson AFB got an echo from the unknown, he explains away as due
to a radar return from an "ice cloud", ignoring the point that only in the
closing portions of the extended observation were clouds present. Two F-51
pilots were scrambled and, by Dr. Menzel's own admission, had no difficulty in
climbing up with the object in steady view (until a cloud deck finally inter-
fered). Anvone who has tried to find Venus and then to keep it located while
engaged in even the slightest distractive activity will surely agree that it
is essentially out of the question for a fighter-pilot to execute flight
maneuvers and keep Venus identified in daytime conditions. Still more guali-
tatively unreasonable is the testimony of one of the commercial airline pilots,
whom I have gquite recently located and interviewed. TWA Capt. Dean Miller,
inbound to Vandalia, saw the object dead ahead of his plane, in a direction
not at all matching Venus' sky-location; and, while he had it well in sight,
observed the shiny or glowing elongated object move out from its hovering
position and climb through a ninety-degree arc to another position again
inconsistent with Venus' position in the southeastern sky. The fact that one
military pilot objected to the Bluebook Venus explanation on grounds that he
looked in the same part of the sky the following day and found no such object
as he had pursued in his F~51, Dr. Menzel explains away as follows:
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oceasionally visible in the daytime. [t was not visible
at all the following day becausc of different woather
conattiong. "

Are any quantitative arguments offered to support such a conclusion? No.
As a matter of fact, for the substantial angular altitude of Venus at the
time of this protracted ground-air-radar observation, nothing but direct
smoke- or cloud-obscuration could comprise a "weather condition" that would
significantly affect the difficult task of finding Venus in the daytime sky.
I here add to my previous criticisms of Dr. Menzel's approach to the UFO
problem because he has had what I can only view as a deleterious influence
on scientific thinking about the UFO problem. A scientific colleague of
mine, who was in Russia not many months ago, asked many Russian astronomers
how they felt about the UFO problem and was told by most that Menzel had
explained the whole thing quite satisfactorily. I strongly disagree. Some
of his explanations are acceptable, but the bulk of them do not seem to me

to constitute reasonable assessments of the facts.

Because we always have more to learn, most scientists approaching the
UFO problem for the first time will surely keep hypothesis 5 well in mind.
There may be still-poorly understood atmospheric or even astronomical
phenomena which are being misinterpreted by observers as vehicular objects
of unconventional nature. I agree with the importance of repeatedly assess-
ing this possibility and carefully matching it against the details of well-
reported UFO observations. The serious difficulty with this hypothesis is
posed by the many reports from apparently quite credible witnesses in which
the object seen is entirely too much like a fabricated product of technology
(Z.e., machinelike) to warrant an explanation, say, in terms of some poorly
understood plasma phenomena, I have said before (Ref. 5) that attempts to
account for the core of the UFO problem in terms of corona-discharge and
ball lightning effects represent failure to confront the fact that the bulk
of the important cases are not even remotely like such plasmoids. In my
opinion, Philip J. Klass, one of the editors of Aviation Week, has yet to
advance arguments adequate to support his repeated contentions that UFOs are
simply various types of plasmoids. To be sure, plasma-like glows accompany
many nighttime reports of high credibility, but daytime reports of formations
of disc-like objects flying overhead or pacing aircraft under fair weather
conditions are not as easily subsumed under the plasmoid heading as Klass

would suggest.

A report of seemingly high credibility which, interestingly enough, was
jointly heard from the eye-witnesses by Dr. Menzel, Mr. Klass, and myself,
along with several hundred editors of major American papers {April 22, 1967
session of the American Society of Newspaper Editors, Washington, D.C.) is a
case in point. On the afternoon of May 21, 1966, we were told, Mr. William
C. Powell and Miss Muriel McClave were flying in a Luscombe over Willow
Grove, Pennsylvania, at about 4500 ft altitude, with 15-mile visibility.
Powell, the pilot, has 18,000 hours to his flying record (RCAF, AAF, KLM,
and executive-transport work currently). After a flight of Navy jets
climbed out under his wing from Willow Grove NAS, Powell spotted an object
closing on the jets from their rear. Noting absence of a vertical tail-fin,
he watched more closely and saw it make an abrupt (no-bank, no-slewing) turn
of about 150 to 160 degrees and head for his aircraft. He and Miss McClave
watched it approach on seeming collision course at their level, until it
passed their starboard wing at a distance Powell put at perhaps 100 yards.
Powell said, "It was just like lcoking at a Cadillac." The object, no
Cadillac, was described by both as a domed disc, of diameter 30 to 40 feet,
with a bright white dome on a red discoid base. One can reject the testi-
mony here, of course; but it would not seem reasonable to try to account for
this as some refraction anomaly or other aberration of meteorological optics,
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nor is it reasonable to assert that here was some peculiar fair-weather
variant of ball lightning. Examples equally difficult to force into those
pigeonholes are very easily multiplied, but the time at my disposal here
precludes the kind of extensive recapitulation of cases that can be adduced
in support of my position (see refs, 2 and 5 for more examples).

I have now made brief comments about all of the listed hypotheses except
6, the psychoclogical hypothesis. Having discussed this one with many psy-
chologists, I am forced to the conclusion that it is quite unlikely that UFO
reports will prove to be some globally-epidemic wave of hallucination or
psychosis, interesting and significant as this would be. I shall not here
say more about it, despite having given it much thought.

My list of eight hypotheses is not exhaustive because other hypotheses
still more bizarre than, say, numbers 7 or 8 can be proposed (time-travel,
hidden terrestrial societies, mad millionaires with secret laboratories,
etc.). However, those eight cover the most commonly proposed ideas advanced
by persons seeking to explain the enigma of the UFOs, and perhaps I have now
offered adequate suggestion of why I reject most of those.

The Official Air Force Project Bluebook Position:

Since I have presented a fairly long discussion of the Air Force position
and the history of its handling of the UFO problem elsewhere (Ref. 5), I shall
not do more than summarize here. As I studied the Air Force record, it ap-
peared to me that, following an important turning point of 1953 (Robertson
Panel), the official objective has been to debunk "flying saucers™ as a non-
sense problem that imposes a bothersome public relations burden on the Air
Force. From visits to Wright-Patterson AFB and discussions with a number of
persons affiliated with Project Bluebook, I conclude that only abysmally
limited scientific competence has been brought to the study of UFOs within
Air Force circles in the past fifteen years. Unfortunately, during all this
time, the scientific community and the public were repeatedly assured that
substantial scientific talent was being used in Air Force UFO studies. This
was untrue, and I believe that it has been scientifically disastrous to UFO
studies that this image was steadfastly built up.

Jerome Stanton, in a valuable analysis of the history of the UFO problem
(Ref. 7), speaks of the way in which the Air Force "created the impression
that a scientific investigation of UFOs was going on when in fact nothing of
the kind was being done." "...until the well-publicized

Stanton asserts that "..
sightings of 1965 and 1966, no serious effort to do more than narrow down the
residue of unknowns to as small a percentage as possible appears to have been

made." I would feel obliged to comment that what he calls "serious effort"
is not to be confused with "competent scientific effort"; to me, the record

reveals only a rather low-powered, low-priority whitewash job by a very tiny
project (three persons: officer, sergeant, secretary, as of 1966 when I
visited Bluebook). Stanton, after reviewing a few instancesof the many out-
rageously unscientific UFO evaluations that Bluebook has issued over past
"...What is the motive for identifications so absurd that they
and insult and anger the people who
the suggestion that

vears asks:
fool no one, destroy public confidence,
report such things in good faith?" He rejects, as do I,
the Alr Force knows the UFOs are extraterrestrial and are trying to avoid
public panic. He concludes, as I have on basis of all evidence I have seen
to date, that we confront here no grand conspiracy, but rather an incompe-
tently handled operation devoid of scientific talent.

like Stanton, recently surveyed UFO history,
comes up with a rather different conclusion. In another one of the few valu-
able UFO books to appear in a recent flood of bad ones, Mort Young (Ref. 6)
prefers the "grand conspiracy" hypothesis. He states that, "the Governmert
is trying to keep flying saucers out of the realm of serious, public

Another journalist who has,
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' and presents a number of cases which, I agree, constitute a form
of coverup. Where I would (at present) disagree with Young is in his equat-
ing the sum of many such coverups to a "grand conspiracy”. Rather, I remain
on record as regarding them as just a lot of little coverups of the type that
can become all too common in a military milieu, especially when a highly vis-
ible official position would be embarrassed by a policy of candor.

The UFO problem has been so badly mishandled, for so many years, by
Procject Bluebook that it is almost easier to imagine this part of a grand
design of some high-level intelligence agency than to accept the conclusion
that any program could possibly be handled so ineptly. I have to concede a
point to those who criticize my position when they stress, "It's hard to
imagine that they could be that incompetent." Readers unfamiliar with UFO
history cannot possibly appreciate the full force of that argument against
what I nevertheless defend as the "grand foulup" alternative to the "grand
conspiracy" hypothesis for interpreting official Bluebock handling of the
UFO problem.

For the record, let me reiterate (see Ref. 5) that I have never been dog-ZX
matic about insisting the "grand foulup" theory, and I have never scoffed at O
those knowledgeable students of the UFO problem who defend the only seemingly &
sensible alternative, "grand conspiracy." The existence of repeated small ()&
UFO coverups so confuses the issue that one cannot be certain. The group v}
which I regard as having made by far the most significant contribution toward 8
past clarification of the UFO question, the National Investigations Committee g
on Aerial Phenomena (NICAP, Washington, D.C.), has always inclined toward the
grand conspiracy theory. Before anyone casually pooh-poohs their position,
he will do well to make himself aware of the body of evidence upon which NICA
has based its preference for that theory. I have attempted to examine much o
that evidence and can only say that it is impressive, puzzling, and argues
caution in defense of the grand foulup interpretation. Yet, to repeat, I
still see a larger fraction of the total visible evidence explained as
foulup than as high-level coverup. It is a big guestion, and I cannot do much
more in this limited space towards elaborating my position than the above.

I wish to repeat a statement that I made to the
American Society of Newspaper Editors (Ref. 5) on the grand conspiracy theory:
If that theory does in fact prove to be correct, that is, if we ultimately
learn that for the past fifteen or more years it has been accepted at some
high level in our intelligence machinery that UFOs are extraterrestrial sur-
veillance devices, while a studied effort has been maintained to conceal that
from domestic and foreign scientific view, then I shall be only one of an
outraged body of scientists throughout the world who will ask how a decision
to conceal such information from the world scientific community could have
been arrogated to itself by any national intelligence or military organiza-
tion. I have made this same statement before a number of scientific audiences
in recent months, and I am deeply troubled to find that more than a few who
have heard it have taken the trouble to tell me that I am naive if I think
that such deception is out of the guestion. I do not wish here to pursue
further this line of thought, important as it is in the minds of all who have
diligently examined the UFO evidence; to dwell too long on these points before
a group not already thoroughly familiar with the incredible history of the UFO
problem is to invite criticism of forgetting the primary scientific issues at
stake. Just let one remark summarize: that one of the by-products of exten-
sive study of the UFO record is a puzzled preoccupation with the coverup vs.

discussion,'
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Evidence For and Against the Extraterrestrial Hypothesis:

absurdly improbable on both first and second
inspection. One has two choices: intrasolar-system origin, or origin in a
planetary system of some distant star. The cultist easily brings in his
spaceships from Venus, Mars, Saturn, and sometimes even Jupiter and Neptune,
and does not bat an eye as he relates being told by the Space Brothers that
Venus has cities and streets, fields and farms, running rivers and streams,
timbered hills - the works. However, scientists aware of the growing body
of knowledge concerning conditions on the other planets of the solar system
find it difficult to imagine that a high technology could possibly exist on
any other planet of our solar system, utterly fascinating as such a concep-
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The ETH seems, of course,

ETH. He 1s, quite properly, confronted with the challenge to come up with
some answer as to how the UFOs cross the vast reaches of interstellar space

in reasonable intervals of time. In that challenge lies the heart, I believe,
of most present scientific rejection of the ETH - a seemingly insuperable pro-
pulsion problem. Markowitz (Ref. 1) has recently made much of this, and
earlier Purcell and others have examined the problem with rather discouraging

m
results. g
My own inclination (supported by months of study of the UFO evidence) is 5
to appeal to the implications of that boundless future of science and tech- S
nology that we seem to be able to discern as an extrapcolation of our own g
present-day progress. What seemed absurdly impossible a century ago, we do -
today and take it for granted. A few weeks before the Wrights flew, noted oS
astronomer Simon Newcomb published an article showing why heavier-than-air S
flight by man was out of the guestion. His error was simple: he failed to <
reckon with the possibility that engines of sufficiently low weight-to-power
ratio would be produced; he must have known only of Hiram Maxim's monstros-
ities. The Wrights got off the ground at Kitty Hawk with an engine of
15 lb/hp; Manley, Langley's assistant, had one operating at about the same
time with a ratio of only 3.6 lb/hp. By World War II that crucial ratio was
driven below 1.0 lb/hp. And as the ratio went down, absolute thrust ratings
went up; imagine how Newcomb's aplomb would have been shattered to witness a
thrust-test on a Pratt & Whitney turbojet in the 50,000-1lb class, only one

human lifetime later than his "conclusive" 1903 analysis.

Propulsion is indeed very much at the heart of the ETH puzzle.
pare Goddard's 1935 record of a rocket ascent to a then-impressive 7500-ft
altitude with our rocket-technology 30 years later - and then reflect that,
broadly speaking, this progress was made on the basis of scientific funda-
mentals already available well before 1935. That is, this stunning gain came
without any truly new scientific insights, "merely" through improvements in
innumerable contributing technologies. When one reflects a bit along these
lines, and recalls that, months after the first success at Kitty Hawk, Dayton
newspapers refused to run any stories about all those silly rumors that two
brothers were actually flying a machine along the interurban line on the out-
skirts of town (it just didn't make sense), then one is disinclined to be
overpowered by arguments of those who, like Markowitz, would reject the ETH
on grounds that nothing in our existing propulsion technology and nothing in
our currently foreseeable technology makes "sense" out of the notion of inter-
stellar travel. To be sure, we don't yet have any red hot ideas for getting
out to Tau Ceti; but the pace and tempo of our own technology ought to give
rause to those who would insist that there are no Tau Cetians who can do that

which we still regard impossible.

So com-

I like to put it in this wav: Imagine the ccnsternation, the sheer dis-

pelief of a Solocmon Islander who, with only the most shadowy prior contact



with twentieth-century industrial-scientific technology, suddenly found him-
self witness to a 1942 amphibious invasion. How could the mind of one still
in the Stone Age encompass arrival of dozens of enormous ships of all shapes,
from which fire, smoke and unpleasant crashing noises spewed, and from some
of which still other smaller ships were discharged, only to have the latter
run up on the beach and disgorge a bewildering variety of men and moving
devices out of which more noise and fire came. Imagine his puzzlement to
then see dozens of aircraft move over, drop bombs, strafe, and engage in
intricate air combat with still other aircraft, the like of which we are to
here imagine he has never before séen. One can pursue this metaphor much
farther, obviously, and I believe it is a good exercise for those inclined to
arch skepticism about UFOs. For we may be like the Solomon Island Stoneager
relative to the bewildering variety and number of UFQOs that seem to be cred-
ibly reported as operating in our environment. We cannot understand how any
society could produce such devices, accomplish such feats, display as many
craft of such unprecedented performance characteristics, and do things that
to us border on the miraculous. But remembering the Solomons invasion may
give us perspective on our own present situation; and thinking about how our
own technology has forged ahead in mere decades may give us second thoughts
about Science, Technology, and UFOs.

So What? And So Where Next?

So What? I'm glad to report that I have been asked that by only one or
two scientists out of the hundreds to whom I have been speaking about UFOs in
the past year or so. One ought not need to emphasize that if the ETH is cor-
rect, it would constitute one of the most startling scientific revelations of
all times. (Scientists need not look for Nobel prize material herein; the
pricority credit for judiciously arriving at and publishing the ETH concept
appears assignable to writer Maj. Donald E. Keyhoe; his 1950 .journal of pub-
lication was True Magazinel)

Not only would science move ahead enormously, once it got over what can
now only be predicted as a dreadful shock of recognition, if the ETH is cor-

but also the technological gains that could accrue from contact with
I
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rect,
and study of a technological society far beyond ours could be enormous.

cannot refrain from smiling a bit at some of the arguments made in recent
yvears in support of efforts at interstellar communication, arguments center-
ing around what I like to call the "interstellar brain drain", the leap ahead
we'd enjoy if we could make radio- or other remote-contact with high civili-
zations far out in the galaxy. But, in principle, that argument makes good

cense; doubters can review some facets of it in Cameron's book (Ref. 8).

Still, there might be other conseguences of a full confrontation of the
UFO problem, consequences unforeseeable and even fraught with hazard to us
all. I like to think not; and twenty-plus years of evidence provides a good
deal of reassurance, I believe. Freeman Dyson has waved aside unwarranted
optimism about the benevolence of advanced technologies and has remarked that,

for all we know, technology may be a cancer sweeping across the Galaxy.
Possibly; but I'm glad to report that a close look at the UFO evidence does

not suggest that we are about to be given an exposure to such a virus.

What a closer look at the UFO evidence does, however, suggest is this:
Current scientific attitudes towards the UFO problem must be radically
altered. We must stop smugly laughing at "all those nuts" who see UFOs,
stop accepting hollow assurances from the official agency that has so long
and so incredibly mishandled the UFO problem, and stop assuming that the very
idea of our being under extraterrestrial surveillance is so amusingly absurd.

In past months, I have been at most of the Washington agencies one might
expect to take a new, hard look at UFOs. To sum up briefly my results -



zero-point-zero. Despite NASA's claim that it has keyed its whole space
program to the "search for Life in space", NASA seems not to be even slightly
interested in looking into the UFO problem. Other science-oriented agencies
may see subtle political hazards in moving into the UFO problem. Congress
seems indisposed to initiate any action. And at every turn one hears, "Wait

till Colorado makes its report."

The Condon Committee:

After the 1965 summer wave of ,sightings and a long series of editorial
criticism (Refs. 5, 7), the Air Force took steps to do something about UFOs.
I have talked with enough persons directly and indirectly associated with the
sequence of events that led from that August, 1965, epoch to the October,
1966, announcement of a $300,000 project at the University of Colorado, to
feel entirely confident in saying that public relations difficulties, not
scientific considerations, were of dominant importance in the establishment
of the project now headed at Colorado by Dr. E. U. Condon.

Frankly, my early hopes that the Condon Committee would work vigorously
and open-mindedly to unravel the UFO problem have dimmed very considerably
as time has gone by. This is not the place to elaborate in detail my growing
pessimism; but I must say, candidly, that I no longer view Dr. Condon’s
approach as either scientifically vigorous or scientifically very open-minded.
Dr. Condon has stated directly to me that he is not himself interested in
doing any interviewing of the witnesses in the classic cases which have 1led
to the very problem he took on. And he has repeatedly indicated an almost
whimsical preoccupation with the crackpot and cultist aspects of the UFO
problem. I submit that one can easily and with confidence make a very effec-
tive separation of the irrelevant crackpot material from that warranting
scientific attention; hence, I find it difficult to justify Dr. Condon's
interest in the crackpot aspects to exclusion of consideration of reports of
pilots, scientists, engineers, law enforcement officers, and all the other
credible witnesses whose testimony has been so impressive to most who have

been willing to examine it at first hand.

I had hopes that the Condon Committee would prove a turning point in
scientific confrontation of the UFO problem, and I fully understand how easy
it is in Washington to say, "Let's wait for Colorado." It makes sense; but

only in Washington - not in those circles where a large volume of UFO evidence

has already been weighed. 1In such circles, the present situation appears
gloomy because of Dr. Condon's publicly expressed attitudes.

There are issues so sensitive here that I cannot fully discuss them in
the present context. But a basic prerequisite seems now to get some entirely
new study underway, entirely removed from sponsorship by any of the agencies
that have had any past responsibility for UFO studies. I do not here cry,
"Whitewash!" I do not see whitewashing underway. I see, instead, a lot of
persons whose minds have long been made up about UFOs, going through motions
that are not scientifically motivated, and moving in directions that do not
augur well for early clarification of the UFO problem.

The situation is gloomy enough that there are days when, despite my hav-
ing been driven by my studies ever farther towards support of the ETH, with
all of its profound implications, I almost wish someone would come along and
show conclusively that UFOs are just "something seen by a lot of nuts,”
nothing more. Then I could forget the whole thing and get back to what I was
working on when I decided, in the spring of 1966, to take my first close look
at the full history of the UFO problem. But that hope, I know, is futile.
The evidence is just not that weak and vulnerable.

Quite the opposite.

AHVHHYIGHOJGTVHHDINOH&AdODOiOHd
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Hence, for the moment, the best plea I can make to you, as fellow-
scientists, is to try to do as a number of us have, take a closer look at
the UFO evidence and decide for yourselves. Evidently the need is for a
much greater weight of scientific opinion pleading for a vigorous investi-
gation backed by ample resources. I have elsewhere indicated some of the
approaches that I think need to be used (Ref. 5); at the moment, the problem
seems to be slipping back to the prior level of convincing the appropriate
agencies and persons in Washington that there really is a problem here. The
latter task was the one task many of us hoped Dr. Condon would perform when
he took on the UFO study. Instead, he appears to be deepening the problem
by virtue of his evidently slight interest in the whole business.

A Longer-Range View:

After about eighteen months of study and direct interviewing of about
three hundred witnesses in important UFO cases, I can say to you that I see
the UFO problem as one of extraordinary scientific importance.

I regard the ETH as the most probable hypothesis to explain the UFO
evidence. To go from that expression of hypothesis-preference to a position
of claiming adeguate proof is no small step, needless to say. That step will
not be taken until quite large financial resources are behind monitoring and
observational programs, supported by budgets that will probably dwarf the
present NASA budgets. And that step will not be taken until large numbers
of scientists in many disciplines begin to confront the enormously intriguing
guestions posed by the UFOs. If my remarks to you today serve in any small
measure to increase the number of scientists and engineers seriously con-
cerned with the UFO problem, I shall consider my time well spent.

References and Notes

1. Markowitz, W., Science, 157, 1274, 1967. Markowitz, in concluding,
expressed his fear that "2lst-century science will contemplate with
wonder the fact that, in an age of science such as ours, the U. S. Air
Force was required to sponsor repeated studies of UFOs." Dr. Edward U.

director of a current UFO investigation sponsored by the U. S.

Alr Force, in an interview of Sept. 27, 1967, with the Rocky Mountain

News, was quoted as agreeing in general with Markowitz, and more speci=-

fically paraphrased Markowitz by saying that "the 21st century may die

laughing (when it looks back on the many things we have done). This

(the Colorado UFO study) may be cne." He stated, "I'm almost inclined

to think such studies ought to be discontinued unless sometOne comes up

with a new idea on how to approach the problem."

The totality of UFO "literature" includes much that is scientifically
worthless. I regard as the outstanding contribution to the more solid
UFO literature The UF0O Evidence, edited by R. H. Hall, and published
{1964) by NICAP, 1536 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Washington, D.C., 20036.
Another very recent addition to the UFO literature that deserves wide
study is a book by T. R. Bloecher, Report on the URO Wawve of 1947, also
available from NICAP. Recent, useful bocks by Stanton and Young are

cited below. An earlier and quite significant reference is E. J.
Ruppelt's Feport on the Unidentified Fl.<ns Cbjects, Doubleday, 1956
(currently available as an Ace paperback). A useful source on a selec-
tion of about 160 interesting cases 1is The leference for Outstanding UFU
Cightivg Reporte, available from UFOIRC, Box 57, Riderwood, Maryland,
21139. Others could be cited, but the main point stressed here is that
there do exist references from which a reliable estimate of the nature

of the UFO problem may be drawn.

Condon,
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Predisposition to identify the entire UFQO problem with the crackpot
aspects was particularly well-documented in the views expressed by a
number of scientists interviewed as part of an hour-long program pro-
duced in the "CBS Reports" series, on May 10, 1966, titled "UFO:
Friend, Foe or Fantasy." The viewer could conly conclude from this
program that scientists believe that UFOs are seen and discussed almost
entirely by persons who have "a need for miracles", a "need to believe".
My own investigative experience runs exactly counter to this: I have
found that the "believers" are hardly interested at all in UFO reports
per se, not needing them to back up their firm convictions. And by
contrast, the impressive reports come from responsible persons whose
typical reluctance to come forward and report what they have seen
results from concern that they in no way be confused with such
"believers." Scientists who condemn UFO witnesses as "believers”
deserve strong criticism for their non-scientific behavior!

4. Menzel, D. H., The World of Flying Saucers, Doubleday, Garden City, New
York, 1963. The book 1is subtitled, "A Scientific Examination of a Major

Myth of the Space Age."

5. McDonald, J. E., UF0s - Greatest Jcientific Problem of Our Times? pre-
sented to the American Society of Newspaper Editors, Washington, D.C.,
April 22, 1967. Copies of this presentation have been reproduced for
sale by UFORI (formerly Pittsburgh Subcommittee of NICAP), Suite 311,
508 Grant Street, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 15219. The ASNE material
is combined with material presented to the Outer Space Affairs Group of
the United Nations and material presented to the District of Columbia
Chapter, American Meteorological Society by the same writer. Inguiries
should be sent to the indicated address.

6. Young, Mort, UFO: Top Secret, Simon & Schuster, MNew York, 1967 (paper-

back) . :

7. Stanton, L. Jerome, Fluing Saucers: Hoax or Feality, Belmont Books,

New York, 1966 (paperback).

8. Cameron, A. J. W., Interstellar Communication, W. A. Benjamin, Inc.,

New York, 1963.

ADDENDUM

In the discussion following the UARIL presentation on 1/26/68, a number
of floor-questions asked what specific scientific programs or investigations
the speaker would recommend to achieve clarification of the UFO problem. As
indicated, a number of such recommendations are already presented in Ref. 5
above. A brief summary of possible scientific investigations is appended
below for completeness.

1. As someone has observed, the most important step in solving any problem
is to recognize that there is a problem. The scientific community will take
this step only when a substantial number of scientists have investigated
enough past and current UFO reports to sense that (a) an astonishingly large
body of observations by credible observers points to the presence of entirely
unconventional machine-like obiects maneuvering in our global airspace, .
(c) that despite

(b) that this has been occurring for more than 20 years, and ' t C
all official assurances, there has never been any substantial scientific

examination of this body of observations. One might hope that the Condon
Committee will accomplish this first step, though basis for optimism therecon

seems to be diminishing.
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2. Assuming accomplishment of Step 1, a first escalation of scientific
effert would be justified. A number of task groups should be created to

investigate certain specific guestions: (a) An extremely intensive examina-
tien should be made, on an international basis, of all known sighting reports
from all accessible parts of the world. I would estimate that we probably
know of less than ten per cent of all sightings, due to the "ridicule 1igd"
holding them below the level of visibility. This 1lid will immediately dis-
appear upon accomplishment of Step 1, with the result that an order-of-magni-
tude increase in reports may be expected to come to the surface almost
immediately. As with past reports, not all will be significant. However,

by securing full cooperation of press and other media, rapid clarification

of what constitutes a worthless report, what constitutes a significant report
can very quickly be communicated to persons in most of the countries of the
world. Such an educational program poses no intrinsic problems, although it
would require a degree of cooperation between mass media and scientists that
does not now exist with respect to UFOs. Step 1 being accomplished, that
degree of cooperation would appear instantly, in my opinion. (b) In order

to undertake the first adequate guantitative analysis of significant patterns
of movements and appearances of UFOs over the globe, computer processing of
the suddenly increased body of available reports would be necessary. Design
of Step 2a would have to be made with careful regard to Step 2b, to insure
effective data-handling and data-retrieval of the large body of observational
material that would have to be processed. At the start (first few months
only), limitations of number of scientists with adequate familiarity with the
UFO problem would be a handicap. My own experience leads me to suggest that
a crash-training program could be confined to a period of at most two to
three months for the personnel doing the design work for Steps 2a and 2b.
Fortunately, as stressed in Ref. 2 above, there does, in fact, exist a quite
usable UFO literature upon which to draw in this initial training effort.
Onice new reporting procedures and reporting guestionnaires were designed for
compatibility with adequate data-processing, something like three or four
hundred scientists in the physical and social sciences could be engaged in
Steps 2a and 2b in a number of investigative centers distributed around the
world. (c) Concurrently, special investigative groups, not primarily con-
cerned with interviewing or data-processing, should attack selected gquestions
that appear to be of high priority. For example, the moot point of UFO dis-
turbances in large power systems clearly warrants exceedingly careful scrutiny.
I know of about a dozen instances in which there seems to be evidence for such
disturbances; there is much more evidence indicating frequent presence of UFOs
near power facilities without any apparent system-disturbances. The fact that
a number of UFO observations accompanied the Northeast Blackout of Nov. 9,
1965, is not widely known; that many smaller-scale electrical disturbances
appear to have accompanied close passage of a UFO is also not generally appre-
ciated. Engineers and physicists should pursue this gquestion as one that
might involve "hazard considerations”; their objective would be to reject or
otherwise pass on the current suspicion of some students of the UFO problem
that a potentially serious problem could exist in this area. Secondly, the
large category of automobile-stopping cases warrants intensive study by
engineers and physicists to try to draw from available reports implications
for the possible mechanism of this freqguent process. Magnetic effects come
under serious suspicion here, though it is difficult to propose any single
adequate mechanism at present. Thirdly, the long-rumored but only superfi-
cially studied cases of aircraft-interferences might be studied by persons
with suitable backgrounds, given completely free entry into all necessary
files. Fourthly, historians of various specialties should be urged to begin
critical review of pre-1900 sightings that seem to bear provocative similarity

The important "airship episode" of 1896-7 constitutes
Much amateur
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only a single such topic warranting the most careful study.
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speculation on pre-1800 sightings is, at present, worthless; scholarly scru-
tiny of this curious body of early reports might, in light of new insights
gained from other parts of the escalated UFO studies, shed new and important
light on whether the UFO phenomena have been going on for much more than a
few decades. This has potentially important bearing on "hazard considera-
tions"”, for obvious reasons. Fifthly, psychologists and psychiatrists should
focus attention on the substantial subgroup of reports (usually skirted by
physical scientists such as myself) in which seemingly credible and stable
observers have reported paranormal psychological experiences in conjunction
with UFO observations. Details will be skirted here, in keeping with my
usual unwillingness to become too specific on this matter lying well outside
my owh area of competence. Sixthly, the "occupant problem" should be search-
ingly explored by psychologists and biologists, armed with the most complete
available assemblage of reports from all parts of the globe concerning
observers who have reported seeing one or another type of "“creature", "entity",
"humanoid", etc., emerge from UFOs. At present, this subset of UFO reports
is getting essentially no solid scientific attention. Accomplishment of

Step 1 would immediately push this subset into a position of prominent impor-
tance. I, myself, can only say that I am deeply puzzled by the large number
of "occupant" reports of which I now have knowledge. I make no present judg-
ment, however, as to their significance. (In addition to the cited special
programs, a number of others would be needed, but will be omitted here.)

3. Towards the end of the time-period neaded to carry out Steps 2a, 2b, and
2c, certain follow-on efforts would probably be undertaken. Step 3a would be
the deployment on a global basis of an adequate network of new UFO-sensors,
designed on the basis of information assembled in previous steps of the
escalating UFO program. Past evidence points conclusively to the fact that
UFOs can be tracked, at least under some conditions, on radar. We already
have radar equipment all over the globe. Special study groups would review
all available past data on radar-sightings to suggest best procedures for
collecting far more complete radar data from existing gear. On the basis of
that study, plus continuing efforts, new electromagnetic sensing devices
should be conceived and deployed. There is on record a wide range of electro-
magnetic disturbances accompanying close passage of UFOs (see Ref. 5, for
examples). Systematic searching with broad-band EM sensors, with freguency-
scanning devices covering the full radio spectrum, and with both existing and
specially-designed magnetometers could, with adequate support, rapidly increase
our knowledge of how to secure new types of objective (rather than subjective)
instrumental (rather than anecdotal) data on the movements of UFOs. In addi-
tion, optical and spectroscopic techniques of observing UFOs would be devel-
oped. It is often objected that we already have many networks of radar and
optical observing devices, but close examination of how they are set up almost
invariably reveals that built into such systems is a sharp selectivity, with
provisions to reject all "tracks" not satisfying pre-set criteria. Such
selectivity is almost indispensable in monitoring systems to avoid being
flooded with unwanted data. Our present technologies in all these areas are
capable of an extremely rapid improvement over the present zero-level effort
in remote-sensing of UFOs. Much of the initial design discussions aimed at
Step 3 could and should begin soon after Steps 2 are set in motion, possibly
sooner. From the results of Step 3 would come the first reliable basis for
searching for significant patterns of UFO movements. Obviously, the search
for such patterns holds high priority in solving the UFO mystery.

AHVHHYIGHO&GTVHHDLNOHdAdODOLOHd

4. Attempts at communication, possibly in entirely novel manner not now under
consideration even by students of the UFO problem, should be a goal of earlier
studies. Interestingly, there do already exist credible reports of "communi-
cation", but on a level so technologically primitive as to do injustice to
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terrestrial science. That "response" does seem to have been obtained in a
few instances is intriguing. But far more elaborate techniques and systems
are easy to imagine. Social scientists, however, need to ponder certain
"hazard considerations"” before Step 4 is set in motion, so there is little
point in attempting more specific proposals here. Along with efforts towards
communication should go extensive studies aimed at elucidating propulsion

techniques and a host of other currently inexplicable "performance features"

of UFOs.

The above suggestions are intended only to indicate a bit more specif-
ically the kinds of scientific efforts that one might envisage should the
"UFO problem" be generally recognized as a scientific problem rather than
the nonsense problem that it has been regarded for the past two decades.

To accomplish Steps 1 and 2 might require an international-total
expenditure of a few tens of millions of dollars, say the price of an SST
or a few large bombers or one small naval vessel. To go on to Steps 3 and 4
of course, involve greater total expenditures, but still at a level

would,

small compared with the international-total funding of present space programs.
Ultimately, if we are indeed under some form of extraterrestrial surveillance,
global expenditures at the level of billions of U. S§. dollars per year would
become a small price to pay for clarification of such a profoundly important

issue.
The problem of the moment, however, is to see that there ii a UFO

problem.
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Congress of the Wnited States

Office of the Minority Leader
Fbouse of Representatives
WMashington, D.C.

Rep. George P, Miller, Chairman
Science and Astronautics Conmittee
U. 5. Housea of Representatives
wWashiagren, D, €.

Dear Chalrman Miller:

Ho doubt you have noted the recent flurry of newspaper stories about
unidercified flying objects (UFU'a). 1 have taken gpecial interest

in these accounts because many of the latest reported sightings have
been in wy home state of Hichigsa.

The air Force sent a consultant, astrophysicist br., J. Allen Hynek
of Norcthwestern University, to Michigan to investizate the various
repores; and he dismissed sll cf them as the product of college
student pranks or swamp zas or an impresaion created by the rising
crescent woon and the planet Venus, 1 do not agrez that all of
these reports can be or should be so easily explained away.

Becazuse I think there may be substance to some of these reports and
because I believe the American people ave eatitled to a movre thorough
explanatioca than has been glven them by the Alr Force to date, [ am
proposing thac either the Science and Astronauvtics Committee or the
Armed Services Committee of the House schedule heariags ou the sub-
ject of UFU's and invite testimony from both the executlive branch of
the government and some of the perscns who claim to have seen UFO's,

I enciose matexial which I think will be helpful to you in assessing
the advisability of an iavestigation of UFO's.

May I first call to your attemtion a column by Roscoe Drummond,
published last Sunday in which Mr. Drummond says, 'Haybe all of thase
reported sightings are whimsical, imaginary or uareal; but we need

a more credible and detached appraisal of the evideace than we are
getting,”
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Rep, George F. Miller, Chairman
Page 1wo
tiarch 23, 1966

Hir., Drummond goes on to state, ''We need to get all the data drawm
together to one place and examined far more objectively than anyone
has done so far. A stable public opinlon will come from a trust-
worthy look at the evidence, not from belittling it.

"The time has come for the President or Congress to name an objective
and respected panel to investigate, appraise, and report on all
present and future evidence about what i3 going on."

I agree fully with Mr. Drummond's statements, I also sugyest you
sean the enclosed serles of six articles by Bulkley Criffin of the
Geiffin-Larrabee News Bureau here. In the last of his articles,
published last January, Mr. Griffin says, '"A main conclusion can be
briefiy stated, It is that the Air Force is misleading the public by
its coatinuing campaign to produce and maintain belief thatall
slghtings can be explained away as misldentification of familiax
objects, such a3 balloons, stars and aircraft,"

I have just today received a number of telegrams urging a congressiomal
investigation of UFO's, One is from retired Air Force Col., Harold R,
Brown, Ardmore, Tennmssee, who says, "I have seen UFQ, Will be

avallable to testify."

Another, from Mrs. Ethyle M, Davis, Eugene, Oregon, reads, 'Nine out
of ten people want truth of UFO's, Press your investigation to the

fullest,”

Ronald Celier of Los Angeles, who identifies himsgelf as - '"a scientiac
from M.1.T.," urges that you “do everything ian your power to make

Air Force Project Blue Book (the AP name for its study end verdicts

on UFO repeorts) known to the people." Ars we to assume that everyone
who says he has seen UFO's is an unreliable witness?

A UPI story out of Ann Arbor, Michigan, dated March 21, 1946, states
that "at least 40 persons, including 12 policemen, said today that
they saw a strange flying object guarded by four sister ships land
in a swamp near here Sunday night.”

Matt Surrell of Station WJR, Detroit, cites an eye witness account of

a recent UPO sighting by Emile CGremier of Ann Arbor, an aeronautical
enginesr employed by Ford Motor Company. He points out that an
aeronautical enginecer can hardly be considered an untrustworthy witness,
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Bep. George F, Miller, Chailrman
Page Three
Mapch 23, 1956

In the firm belief that the American public deserves a betier
explanation than that thua far given by the Alr Force, I stronygiy
recommond that there be a committee investigacion of the UFO

pleromena,

bl

I think we owe it to the people to establish credibility regarding
UFG's and to produce the greatest possible enlightenment on this
subject,

Kindagt personal regards,

Binceraly,

Cerzld R, Ford, 4.0,
GRF 1iple
Enclosures

bee: Rep, William H, Bates, R-Mass,
Armed Services Committece

Rep. Joseph W, Martin, Jr,, R-Mass.
Science and Astronautics Committee

Rep, James G. Fulton, R-Pennsylvania
Science and Astronautics Coumittee

AYVIEIT Y04 ATVIED IWOYA AdODO.LOHJ



. , 3o
‘ o i .
¢ ARE UFQs EXTRATERRESTRIAL SURVEILLANCE CRAFT? 1
A
\

James E. Mcbonald, University of Arizona*

Abstract of a talk given March 26, 1968 before the American Instituﬁe‘
of Aeronautics and Astronautics, International Hotel, Los Angeles.

If it were insisted that I limit my entire talk to a one-word
answer to the question posed in that title, I should find it hard to
choose between the safer answer, "possibly", and the riskier answer
that actually comes closer to my present opinion, "probably". The
ever-increasing weight of the evidence I have been examining would
drive me to the latter answer, if I had to compress an hour's remarks
into a single word.

Surely AIZA members would wholeheartedly agree that if there were
even a slim possibility that the earth were under extraterrestrial sur-
veillance in any form,that would be a matter of the greatest scientific
importance, warranting the most vigorous investigation. In fact, the
evidence that seems to point to the conclusion that UFOs could be such
devices is far from negligible; yet because of the history of official
and scientific response to the earlier UFO reports, we continue to see
mainly neglect or ridicule of this intriguing questicn.

After nearly two years of intensive study of many facets of the
long-standing UFO problem, after examining around a thousand UFQ
reports and directly interviewing several hundred witnesses 1in
selected UFO cases of outstanding interest, and after weighing alter-
native hypotheses, I find myself driven steadily further towards the
position that the extraterrestrial hypothesis is the most probable
hypothesis to account for the UFO.

That hypothesis 1is, of course, not original with me; it has been
urged for many years by persons knowledgeable with respect to the UFO
problem, who spoke from outside scientific circles. Our collective
failure to examine scilentific aspects of the UFO problem will, I fear,
be held against the scientific community when the full dimensions of
the UFO evidence come to be recognized. And the latter date may not be
far off.

The principal points which I wish to emphasize include the follow-
ing:

1) For the past half-dozen years, our American space program has
been keyed to "the search for life in space", yet the now impressive
UFQO evidence that "life" may, in some sense, already have found us is
either scoffed at or wholly ignored, even within such space-oriented
agencies as NASA. 1 speak from first-hand experience in making that
observation.

2) Twenty years of USAF responsibility in handling UFO reports
appear to me to constitute about that same number of years of super-
ficial and scientifically incompetent response to the UFO problem.
Aside from brief periods in 1948 and again in 1952-3, USAF investiga-
tions of UFO reports have been perfunctory, aimed gencrally at finding
any "explanation”", however inadequately it might match the reported
facts.

*Or., McDonald is Senior Physicist in the Institute of Atmospheric Physics

and Professor in the Dept. of Meteorology at the University of Arizona.
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3) The principal reason that no other adequate scientific inves-
tigation has ever been initiated has been that, despite almost complete
lack of any scientific expertise in the USAF program (Project Bluebook),
public pronouncements have repeatedly given strong assurance that the
investigations were drawing upon the best scientific talent available to
the Air Force. Nothing could be further from fact. Examples will be
cited toc back up this point.

4) The present Air Force-sponsored study at the University of
Colorado offered promise initially. However, repeated indications of
negative bias in public statements by the Project Director, combined
with lack of vigorous investigation of the most provocative types of
UFO cases reported over the past 20 years, suggest that the Colorado
program will fall far short of the required level of investigation.

It is very desirable that some program be set up entirely divorced from
Air Force affiliation, a conclusion underscored by recent developments
at Colorado.

5) I have just returned from a visit to Canada where I discussed
international scientific aspects of the UFO problem before the Canadian
Aeronautics and Space Institute at their March 11~12 Montreal meetings.
I emphasized the likelihood that UFO investigatory programs in countries
other than the U.S. may have distinctly better chances of making rapid
scientific progress towards clarification of the UFO question by virtue
of the fact that they'd not be fighting uphill against the kind of think-
ing that USAF handling of the problem has engendered here. An encourag-
ing new UFO investigation is, in fact, now being organized within the
Institute for Aerospace Studies of the University of Toronto. I had an
opportunity to confer with scientists beginning that study, on March 13.
Quite recently, indications of a similar study being developed in France
have appeared. The Russian position remains unclear. There are indica-
tions that a new level of official attention to UFO reports is appearing
in other countries, but hard information thereon is still scant.

6) The types of UFO reports that are most intriguing, and point
most directly to an extraterrestrial hypothesis, are close-range sight-
ings of machine-like objects of unconventional nature and unconventional
performance characteristics, seen at low altitudes, and sometimes even
on the ground. The general public is entirely unaware of the large
number of such reports that are coming from credible witnesses, because
ridicule and scoffing have made most witnesses reluctant to report
openly such unusual incidents. When one starts searching for such cases,
their numbers are quite astonishing. Also, such sightings appear to be
occurring all over the globe, possibly with increasing frequency in the
past year ({an inference based on uncertain data because the "ridicule
1id" seems to be lifting of late, and this may simply be bringing a
larger fraction of such incidents to light). Examples will be presented.

7) Suggestions that such observations can be explalned away in
terms of meteorological optics (Menzel's principal thesis) or in terms
of atmospheric plasmas (Klass' principal thesis) cannot be supported with
cogent scientific arguments. The recently-published book by Klass ("UFOs
- Identified") is filled with erroneous conceptions and with qualitative
arguments that fall apart on assessing them in guantitative terms.
Examples will be presented.

8) Many obvious guestions and challenges can be, and must be,
raised against the extraterrestrial hypothesis: How sure can we be that
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UFOs aren't some still poorly understood natural phencmenon? How can
we be sure UFQs aren't secret test vehicles (ours or theirs)? If extra-

terrestrial, why no contact? Why no crashed UF0Os? Why aren't there lots

of good photos if UFOs are real? Why aren't UFOs seen in cities rather
than in remote deserts and swamps? How can we be sure UFO sightings
aren't hallucinations? How about hoaxes? Why no sonic booms? How can
one account for non-inertial turng and maneuvers? Why don't optical-
tracking programs, such as meteor-survey programs, photograph UFOs? Why
don't our radar-fences and high-altitude radar-search systems see UF0s?
If not of intra-solar-system origin, how could UFOs accomplish inter-
stellar transits in reasonable times? Where could they be coming from?
How 1s it possible that other military radar systems throughout the
world have failed to detect UFOs if they are real? Wwhy aren't they seen
by airline pilots and military pilots? Why aren't theyv seen by astro-
nauts in orbit? Why aren't UFOs seen occasionally by larce crowds of
people rather than by single witnesses? To these and related questions
there exist some quite good answers and some possibly relevant specula-
tive answers; to others of those cuestions, there exist no satisfactory
answers, to date.

9} The first need in accelerating UFC research 1is for manv more
scientists and engineers to review carefully and critically the existing
evidence in order to design new sensors. [Electromagnetic effects
accompanying UFO sightings offer real promise herein.] Also, it is
urgently important to exploit already existinag radar networks. Data
from the latter networks should be brought under scientific scrutiny to
search for systematic patterns of UFO appearances and movements.
Present anecdotal data, plus fortuitously revealed radar data, are
inadequate to define such patterns accurately (due to the ridicule-1lid
effect acting as a non-random filter). Following design of sensor-
networks specifically planned for UFO detection, a host of other inves-
tigations would naturally follow, as I have remarked in other contexts.
A few specific examples of the latter will be cited.

10) As a low-cost, minimal-level precursor to such efforts to
attain instrumental monitoring of UFOs, it is urged that various
organizations and agencies take steps to establish exploratory UFO
study programs, even if these involve only two or three scientists
per organization. Any aerospace organization or agency that is
interested in organizing such a small internal study can secure initial
bibliography-assistance, etc., by getting in touch with me. The imme-
diate need is to establish a broader base of scientific recognition of
the astonishing nature of the existing UFO evidence. Scientific scoff-
ing at UFOs has gone on long enough. Serious attention is long overdue.
AIAA could perform a very useful role in stimulating new and vigorous
examination of this intriguing, yet neglected scientific problem.

(I am encouraged to learn that AIAA has, in fact, recently formed a

UFO Subcommittee and am in touch with it.} Although only a percentually
small number of scientists yet realize it, the past 20 years of yawning
neglect of the UFO problem has become a scientific scandal, albeit still
well-hidden. The sooner we take a serious new stance and confront the
UF0O question with adeqguate scientific talent and manpower, the less
embarrassing will be the ultimate admission that we have, for two
decades, been cverlooking a problem of potentially enormous scientific
importance to all mankind.
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SOME UFO REFERENCES

Because persons seeking to familiarize themselves with some of the
basic aspects of the UFO problem often ask for a list of UFO references,
the following list has been assembled. It is certainly not exhaustive;
but it cites a number of the more useful and some of the more contro-
versial references. Inclusion here does not at all imply endorsement
also there are good sources not here listed, for space reasons. -

J. E. McDonald

1. THE UFO EVIDENCE, Richard H. Hall, editor. Published by NICAP
(National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenomena, 1536
Connecticut Ave., N.W., Washington, D.C., 20036, 184 pp., 1964.
Current price, $5.00. (Available only from NICAP, not via book-
stores.) Still the most useful and significant of all references
on the subject.

2. THE REFERENCE FOR OUTSTANDING UFO REPORTS, edited by Thomas M. Olsen.
UFO Information Retrieval Center, Inc., P.0O. Box 57, Riderwood,
Maryland, 21139. Current price, $5.95 (obtainable only from UFOIRC).

3. REPORT ON THE UFQ WAVE OF 1947 by Ted Bloecher. Obtainable from
NICAF, $5.00.

4, REPORT ON THE UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS by Edward J. Ruppelt.
Ace Books, New York, 318 p., 1956. Paperback, $0.50.

5. FLYING SAUCERS: TOP SECRET by Donald E. Keyvhoe. Putnams, New York,
283 pp., 1960. Current price, $3.50.

6. FLYING SAUCERS AND THE U.S. AIR FORCE by Lt. Col. L. J. Tacker.
Van Nostrand, Princeton, N. J., 164 pp., 1960. Current price, $3.95.

7. FLYING SAUCERS by Coral E. Lorenzen. Signet Books, 278 pp., 1966.
Paperback, $0.75.

8. THE WORLD OF FLYING SAUCERS by Donald H. Menzel and Lyle G. Boyd.
Doubleday, Garden City, N.Y., 302 pp., 1963, Current price,$4.50.

9. ANATOMY OF A PHENOMENON by Jacques Vallee. Henry Regnery, Chicago,
210 pp., 1965. Current price, $4.95. Ace paperback, $0.60.

10. INCIDENT AT EXETER by John G. Fuller, Putnams, N.Y., 251 pp., 1965.
Putnam paperback, $0.75.

11. FLYING SAUCERS AND THE STRAIGHT-LINE MYSTERY by Aimé Michel.
Criterion Books, N.Y., 285 pp., 1958. Current price, $4.50.

12. UFOs - IDENTIFIED by Philip J. Klass. Random House, N.Y., 290 pp.,
1968. Current price, $6.95.

13. FLYING SAUCERS: HOAX OR REALITY? by L. Jerome Stanton. Belmont
Books, N.Y., 157 pp., 1966. Paperback, $0.50.

14. UFO: TOP SECRET by Mort Young. Simon and Schuster, N.Y., 156 pp.,
1967. Paperback, $1.00.

15. FLYING SAUCER READER edited by Jay David. Signet Book, N.Y., 252 pp.,
1967. Paperback, $0.75.

16. FLYING SAUCERS OVER AUSTRALIA by Stephen Holledge. Horwitz Publica-
tions, Sydney, Australia, 130 pp., 1965. Paperback, about $0.75.

17. FLYING SAUCERS FROM OUTER SPACE by Donald E. Keyhoe. Henry Holt,
New York, 276 pp., 1953. Out of print.

18. UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS: GREATEST SCIENTIFIC PROBLEM OF OUR TIMES
by J. E. McDonald. UFQ Research Institute, Suite 311, 508 Grant St.,

Pittsburgh, Pa., 15219. A reprint of 3 discussions. Paperback, $1.00.
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MICHIGAN'S LARGEST WANT AR IGUHUM

This picture, purportedly of a Flying

ARE THEY FACT, FICTION OR ILLUSION?

SUNDAY, APRIL 3, 1966

Those Fantastic

Scientists in 3 Special Fields Explain
Michigan's Eerie UFO Sightings

By JEAN PEARSON

Detrall News Selence Wriler

The House Republican leader has called
for & congressional investigation,

A naltional grganization for the investi-
gation of aerial phenomena, with high-
vanking, retired military officers and pro-
fessors on {ls governing board, has urged
a nationwide tracking network,

People are puzzled.

Are the UFQs real, illusions or just
natural events peonle can’t explain? 1s the

of a number of fairly common objects,
such as a dog standing on grass, a bird in
the sky, a pile of bricks and a fire hydrant.
He projected them on the screen for a
group of viewers who hadn’t seen the pic-
tures before, Purposely, he made the pro-
jected image very blurred at first. Then
slowly, in stages, he put il into focus.
Given a blur, the viewers immediately
tried to determine what it was they were
looking at. Once they had rcached a con-

clusion that seemed to satisfy, they clung
tn i

IR
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SECTION 1

Constructed
in France,
this coneept
of a Flying
saqeer pua-
chine was un-
veiled in
July, 1958,
but there are
no published
reports of it
Flyanig, [t has
a diameter
of almost 27
feel.




ciuzens--people who haven’t seen flying
- saucers, or people who have seen some-
thing they can’t explain bul don’t know
what 0 believe—are asking efter the re-
cenl rash of sightings in Jowcer Michigan.
X ok k
Answers Given by Experts
To try to find some answers to these
Yuestions, psychologisis, geologists and

aernpace engineers al the University of
Michigan and Michigan Staie University
were interviewed.

A copy of the most recent United States
Air Force report

on investigation of un-
, identified flying ab-
. jecls (UFOs), wasalsa
% obtained and studied.
Here are some of
the comments.
The official Univer-

swer was given by Dr.
A. Geoffrey Norman,
vice-president for re-
search. His two-sen-
tence statement was:

“The university is
not officially involved in any investigation
of the UFO phenomena, but does cooperate
with the official investigators when asked
to do su or inquiries are made,

“We have also informed’ the investi-
gators that there is no research activity
in the university which might give rise to
the manifestatiens many persons have re-
perted observing in this area on recent
evenings.”

Intormally, Dr. Norman suggested some
U. of M. aerospace engineers, geologists
and psychologists might have some ideas
aboul the sightings.

* & % ’
‘They've Seen Something’

“First of all,” said Dr. Stephen Kaplan,
an associate professor of psychology who
is especially intcrested in the ficlds of per-
ceplion and memory, ‘“you have to realize
these people aren’t lying. They've really
seen something and they are being honest
about what they think they saw.”

““The problem js that we don’t know,
and probably can’t know, what it was they
saw.”

Whenever a person sees something un-
usual that he doesn’t know, or can't ex-
plain, Dr. Kaplan said, he tries to find an
answer and comes up with a hypothesis.

But once he has formed a hypothesis
that fits the situation, it becomes very eon-
vincing to him. He then finds it difficult
to abandon his answer, or hypothesis, even
when lagical informatien is presented thal
should change his opinion.

Dr, Kaplan said this tendency might be
refated, in a way, to research in percep-
tion done by & Harvard psychologist, Dr,
Jerome S, Bruner.

Dr, Bruner collected Kodachrome slides

Mrs. Pearson

sity of Michigan an- .

See o mauowa PICAWIE Wdh D s ndarp
enough focus to determine wilthoul a doubt
what the objeet was.
* kA
Not From Another Planet

Dr, S. Howard Bartley, Michigan State
University professor of psychology espe-
cially interested in the area of vision,
wished to be very cautious in his answer.

“I don’t believe in any visitors from
another planet,” Dr, Bartley declared
promptly. “And I don’t think the objects
reported from time to time have all been
physieally the same type of things,

“I don't put any stock in the idea that
all of the objects seen have been mani-
festations of swamp gas.

“Tk_\i§ seemns {0 be a newly-thought-of
possibility and js becoming overworked.
The place and positions of seeing these

lendea ¢ De pUt in a single calegory and
by no mecans belong there.

““The variety of perceptual possibilities
—the discerning capabilities of the-observ-
ers—are so great that naturally all that
we read about may not rerit being in the
same class as a few special cases which
more sopliisticated and mature observers
have described.”

Admitting that he was trying lo avoid
using the term “military,” Dr, Bartley
added:

“What | am saying isnt intended to
plibly explain everything. For now aud
then, the characteristics and maneuvers of
the objects reporled are quite fantastic
and seem like achievements of some or-
ganization supported by a sizeable nation.”

Touching upon the problems of percep-
tion and accurate description, Dr. Bartley
said:

“When we see something which is going

David - Fitzpatrich, Washtenaw County deputy sheriff, made this pic-
ture March 17 near Milan. He said it shows unidentified Hlying objects, i
but Dr. J. Allen Hynek, on astrophysicist, identified them as time
exposures of the meon (right) and of the planet Venus.
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Detailed shetch was made from witnesses’
Frank Mannor farm in Dexter, Mich.
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descriptions of the UFO

Al We ATe WEDIe L realty defetrune now
far away the object is. Sa all we have 10
£0 on s our impression.

“Since this is (rue, you just have lo
recoghize the limitations of human per-
ception.”’

* 4k
Aerospuce Engineer’s View

There may be more than meels the cye
or ear in UFO sightings, a University of
Michigan aerospace engineer helieves.

1’s not that Dr. Richard B. Morrison
is a Hying saucer fan, He isn'(. But, as a
scientist, he has both a healthy skepticism
and an open mind. And as a scientist, he’d
like more information from the siphtings
than @ man’s unaided eye or ear can
provide,

That’s why he believes it might be bei-
ter to take Rep. Gerald R. Ford’s call for
a congressional investigation of UFO sight-
ing reports seriously. : .

For an investigation, Dr. Morrison be-
lieves, might lead to a network that could
lead to a scientific study of such events.

The eye, for example, can nol analyze
the colors in light the way they can be
analyzed by a spectrograph. And the
Iuman ear. is limited in the frequencies
it can hear. '

“It would be real nice if there could he
any kind of radio frequency or speciral
analysis measurememls of these ‘‘un-
knowns" made. From the measurements,
then, you cauld get some kind of hard in-
formation or facts that could be used for
deductions,” Dr. Morrison said.

* k% h
Check for Radio Signuls

Scanning the sky methodically for in-
teresting radio signals might be ane
approach. '

““ft would be good,’”” Dr. Morrison sajd,
“if you could sweep it broad baud and
know what it looks like. If you spot some
existing peculiarities, you could finc focus
on these. Then you might start to make
some sense,

“] don't think there's been any effort
whatsoever to come up with any coherent
kind of thing. This is what Gerry Ford
is lalking about—some kind of a net that
could do this.”

If you wanted to assume that flying
saucers actually exist and are not just
some phenomena of nature, Dr. Morrison
said, there would be two groups of propul-
sion systems you would investigate,

The first group would be the so-called
“'mass expulsion” systems based on New-
ton’s law of moation and the formuta
(Force equals mass times acceleration).
In this group, you would have our now

familiar rocket motors with molecular gas

expulsion.

Another type might use charped par-
ticles for an ion type of propulsion, And
a third type, which hasn’t been worked
upon much in the Umited States, would use
electrons as the woiking mass.

Dr. Morrison, who also is president of

AAVIEIT Y04 aTvyan NOY¥d AdOD0OLOHJ

(Islic nussile, as project director tor the
Thor-Able series and as field test duector
for the Air Fore ficst lunar probe during
a leave of absence from the Universily of
Michigan.

All three of the mass expulsion type of
systems coudd he *‘lingerprinted” by spec-
trograple analysis of their exhausts, he
said.

The type of material being expelled, its
density and its temperature could be deter-
mined and used io peg the type of propnl
sion system in operation. .

Hawever, using a spectrograph for such
sleuth work, presents a problem, Dr. Mor-
rison said, hecause fur the usual spectro-
praph you need a very long cxposure time
fo bring out an image. The saucer would
have ta sit still {or quite a while to have
its picture taken.

“Bur if some astronomer were lucky,”
Dr. Morrison suggested, “and could focus
on one 50 he could get a good-sized image
by a very good telescope, he might get
some images on a photographic plate.”

A Ak

‘Need to Know a Lot More’

The secand group of possible propui-
sive systems which might be uscd are
lypes in which a field farcc is created.

In terms of teehnology presently avail-
able in the Uniled States however, prace
tical use of these are still far in the future,
Dr. Morrison said. We need to know ntuel
more aboul the basic physics invelved aud
would have to develop the techvology re-
quired.

There are only three types now con-
ceivable in this group, he said. They are
electromagnetic, electrostatic and anti-
pravity systems. . :

*'If you understood gravity waves, pex-
haps you could make some antigravity de-
vices,” Dr. Morrison suggested.

Assuming flying saucers do exist, whal
propulsion system would be the most likely
one employed?

“The force field systemn would be the
one to look at,” he answered. “If we were
going (o say there is substance to these
UFQ things, the rapid mancuvers with at-
tendant G-forces (gravity forces) would
scem (o preclude (he mass propulsion
system,”

Force fiell types wonld be noiseless,
he said.

kA Kk .
Saucer Ideal for Spoceship

Would there be any advantage to a
saucer shape in trying lo design something
like a spaceship propelled by force fields?
Dr. Morrison was asked.

“It's a good shapc,” he answered en-
thusiastically. “And if it's a matler af
spreading Lhe force across an area, this
design is a very excellent way lo develop
a ol of arca. T addition, i gives you a
very clean cdge.” .

Detection and fmgerprinting of force
field sysicns mighi be achieved by broad
band sweeping and focusing upon peculiar-

(Couclwled on Mext Page)
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Heens the pebdic Cllel Yawo to
[thte laik of Getom tudal renl e
the guvestncit.

Bl wiothel culplll, tie ol
endifie cotiunlly  bsl  bewt
blrine weeordiug ty gn Allglint
arilele 6y Rulert © Clweti, Hit-
ural scieiee editon of Thes Cuiis
Hatt Beliave Munlior, g wiolt
in part:

“The i Femsun MEee by
Leen i o iontlife study of e
(UPO) pacele 18 suial Plensie
within the seientitls Conbitinmy.

Cusliling (Oklaloina) afl wel bed

HUT BINRER S8 itse)] maistlec g orald UFOy  Soumcthuies they
huve gecelved dozens of caulls'would slay  slalleitdty, Lheg
during the heavy sighitlig pedod! woald move al o Ligh vale of
ui July 31 unough Aug. A 'lms;‘weed. Were tueving south for a
uesses Codld Le tenned wegallVe bl is inddcated by a seulence]

globe 348 fect i Glaineles
Wrasgh 2 “Wipud uewiied 183
power tideacope',

Urd wveatigelion: cid coicly
sluas.

Tbes sl been die b lack ui
whbpOrilnily L) gathicr Jdata,
CMany  ccienilsts  fewd gl
wihole aukjoot 8 houhy’ 1 Ny
OV Qlsaudas 1 with 1 idleade 1

Lhe ditiniber relewncd dally o
te Ohlahowa aloa 8 cousider-
able.

s BEFORT ir & good rx ]
suigh of Al Furce Al Tie O, Bat the fact ds Wt ihe ok

avallzule 1o slucere Alr Paice
Investigator s

The failire w fulersiew wle The evidence s

Juh

lwmle. lhea sloppey wnd stodi'hal the An Foice - lgr regzondibe belsohnlly Quibatiaouling, ¢y

Biopaganda, Escept o oweu ! by thevcabouls  Lave lived [Alr Foice propaganda T hejswpt o over e Highway Pu»‘sun Ior sume lne \hep were e

ot o Gie s e cinbibnn | with ea ballusas Ay afler Highwey Fabiol messanes nanr ditiol neiworh the et of Auk ifoued by Iwe wud moved lo wid drttbodolad o a silentt's

wi Wil decied L1 be alday skd yesr alir pesr zad close (o 8 dugen chlian Wil 2 Uike secardly officed al Thoh-[the west gt Ligh spzeds, (i Calcii. o Uiy W Lakie the pau-
ther balloon e et s by wow el G fuirly weli Béanes aaualiy with addicsses. er Feld leports be sy beoy Licned sod haveiul easl for a

cE wublun sebvully*.

winslal

d, Pl wi Wl e woqualuled will what tey Lok 'and e aumboy of Ighivayswamped with calls (e

pustiwhile, then aopped Covighelr tely

AOis isiaE ta luicsiigale
st lesttils b wledse o noing sony
veridee b the UPD Pl Lo,
saiid tha wiliar.
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| | . WASHINGTON (AP)—The
Force intends to contract °
a few selected universities
investigate promptly and
|depth certain sightings of
dentified flying objects.

The Air Force said that
schools have yet been clu
and the number to be uses
the investigations is still in
inite.

A scientific advisory %
recommended last March
this course of action be follo
by the Air Force, which
pledged to strengthen probe
reports it receives on UFQs

| Lists Member Types

The board suggested that ¢
university team should ine.
at least one psychologist, pre
ably one interested in clir
psychology, and at least

- | physical scientist, probably

bf| astronomer or  geophys:
1 [familiar with atmospheric p

The board also told the
d| Force the universities shoult
chosen “to provide good

graphical distribution’’ a
-| should be within convenient
tance of a base of the Air F¢

Systems Command,
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© It was an oral report, giv
ite the comumittec by Karth
.a-closed session.

;' The result, said Karth, w
that “the chairman (Brook
‘decided there was no need” {
full-scale public hearings.

ASKS NEW PROBE

Such hearings now are being
‘saught by Michigan Rep. Ger-
ald R. Ford, House Republican
leader, in the wake of spectacu-
lgr- UFQ sightings near Ann

Arbor and Dexter
days.

in rece

e}: would be made public.
as
s)

ar

in the Kennedy adninistration

asked by Brooks to conduct t

time.
REASONS FOR SILENCE

ntinquiry.

One was that members of the(a)) the people who think they've
In response to Ford, Rep.|space committee, who have ac-/seen little green men on their|b;
Mende] Rivers has asked Air|cess to classified information,|lawns and who hold conversa-
Force ‘experts to appear Tues-\were curious about the possi-|tions with them at midnight.

day 3t a closed session of the bility that 'UFO reports might
Armed Services Committee ofjhave some relationship to se-

which he is chairman. But the cret experimentation heing con-

des Fra

Jcientific

® Prescriptions Filled [
. Snlqliucliun Gugrantced ®

LENS-O-RAMA

Va MHE NORTH OF
RQURS; Mon. 9:30-7:30,
Sst. 9:

op QUAlity'C

“ONE' DAY SERVI

Fitting by Cerﬁfied.Opticians

NG

CE-AVAILABLE
mes, Lense and C

No Appuintment Necessury
Emergency Repairs While You Wuit

~""No Ling" Bi-Facal $9.95 extra— .
Hyndreds of Frames to choose fron, Lale:t slyles and colors.

OPTICAL SERVICE

16915 LIVERMNOIS-Tel. 864-8410
ACROSS FROM UNIVERSITY OF DETROIT, SO. OF 6 MILE

JOHN LODGE FREEWAY

Yum., Thurs, Frl. 3:30-6:00
30 " Glosed Wed.

The Karth inguiry took place
in the swmmer of 1961, early

As he rcmembers it, he w

investigation because of a surge
in UFO sighting reports at that

Karth, interviewed in his Cap-
itol Hill office, gave two rea-
sons for the secretiveness of his{asked not to be named.

TROIT NEWS—Sunday, apuil 3, 1066 L GO TOCOPY FROM GERALD FORD LIBRARY

secrel House Hearing Scoffed at UFOs in 1961

~Coptinued from Page One|South Carolina Democral would ducted by the Defense Depart-|hearing, it actually was a ser-|incidents unexplained by
not say if their testimony lateriment, the Central Intelligencelies of ccnferences in his office|Air Force out of more than|they really
Agency or the Atomic Energyibetween himself and Air Forceiy gqy

Commission.
But the overriding reason was
. |the “kook” aspect.
as| Karth, Brooks and top-staff
he|people on the space committee
frankly feared that pablic hear-
ings on the UFO mystery weuld
be an irresistible magnet for
“all the kooks in the country.”
“Qn gne side of the argument
would be the Air Force wit-
nesses,” said a lawmaker who!

officials. Witnesses were mot
sworn and no records were kept
of ihe questions or answers.

Karth says he cannot recall
the names of the Air Force
officials to whom he talked, al-
though he is sure they were the
available “experts” at that
time. ' i

It was a one-man inquiry; no
other space committee mem-
ers served on it, Karth said.

But he is certain of the con-
clusion he reached and which
was reported to and confirmed

“On the other side would be

y the full committee:

“QOur conclusion was - that
these so-called ‘unnatural phe-
nomena’ have natural explana-
tions. Nothing to get excited

about.”” )
As for more than 650 UFO

“The hearing would be a
shambles, a circus.”

STUDIED ENGINEERING

Karth is a four-term con-
gressman from St. Paul and sec-
ond-ranking Democrat on the|.
Science and Astronautics Com-
mittee. He studied engineering
in college and was an AFL-CIO
official befare entering politics.
He was ‘just beginning his third
year on Capital Hill when
Brooks asked him to leok inte
the UFO affair in 1961.

A veteran staff consultant tg
the committee, Richard P.
Hines, was dispatched to Wright-
R Patterson Field, at Dayton, Ohio,
flto do the preliminary legwork
for Karth. That is Air Force
headguarters  for  evaluating
B | UFO reports across the country.
¥ The unit vow is known as Proj-
B lect Blue Baok.

NO RECORDS KEPT
When Hines returned t¢' Wash-| -
B|ington, he and Karth scheduled
Bl Karth’s hearing.” But it was a
B strictly informal affair.

While Karth refers to it as a

o~ =

—

n

Karth put it this way: “The
Air Force people say they can

said, can be igniled by an elec-|his request for a UFO he

tronic beam, say the radar offon grounds that 1L' is .a m

an overhead airplane. handled by the Air Force
To Michigan's Rep. Fard, the|lhereforc not in (he comnil

i i1 ar jurisdiction-

Karth hearings of 1961 are one luf}f ) o

of the reasons why a full-scale] “The conmiites dlf{l}lt‘

congressional inquiry is needed the jurisdiction lssue five
ong \ . -~ |ago when the Karth inquiry

to shed factua! light an UiOs. held,” For@icf‘gdg,_

e is s thing| Ford complained he has been| ™ 2 oo oo o i e
d there is such a gsubjecled to * ridicule” HY@%@QWE

from | g
newshapers and commenlators|g & Eowlional Disturbi

theling they see something when
don't—especially at
night.

“An
as marsh pas—and il can ig-

sightings since 1547,

g . Gyersaling P
hardly be expected to explain/Dite and look like something|g, ', \ing UFOs seriously. - R i
y be thF; ay be a hal tangible,” he said, referring to| y. i yphappy that Rep. Insanls © Vet Stutes
;vn'n:ul'lng” at may the Air Force explanation for George P. Miller, Californials Alersles o Betlel Sdlcsmanls"i
ucination. the UFO sightings at a swamp|Democrat and presenld ?\h?w § DETROIY HYI"N(;SIiECP
"The wind, he said, has @ way|near Dexter. " man of the Science and Astvo-l§f oro 2

[ swamp gass. he'nautics Commitiee turned downd

[
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Chief of Qur Wa

WASHINGTON, A
—A gecret investigat
unidentified flying o
(UF0S) was conductg
years ago by the HO%
ence and A:;Lronauticg
mittee. 9]

The results never we%
public.

No printed record Tic
“hearing’’ was made Hd
are no secretarial minuges

But according to {he
who conducted the it

“Those Fantastictdl
Saucers,” the first pf
articles by Jjean Rai
is in the Passing Slz@v
tion (Section H) ieda

- -

Rep. Joseph E. Kart§ V
sota Democrat: ~

“T am absolutely conv
there are no objects vi
earth from other planets.

“I am also convinced
people are not seeing th
sults of any exotic rest
work bearing a top-secret 1

“1 was convinced then
I am now.”

"HEARD SPECIALISTS

The convincing of Karth
done by Air Force specit
on UFOQ - manifestations,
Force ' representatives were
only witnesses he interrog:
Karth said.

Karth said he made “a
report” to the committee ¢l
man, the late Rep. Ove
Brooks, Louisiana Democrat

Brooks requested Karth
give the report to the full ¢
mittee.

“And that’s what I did,”
told The Detroit News.

{Concluded on Page 84)

n 3 .




o TR, S
Those ‘Flying Saucers’. ..

New Hamps

. e L. owi Th2 eglictite ol evands Lear
BEAVGR'S SOl adi b. Eacter bu‘:\ul‘\ L Gue oelock
Moo tbdid uf g eeeks ubakd the wotuing of last 8t 3
e Ua lunslontibied fiyiug obe why Eaxties Fullce Oificer En-
Seedid My Buskley 8. Gedigia, ;;.emz IF. };‘;thaﬁ Jr 39, s
. R P L ilg o Lis Lollee LAF, Calae
Sedellen cantus “i_ thie E",m m:m Gi 4ulo dramn up by the
bod Eopites Weiisbin gu- 00 o the ruad aud fu i@ ap
hystenical woitan, wig [YRFTR
g to the officer’s report to
WABHINGION. O C- Une e luvestlaative ofilcer from
cf e nwove fpizeshie mghi- Peasz AUr Forcs Bas2, W. H,
begs ol ki Unlddeattlod Fiying “siuted dhe was too Hpot to
Ublevl TUFO @ocwited niear &ive” Bhe stated & Ught had
Bacier, No M Lasl Beptewber. been following her gud lad
&5 Latieled, it was an c-nu—udﬂ, odged over her ca” The e
idclose i chotiviton of w Hen siyed with her abont 1§
lelited whioot that was nulse- Mules bolighit to seassure hisr,
fow und vlowe o the grgund 82w Lottty and depatted for
1al e soiia “Puicilly ob- ‘e police staticn,
ved Moteee of thewn, Lueiud-
uig baw poliliuien, ab vue L.

ali.

THERE Me FOUND Kot nan

J o Muscarello, 18, of Excter,
Sho Lad g to the statfuy
Wotell of las esperience while
& few udles ocut of Exeler He
bald eidething Lig with dazl-

e Londdsion ul Proteci
Bide Mook he name o ghe
Au Folod UEO pivbie thet an-
Lonadfea bee Thdl woodicts on

Batdl, 10t e Now i flizhlag sed lghis hag
Haapddie waichions saw 1:""\ Epbtated Woving  Just  abuve
by wlidviie, o of W plcce the  tieetowd. 4 had fgwicd

Wikt amay et Al Fuica gt tather wowly (Smerd hifuy He

atnd Cglabubagsaeay Ry Juadbed Lis the dich jur
Gidei L wiske suilse wafily Then e thieg hied digs
Bhe Mo Baogedbive sighi- | SFbELLD

o sl ()Ltk.ermll.;;‘;‘mn;} tlcrk bus-
: - = PR e Cwelo wilhl Lo ig Liz paliad
.“:i:(:.ju:i‘;f;ti'u a"?';:ll!:" LAl and they 1etwrned to the
ahdibiig wud crcilivg aui. TRM Whee Miacarelio Lad had
corte Hs slaiming expetfence ity
both gut eut of Ui car and
waiked into e tield, Bertiang
Liviig o Hasnlglh: At s
bolut Geiiegr Beittands 16

fod Lo wi algmliic

[ Caimbubinng  offso gy

Fiise APB can ce Laken up.
“Whiéa wa ligg Koud wbuit 59

luit @ gruup of rive

belghe veg

hire Sighting One Of Most Fri

Melits  Casue tigm belitnd g
@s0up of lLiges acar ua Thicy
Gere  ealrewely Liight ang

fNashed oiz a4 & tine,

VAl 6wz lhae they caine o
civse 1 fell to the divand and
sdaited {0 diaw may gua, The
Behts were wo bright ¥ was ui-
able 10 male vut «uy forma,

"Ikt was o wobid 87 vi-
biatloa but the farig &idinaly
weTe wpbel ki the wivw aud
hiakliz Wl of nales. VWhen
flad Mabia stasicd Ceimlng Liay
B wiala Blusca:dlo aud [ ren
for tho car . , .

"l 1adised Patioliay David
Huit who sibved a few
whilles He also obsesved thg
Lghts which were sign uver (e
field wr an esimated altiludg
of 100 feet png Hnailly disap-
braved i e distanee st the
e althtade Thie lghts weie
Ways o e g1 sbuur G0 de-
Rz dugle  Wiwa the Gl
B the lowes Hznls we e ul-
Miyd lorsaid of the oizig

Tl cass phe Alr Fuorcs,
Shilih  genginliy &Plrats  to
bBaug back Il wuch Iuvesy-~
ieling ol Lho Yepawla, did do
Routs  Hiveallgatirg, Iy Inter-
viswed the wiglitera wnd hweigh -

i

The Poese apg ofticer, who
hicadad  thls loea) wnilllary
bicbe and %ho, Uy the way, wig
4 uliwand plici, made g
Phadlug: :

“AY e Vislk Lave Lzen
wialdy W Livive &t g Ditbabla

* bla, 1eliabie PeVaoits

Cause of

this sighiung, ‘The
thuee

OBscINELS $80) Ly b sla-
Eapellally
e two patrolnen T viewey
" the arei of (he sfulithig ang
found nothling I he dies thut
ceuld be the propable Cause,
Fease AFH had five B4T afy-
Cealy flytg hy the &rea durlng
Uits Leriod Ll do not bilieve
 they had any Cunnectiun wigh
s alahiag

v, However, Pigject Bluie Houk
§ lista low -ftying shplunes  ag
(BIobanly  Teaponsiula for tius
biela lalilag, Aga), Hector
Quintauilie. in chargy of Hiua
Baok, skleg that the gy aie
Fuice SaC (Budlensc Aly Cou-
Watidy  group gt Westover Alr
Furce Base, Masi, way o
ducting g low-leyel Gierution,
culled “Biy Blist”, &l the tiue.
He sld Le believes the Kweter
“leable  were Woklg ot low
level alicvefy

The efiect of & UFO o4 ant.
lusls had been reparted fn o
Kew Yk Stae Caze  about
bhis Weeks before Lhe Eiddep
eveil. Au favestigaling officey
from 5 Hiagara Fully Afe
Puree Hasa, Comsnily wn the
slabting of o bow-dswn Uk
hesr Cheqy Creck, NY., un
Aug. 13, puid:

| Hong

1

“Fredminaey analisle  ye-
veals sbject uol cxplilasble (n

Gauventivaat

tewicd  freduglion (a

far

lorsis. Object

Ceva' wallh fosin two and i -

kall waue 1y cae
Blsduibed bait

Cau

td

1.

s fleld, Cauaed

dog (o busk.” This sightiag,

by the way,

b voe oF the very

few  fhai Frofect Biue Bosk
bis warked “suldentilled

The Exeter UFO woduced &
{ahly tarailjar chaike, naige-

ly that the aur
Lo supprecs pena
g, 1 Instance

Falce sought
of the sight-
the clage

Game 1roin Rayiagd Fowler

of Wenhan;.

Mass | Lead of 4

local area NICAp sroup, who
well to Jhe srene (o luvosii-

Kate for NiCap
statids for Nailong)

Comuditee on

The lattor
Iuvestiga-
Agrial

Phenomena, the unofficlul twse
or~
sanlzation. The Fowler chargey
e i the files of Blus Buuk

veaponsible  Wasliington

aud of NICAP,

GE

o

NS

AL

Portland, Maina, Evening Bipiaas, Widiaiday, Jan. 19,

‘ FPOWLER TALKED with wite
Wissts ard others aud sald ha
wWas okl thal bPeace AFB of-
fledss hiad asked 1he police and
B lucal newspaper conl espona
dent ot te mention the slhit-
fnus The vequeoat wis put to
the police on the krutind peo-
ple would be alatined 1 old
the facts ft s storreq

AMal Ountaulla  mifoiged
of 1l chuiwe, sald that “1
dould nor allow any BIPIH TS
slon of news " However it 4
Ait lupeesslun In Washilogton
that officess a good deal bilgher
than Ma1  Quintaoilla woald
Lot eXert themselves 1o prevent
News-auppiesslon of UFO wghi-
Lags

The Havelhill (Me,s {as

Yave reporied seelog it ol
Exeler UROV and  thilr doe
sriptlens e w2 closely that,
Unless they have bauded too
rether m one large hoax. thele
HOuwE  must be  glven  epe.
dipoe

PHOTOCOR Y
FROM
FORD LigRag

“
N

.
DR

“ite wrote an edilodlgl o
Ui UFO 1 the Leldhibarhoed,
I whilch 1t sedd:  vaq Liathy

chtening
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LUriDK's ROTE: L s
fhet moctwd 6f @ weibcd Lhoud
CP s Gaddewibivid fiybug oL
devist vy bulbley B, Giddiin,
eucvnlive cbler of tht Bvow-
Liy Eupiiva Wishiligidam Mu-
wika i wiute the blories wil-
e vidilig fwe Ledh oifice ol
fhe €18, Al buiie

By BULALEY GMiry i

WALLLIGTON, D¢ . e
Bedred lubs the matier of the
Unidentiled  Fiying Oljucts
UFDs) . the Unlted Blaley Alr
FUiCd and the putlle, vecgives
Lubsztanttal belp fiaia a repors
fundebied Uy the  OUklahiia
Lepsilbnat of Pubilc Bafeiy.
Tils sunmuiaifas the wiewagis
deslity  wlih UMG  wahtings
thatl busied oves e Oklalsag
Highuay Puliol titwoik tn the
piiisd July 31-Aug 5.

A& BUEVEY uf this Infuitue-
tin veveals Lhe large nusibar
&8 sdabitinge and thie mion lag -
€f Liltuber of witlicases of thoe
elylitlngs,. &nd Molu sowuie radar
eighiligs by the Aty Fuoice 1t
Chalbeids Wil & géncrulleed
eMiihion 16 thitee bighitligs Ly
e sl Puce ged  Bogject

st “Flying Suuvers” . .

way Patrol

Bhie Book, the latter the name
tus e Al Fuice Invesligation
al Uks

Al .30 paal Aug 2. Piuject
Blue Book Lsued s statement
austinhig W expluin the aval-
uthe of UFO slghtings that
had it the Southwesl — but
probably  liad  hit Oklahoma
the heaviest - - ulatling July 31

Therefuie, this witlele wljj
stk 10 hit the high poinls of
the slahitings reported oo tig
Clilahuiny Highwuy Patrol nets
work beglnning with July 31,
up o the fsauance of the Pro-
jet Blue Bouk explanation.

THE FIBST HEPOR Y on the
telilype came the early Lwine
hig of July 31. A Wynnewaod,
Ola.  pulice  oflicer.  Iouls
Blkes, 1eported 8 UFO  Tue
1adar at Tibker Alr Force Bsse
loated the ubject A hule dat-
er, contind the Highway Pa-
trol veporl, "Chrswell Al Force
Bawe tFuit Worth, Tei ) alined
thielr radar ut the waae lova-
tuis aiid calne up with the seiie
fig e Tinker ™ Both Tinker
aud Carswell fullowed the ob-
Jeet, which  once dlsapx ated
and  tlien  reapplmed.  for
bl tigiic. Later that dey an
Adsochaled Presd dispalch o

OklaLnuii  Clly  stated  fiatly
that Tinker and Carswel] both
had ke UPO on vaday, °

The vext nglit paw the UrD
reporty cvwding the HMighwsy
Patrol telely . Buine  yuota-
tions Of messares will ke given,

At 919 pu the Highway
Patiul tower sent out 10is 1ncs-
wage. “Shwce 8 pin the tuwer
has recelied In Whie heighbor-
haed 6f 25 to 30 visua) slihi-
inge, wany by police ullicers
and highwey patro] Guopeis
of verfous unidentified flying
objects frem the Purcell Asea
north au the Normen sréa 1o
Chandler and back  through
Mecker und Shawiee.

“VHREE SHAWNEE officers
and their capiain have four of
the chiects tn slght au this thue,
glso snotner has ciupped up
from the soulh of Tecwnsch
aud 13 apparently wolug w iy
direclly vver Blawice.

“The sightitgs visy [ici che
to four of the objels &t vaii-
Gus timies sluriing in a reddiuh
coloe end varylng w e white
and Llue luster. .

“Shawnte repoils the objecls
seed W Lz fHylug four o a
Tosnatiua 1y s dialicad-typs
forzistlon. Custilng has jeport-

LN TN
PHOTOCGP

FROM

GERALD R, FORD Ligf

:i p

{epm*t Iire

o

&d four of the abgavts . Okla-
homa ilighway Palied Ui 30
and 40 hive aloo made visua}
sivhitiugs. Repoils huve come
from ¢ Wiwvce ) ludividuals®.
Names of twu civllions are giv-
en. third was & police ollicer
from Tulsa. not natmed.

CRINKER ALH PORCE Base
bas had from ene o four of
ihtas on radar &t & time. wod
they advles they are fylig very
high, at’ eppcoalmately 34.600
feel. whiah seews to colnclde
with the slaual eighilngs, alt
of which g ‘very high flying
obiecta’ ™,

Other sepoats cime o U
sMght of Aug 1. The sherlff's
office st Chendler Teported
teo UPOs Two {nddviduals —
nimwes glhen .~ spolted & URQ
betwezn Nointan sud Purcell
“Tinker AYB looking at it -or
attemipting Lo do »o at this Uime
with radar — Wiclita Plls,
Tex. alw notified to Jook”.
Ancther UFO wdad s0n lear
Fuigan, and sightecs nawe and
address given.

“Alhisugh there were numer-
ous sihier repoits from other
souices which dld unot reach
the patrel. those above were
all of the yeporis which movad

Paorilund, Maing, Evening Esprers, Vuesday, Jan 18, 19&b

on the highvway pairol wire ca
August Ist7 i s slated In the
siaaunaly from the Depatient
of Public 8alety. On Aug 2 the
felelype canted its fust UFO
repoit of tnal day at 7 pu
rearding a sighting at 12:50
pul. near Cushlug Other e
ports folluwed thiuugh the aft-
ernocan @nd night

All this fiun just oae slate’s
hizhway patrol teletype.

At 3350 pm. on Aug. 2. Ma).
Hector Quintanilla, 15 cherue
of Project Blue Book. lsusd
the following slestment:

“INFTIAL STPUDY of the
lepdt e Whaus far s icadved by the
Alr Force Indicetes that the
chesrvallons were wstionoudcal
In natwe. The objecls st
likely cbaened weie the plan-
et Juplier and the slars Rigal,
Cupella, Betelgeux, or Al-deb-
aran, which are cleatly visible
In the eadtein oky. The tLue of
repoirted slyhiings, Lhe adaath
andd elevation of the 1epurted
sightings supportd this  cou-
clwlon. In addition, un Augdiat
1st and 2ad the tewperstare
distilbution aod waiying wimd
speds GLatived wvel Lhe Gical
Plams. Luwa nocdhern Teadd
L Widwaliig, were lavurable for

the phenbiicton, knvwn 4
scititillsbion  Goawid of the te-
bBarta were the equalld ueleoy
showers whicth oewir belwie
28 July to 6 Aug. The Wictesas
ebproacl; fioe the southast

and wtreak swiftly &civss the

sy tratling spaiks, There Ly
been no confiriailion thay ehy
of Wi aightings veputed were
Lrucked on radar”

This olilLlal slulcuent poe-
6enld Lo clradlolsthe typ-
Lal of Air Force ucaldent of
UFO 1¢00ie. Flist, 1w epéctiic
sighilog G wellvacd, wad Just
Gbaut &very coucelvabile reabit
for seeklug 1o explaly wway
the wwllitude of sghiutgs ovic
elglil alates 15 included,

s Controversy Over

Lo, WO jadur slghillig s
aduiftted. This 45 de.pile te
Nighway  FPaliols  icpuwit ol
Tinker and Cutswell Ay Pue
Buses having 2 lx on 2 July
31 object. knd Tu.key hiaviog
81X ouup Lo four oblects e
night of Aug. 1-2; and drepnia
natlunal whe secvlies repoila
ol these 1adar sielittngs  wug
ol g Wichita Weatho Staten
vedar slghting of sevaiul UrFOs.

HADAR DOES NOY pih up
stars and planets, us lus been
stated  Further, coiroboiution

of visual siehiligs LY & leddr

sightiyg -~ s the Oklatoos
Hiihwey Paual lndlaated on
Ghie Occasion the night of Aug.
b o-- would stiengthen the gr-
Gliment thut euniz UFOs mae
1e2] and unknown.

Bot that Aug ¢ statedat
Luwio Project Blue Book wag
inanedialely sitathed fron a
dlfterctl  angle by lriteobw
Robeil Rltwer ol the Galabicawa
Buluiee abd At Founduliva
Flasietad s b Oblaboie Ciy.
1o ol a UPY \dlijealih:

CUlhat Fluject Biue bouk
atutewient) bs a3 far fiows Lie
wuth ws you viu gel, Rlgwes
2ald  “Buricbudy has Wade o
wilsbuke Thise stars aud ples-
ela @re 00 Wi uipaslte rde of
the eonth lios Qiletiowas Cuy
stk tuie of your'”

MAS. QUINEANLLLR, 4.
taitly seked abuat the Cuwi-
et of Dudelar Rilssey, SRR
ed cut the VKO iepuita weie
Clining b fon seveiel sesles,
Gid suld Iy &ug T antcuie.
Went  dcficd 0 Wyeailig
whare he ataiy in Qg stini
were  Vsthe,  dle added  the
atstesnent dpplled Lo Oklalivgg
Belwcen one mid four in thae
PR AT TR
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Those ‘“E"E}’iug Salieers oo o

Air Force Ex,

e omd Noag:
R Ghaod

ks k=
o B sl abied

o f the Bvdaing
Bopuuas Suskligion Bercew.
biv wewia s Wl i
Bng e VW wlidis &f bl
TR 1 i‘_mi&.

WABHINGION, DO — The
&L Puie hendling of the ude
dentbiied tylod CUlects 1UFOS
Ceatliuis (s be touwcthing of a
wiyeieey. Lo pasdslend endoay-
wit tu wapiela Wl e Uko
Fagbthigs s wilide.ditication of
Osdbuary ebjects, such i stace
«itd ballovah has beogige o
Coppliuuts ws Lo vaelsy s
oodliga L Uie wilods of 8 givw-
by vwealr of eltbecns
Of tlhcwe caplebintions o (0
Y owider o Lol Jugie wid
COMMOI Keatne . Hubnlae a@loig

with dices caplatibgs-teay B

Boule!

-,

n Gppateid Alr Poice etk of
Gillhiaklezm ~- @apectaliy 2t high
fvels - 19 do ® thasough Job
uf Bitleollintbeg sdghthiuie

HEAGU AR S of the Als
Foice luvesilyativn ead couclu-
Ebnie oa wnideatlind flylng ob-
Jicls -— they call the enterpilswe

Frofeut Blue Book — s at
Wihit - Fellesaoa  Alr Fute
Baie ueal Daywen, Oplo Io

tharee ol Projcct Blue Book 1s
M), Mector @Quintanilla,

teieaily (s wiltes has wisde
two wuie Viblls Yo Wildhit-Fat-
terson o study thie files of
Project Blue Bouk wid to talk
with Maj. Qulatanilla, the @ ch-
ftect of Wie wubtary's {nal
pabilc vudicts on the Urva.

A ulilade of Ur O siehitings

N the lesl divccn wonltd liag;

[kept the Atr Force buny tiying
Jueaplaii-aeay and hiws ren-

ond turlous then ever about
thize sbiange, u.uslly Hgbhted.
sbjects In the ‘sky. The Afr
Poice snd thie burdeakd Project
Bluz Book have oftea rutarted
to the expedleat of lwaplog =
dtaibei of sightings together
— 0L ukbiing any particular
oiie — and houshing & gener-
slized catch-all explanution.

FThls 1 what v did respec-
tng  an oxuawdinaty numw-
ber of sighthigs In the Buuth-
wuwst wtound the beginumg of
last Aukusl. thie very insabar
of the UFOs and of the wzht-
ers of them shouk sonie pablic
confidaiice thoeabuute In Loth
the Alr Porce's knowledge of
the sublect and fn the wood
fulihe of ta explalnligs-=wiy

EX¥RACHS frum dspatihies
wut out at that lme Ly e
{wir nalivitel %he seovice. will
1elresh tmenolles Shd Lrovids

ol the public wune weetlousla good ea of the manilceds

lainings-Awa

of the UFO perfonisnce. On
Tuesday. Aug 3, The Hew York
Times and olher newspapers
cervicd  an Asoboclaled Press
dispatch frotn Ghlahoing Cuty,
dated Aug 2 Tt Legen:

“Autharitite tiv Texwa, New
Menleo, Okluhoma and Karoass
were tdeluged lest plght and
eurly toduy 1Aug. 2 by 1cportsy
ol unldenmified objucts ween
Hytng in the vky.

“Ihe Bedygwick County sher-
Hi's offlce at Wichite, Kensas
sald the Weather Bureau had
tiacked ‘several of thaa at ale
ttudes of 6,608 o 9000 feet”

“The Okluhoma Highway
Fatiol seld  that $inker Al
Force Base beie (Oklahoma

Cityy had Lacked four of the
unidentihed flying objects on
s ruder scréen kl one tune,
estliiallng  thel  wltitode  at
about 22000 fext A Tinker
bpbkzaian refused 10 contliin
oF deny tie reports of redar

obeervations

GERALDR.F
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“Reports  poared  In"  from
21 cities and towgs. coutinued
the AP disgateh The 3t wre
named Beven sie heted fn Tex-
as, {hree 1o New Maxics, five
m Oilahuns and s (n Ban-
tas.

THE URFik) FuESS Inter-
natloual, In 3 dispetch i the
eveniig of Aug. 2, nawed eizhit
stales. “Reports of slghitings by
cye Poured W frow Kensas,
Texus. Qklahioma, New Menito.
Coluredo, South Duhota, Neb-
raska and Wywning. Oklahong-
@is mobisbly saw the wmost.”

In a dwpatch fromn Oklshoma
City daled Aug. 4, the UPI de-
clared thal “thoussnds of pe-
s0i6 4l the natlun's nmitd-
lands wnd Bouthiwest again last
nlght jvported scclng usystey -
wus  flashhng,  winking  and
spdikilg phirnoeimens et gped

dind  sosiethines 2y - zugged
wiiors the skics

Of UlOs
Deepens Myster

“ine Al Rolce culiteuds
wosl Ul the  sIghtings  woreé
probably etars oc planets . .
It was the foutlh consecutive
night of Ur(r stchings . . A
lut of people ok tseuie %with
the Al Foice's elaltn that Uiy
wile Muts or pleitets

T can be miaticied In pass-
tng lat vadsy duoes not plek
up ulars or plands

In cue UPL dispalch $g t
staled Lhal “Oklsbionans pob-
wbly suw the met’ of tliee
eighitings, Lhe Gilahoe atgl-
ings thetdeie puovide gu tilu-
winatlig cndmiple of hua the
AW Puice deals with the pals-!
He fn such s sstuation

BY GUOD FORVUNE. e
dozs NGt have to rely lllhlu])I
GV NeWhpaber 1epulls  Guilig-
theles pcdl OF AN e Al
Fulee stalcndals The Dopait-|
el of Public SBaiety ol thwe

blals of Gllwhotwe bLas st b

the olilce 6f Cutgleaannan Jotin
Jarwan 1 of the Gilabioina
City Congrezsanal Bintiici and
to the Habluna! imvecligations
Conatibie un Avddal Flicnous-
cus SUCAP b Wwastiloplon &
sauiniey of the telolypr Le-
Baals w2t bile tihe Ohlalinaa
Highwa)  Fubid  Cuniouniia-
tlota Nevwuik Center July ol-
Aug. 5, D the twiivas bigh-
way Jliul hebdgaaiters
the stale

This valuable docament!
whlel was vot pbseived b b
fles of Prucet Biw Book  wall)
be wtiliced ke oo Goore tol-o
}»ou.}xj ilicdes doaliig with tise

'
1

Vit

Force wuclliy the UrOy sad

(tmlbm betiavlor  of the v
"the pobhic
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Those “Flying Saucery .. .

Wy BUEREEY GHIFpEN
ilasd of we wiikdew

WaARMIHGION, D¢ —"1tila
b Ule flual sar o hall & dosai
arbicles it e wugeoitflzd
fiying cbiects 1UFOQa, the Unl-
ted Sinked AL Fuiee, Wwhich hug
the diiviu! Kb of fualigeting
e sighitings. sud e public.
The concluslons reeched hate
Lidu @ssleted Ly two  wioie
excalitatiois of the fiiza of
Pugjeot Blue bBosk. e Al
Puece uaime foi its eiudy wind
fod veadicis oni U0 St

& AN CO~NiLUBIN i
Lo biletly mated. It te thet the
alr ¥oree W wdsleading ths
publie by s cootlouing cans-
palan W jauduce el walotaln
Lol that a)t slghabine can be
Enpindncd @way i wigdsntili-

wwlions of fuwalllur velis, such

lfVE%%E@EMtﬁ@ Indicates

s Lalloons, dlats and awesaft.

The loglcal sanunpiten,
Lacked by Giuch b Cuinsia@niial
evidiina, W thet the Aly Puce
{s delivorately whleadg tha
pubiic

1 thils campiaigin the Al
Foicg Lacked by msaual pob-
W rezpert for the mblitary sangd
for suthorlletive  staieinuls,
wnd ul=o meaiszzd Ly the ua-
tural haaen dluuclnetion to
think wiiweaealy o W be
faughed sl. lwa beon largely
sucecasiul

Huwever tha Alr Furce suce
ceid o Dvidg the publle be-
figve what It walia it o Likisve
respaciing UkGs b slzadily and
eoigpledsusly ledsening. Aure
and wiid shapllcliio fa Llng
Vol In newspapee aud by
€itlans.

AN@[BE& Clliey conclualtn

W U s sasegatic and Weor-
cugh <fftii to bLivestigale the
unbdsudiled flying okject phia-
Boaazngn 18 Lelng made by the
Alr Poide w ever has Wen
wade by W And this charge
Balds true reapuctbsig tay othser
govETsUt Bgency and ree-
poctng what has been Wimed
tie netlow's elenldle ednau-
nity.

Reasons for tha péreevering
Alr Porce perfocwsnce aré -
knowa (o thae public. In the
wpecilatlon gus of the folluning
thrze vasvus 18 coaionly &d-
vauced: the Aly Furce fears na-
thivigl paite If the truth sbout
the UFOa were Wi the Air
Furce fexls 10 15 eiuck whth ite
Wiy, of the Alr Fore ls -
lenced by the Ceawal luteili-
gance Agency.

The K elleged rewsin, how-
evel unddskplirusutary tu e

telllgence of our clliaens, s
Giss thast hao bsen Lisard al the
Capitol off and on for ap-
Brogchiug 20 years. Bome spec-
waty it may be e 1aawoa the
Al Poice has glven o the
chalitgen of the lwo congics-
sisnal space commillees W its
undersiced endsaver to hold
“l & congiasatonal avesilga-
tioin of the UFO subject.

What s the truth sbout the
UKF0s? It s quite possibie Uist
0 o o4 this &arth koows,

A VETERAN New Eugland
congressiaaal leader, who was
lie & pasltion te kivow, told this
writer that the Air Porce didn't
know what they ave. Officisls
of the Cenlral Tutelligeucs
Agency ouglit to know f eay-
e Jdoss. yet a fuidser hend of
ilie CIA. Admn - R M. Hillenkoot-

PHOTOCOPY
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ter, atnniied hall @ domu years
ago that he did not beligva n
thae Alr Porce caplainings-away.
but he did not hdleate ke
tlivughi le kvows the trath of
the whatier.

An Ineiensing uniaker of good
whservers hold that a wzable
winorlty of e sdghtloge —
many sightings presusnubly aie
mindentificutiong — repiesent
samuathilng vew and unknowi.
A lat gt uninbay of these v -
s, who iclude velevan pllsda,
raday opgiators. alr ratile eia-
tiolas, teachers, eshiohomsis
ang otber expents, hold that
ihie unknows UFUs are ebia-
ters estrial,

TO AL THIN Alr Forcs of-
flcisls can Rud do reapoiad that
ot & Engle. Wngible bit of evi-
dence ol sny such UFO has

bezn fownd ‘this 18 o migliy
Widiy erglant, the siongest
wrgwanent of tie so-walled ex-
Wamerg-asway.

—ra

i U e

Vel to wi sUgnlenting nthaba
Ol eutubettnt Ghioervily the wvi-
deiiR Bluwe Silvunger at madg
6f the UFQe wte veal wud really
woliiowiy By very nuuy hisi-
facaslve siglithugb can't e ¢i-
platned wwuy, it s sald

“From  the Unied  Sletes,
frowm Aigentlna, Uiuguay, JPus-
tugal, ¥aance. Autarclica and
Auvstials froia four custun-
ents: have coise the rash of
Tepuits of alghtings of unddaa-
uhizd Hying objects (UL,
The eghthes lave boci W
BOEl nugicrous duce 19577 82
sl lzed & Unlted Prews fa-
teadatlonsl dlspatels lssi Ad-
st

Flust and last, few presutie
gbly %1l challeage & canclusion
thet the mystery and the prov-
Ll of the unldentified fying
cuject 1eaiawin with this world.

ANL 48 FOR TYWE Al
FORCE, with (s titenave caim-
watan te explaln - away every
UFGO sikbtlug, 1t ssgnt Yaten
te the 1ecent advice of @ veler-
an astronotser DY 1M e,
dLector of the Fels Plancturi-
utn., Frankhn lostliute, Phlla-
dilphla, zald:

“It would Le weil If sk Piod-
act Blue Bookh officials were
slmply to ladicaie that sglid-
Ggs N a minority of cusea cann-
not be explained. It would cliar
e afr of & gieat desl of wils-
Vsdtvatandiuy wid syt of
ihds wroap by e leeelllgent
Laymen end chsurvels who hive
acen objects In the wky ™




i Force Invesfigaling
eporied Flying Objeci

'ANN ARBOR (AP) — As re-
ports of unidentified flying ob-
jects mounted in southeastern
Michigan today the United
States Air Force began an in-
vestigation of the meny sight-
ings.

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, a North-
western University astrophysi-
cist and UFO project consult-
ant, was asked to visit the Ann |
Arbor area and investigate re-
ports of strange, glowing objects
in the night skies. ’

The Unideuiufied L
jects Office at Wright-DPatterson
AFB at Dayton, Obio, asked
Dr. Hynek to investi
day. Maj. Hector
project officer, said Br. Hynek
would conduct interviews and

[ assist officials at Selfridge AFB,
Mt. Clemens, in gathering
information.

Quintanilla emphasized his g
knowledge of the Michigan e
sightings “is extremely limited
at this time.” But he zaid noth-
ing he has heard indicates proof
of “‘extraterestial objeets’” any
more than numerous gther re-
ports the office has checked in

the past 18 years.

Sightings were reported three
times within a week in the Ann
Arbor area aud the nearhy town
of Dexter.

The last sighting Sunday
night brought hundreds of per-
sons, many with cameras and
_binoculars, to the arca Monday
night. Ng sightings were report-
ed, but 65 miles soutbwest of |
Ann Arbor, at Hillsdale, a group |
of college coeds watciied an ob- §
ject several hours,

William Van Horn,
fense director of Hills
ty, said Tuesday the
ject he observed cast
dale Monday night w
itely some F
N




Photo Adds N

By DOUGLAS BRADFORD
" While Air Force officials|

prowled through the coun-|yicture represents ome of them.| Neither Paul nor his mother|lights

tryside looking  for some
sign of the strange night
visitors that have been zip-
ping through southeastern
Michigan ‘skies, a  Monroe
area boy came up with what
he said was a picture of
lone. . .

Paul Richwine, 16, who lives
in Woodland Beach, three miles
 north - "of - Monroe, produced a
I piece of film with a blob on it
 that he says his camera “saw’|
when he pointed ‘it at a “ilying.
 saucer” over his home. Friday
 night. )

Detroit N ews photographers
say the blob could be due to a
wrinkle in the film.

But Paul and his mother, Mrs.
Mariannice Richwine,. insist

v

that they saw the strange glow-| The object in the

Wrinkle to Sau

ers

picturejcan account for the fact tl

ing objects cavorting in the sky|doesn’t seem to have much ma-jthe thing they saw was brig

and that the dark area on the|terial substance.

This is what Poul Richwine’s camera saw when
he pointed it at the unidentified flying object.

/

ARCH R3 /96

GERALD R. FORD L%BRARY

land shiny with flashing color
while the camera
corded a dark smear.

Paul said his Argus F100 w
on time exposure at 2.8 a
was loaded with fast film wh
he took the picture at abo
11:30 p.m. Friday.

The News photographers co
ceded that the darkness in t!
picture “‘might” be the indic
tion of something moving qui:
swiftly on a time exposure, ¢
the bleb could be a water spc
on the negative or a wrinkle i
the film.

Mrs, Richwine said the ot
ject’s appearance was precede
by four glowing shapes abou
10:30 p.m. Friday, She saw
jthem irom her ifront window
\she said.

See SAUCER—Page 13A
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BOR, Mich, (AP)—A
ieputy sheriff said an
i flying object sight-
suthern Michigan last
trapped—on film—
another UFO was
sterday.
sheriff David Fitzpat-
shtenaw (Ann Arbor)
ok the photographs
 camera roughly the
nan’s two forefingers
er.
are delayed because
m had to be sent to
s, N.Y., for develop-

sighting of an un-
flying object near
ich., came from both
Irs. Robert Nichols,
across Michigan’s
ower Peninsula near
They said it flew
highway ahead of

nore than 150 to 200{round circle glowing red on the reported sightings in
{inside and white on the outside.” | Arbor area in the last 10 days.
Fitzpatrick, however, said the|Schneider observed from about

bout half the size of'roughly that given by several of|two objects he phoiographed|4a.m to 7 a.m. March 186.

24, said the object

Nichols’

description

fits

—~United Press International

The two unidentified objects photographed over Dexter, Mich.

he and Sheriff’s Sgt.

the Annjlight in graceful swoops which

N. K.

distinet steaks of lig
sky high above str
leading inte Milan. No
the objects are visib
photographs blown up
inches from the tiny fli

Dr. J. Allen Hynek,
western University a:
cist, was gent here b
Force to investigate
reports.

He has scheduled a n
ference in Detroit toda
cuss his probe.

Meanwhile, reports o.
tified flying objects mov
into Ohio today. A fan
lives near Upper Sanc
Northwestern Chio told
deputies that an object
“like a top” or a “Ch
tree upside down” hove:
a wooded area on his p
early today.

Deputies were called
farm three times, but th
er said the object, with li
its outer edges, disap

shile and was ‘‘almere than a score who havel|gave off a brilliant yellow-white| The photographs show two|each time before they arri

Y
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40 in Mickigar
A Mysterious
gvered in Si

ANN ARBOR, Mich.
21 (UTPI)—At least 40
including 12 policemen,
day that they saw a
flying object guarded

r ships land in a
near here Sunday night

Dexcriptions of the u
fied flying objects tallie
ly. A patrolman, Robhert
will, said he and other It
of the area saw gimila
before dawmn last Mond

‘Wednesday.
In Washington, the

- szaid it knew nothing

reports. The Air Foree’s
wan headquarters in
Lreek would not conumen

Two persons who ¢
through the 300-acre swa
day and looked for tra
the craft found mnothin
~marsh grass, quicksant
muck.

However, the two persol
reportedly were closest
object, Frank Mannor, 47
old, and his son, Ronalg, 1:
it did not appear to touc
ground but sat on a base «

Fredrick E, Davids, sta
lice commissioner, who it
head of eivil defense for i
gan, opened an investig

“ used to discount the:
ports foo but now I'm n
sure,” he said.

My, Mannor and his son
they nhad run to within
vards of the object. Mr. M

ald e ¢ 3
a footbhall and
fength of a car with a "gw
vellow” hue and A pitted sw
“like eoral rock.”

Tt hag a bhe light on
end and a swhite light on
other, he said.

“They were pulsating
sach of them looked like
had a little halo around it/
said.

Qther will
Tights, hut th
including those of policer
agreed closely.
Stanley McFadden.
County sheriff's d
and deputy Day

watched the cebject
their car about the
the Mannors reported
taken off,

Officer
other unidentified

ad hovercd in
vele over the ob
SWAmMD,




IO

dismisz the

108 that someé of the
wmnidentified flying objects,

which so many people have
sighted
are real.

in 50 many places,
, of course, UFQO
ho seem to want to
everything and dis-
logical explanations.
Force officials as-
check up on these
seem 50 bhored and
[ 1 that many peopla
have the impression that
they thinlk the public would
nanje if all ‘the facts were
brought into the open.

Let's not leave lhe search
lar more Imowledge to those
who tend io aceept every-
thing uncritieally or to lhose
who ftend to dismiss every
UF0 =as ridiculous.

The time has come for the
President or Congress to
name an objective and re-
spected panel to investigate,
appraise and report on all
present and future evidence
about what is going on.

f.ast week, more than 100
persons  (some of  lhem

hulfs
helieve
eount
But Alr

detached

trained observersy reported
seeing “flying szaucers” in
seven states, from Maine fo
Texas to Colorado.

Last year, project Blue
Book, the small Air Force
unit created to keep tabs on
these things, received 886 re-
ports of UFO sightings.

During the last two years,
the National Investigations
Committee on Aerial Phe-
nomena, a private group
headed by a retired Naval
Academy Marine Corps pilot,
received 3000 such reports.

During the past ten years,
ihe NICAP received some
3000 reports and says that
1500 of them “seem pretty
substantial and unex-
plained.”

The Air Force totals 10,147
UFO reports and states that
646 of them remain unex-
plained by provable natural
phenomena.

MAYBE ALL OF these re-
ported sightings are whimsi-
cal, imaginary or unreal, But
we need a more credible and
appraisal of the
evidence than we are getting.

trustworthy

gent life on other
Many scientists thi:
planets could not
such life. But we do1
know,

One faet about tl
gives me pause. The
been no reaily solid
of creatures heing s
ting off landed saum
venture from one n.
another invelves gre
leetual curiosity and
think it almost im
for someone I{rom
space, onee here, b
that curiosity to the
of not trying to make
al contaet with Tarih

Conceivably, we has
seeing only prelimin:
manned orhitings <
Earth precisely contro
great distances. But w
know.

We need to get all tI
drawn together in one
and examined far mo
jectively than anyon
done so far. A stable
opinion will come {r
lock at
evidence, not from bhel

Maybe there is mo intelli- g fags, publishers Newsnaver sy
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By Howard Simons
Washington Post Staff Writer
Firm believers that

unidentified flying objects

| are for real and from a far-

off supercivilization met the
press yesterday amid a tor-
rent of reports about new
objects being sighted every-

where, U.S.A.

The believers repeatedly'

charged the Air Force with
deliberately  hiding the
truth, which if it were
known “would bring forth
one of the greatest stories
of the century.”

The believers also “fully
backed” Rep. Gerald Ford
(R-Mich.) who wants a Con-
gressional investigation of
unidentified objects which
have -lately plagued his
home state.

But most of all, the be-
lievers want to he bhelieved
and loved.

“We want the Air Force
merely to end its secrecy on
sightings and stop ridiculing
competent witnesses,” said
retired Marine Corps Major
Donald E. Keyhoe, a UFO
skeptic until his conversion.

Keyhoe now is director of
the National Investigations
Committee on Aerial Phen-
omena, an organization

whose major aims tfo eva-
luate all UFO sightings; get
the Air Force to own up to
the ‘“truth,” and to expose
UFQ charlatans who keep
seeing “little green men.

Keyhoe and his col-
leagues, including scienists,
engineers, military  per-
sonnel and pilots, scorn the
thought of “little green
men.” :

Had a visitor from afar
ever set foot on the earth?
The serious students of
UFOs were asked.

There was only one case
suggesting so, said Commit-
tee staff member and for-

mer newsman Donald Berli-

ner. It happened in April
1964 near Socorro, N.M.,
where police officers saw
“two small suited occu-
pants” get out of a UFO.

“They were small and
suited,” noted a reporter.
“How could you be sure
they were not green?”

“We have no reason to he-
lieve they were green,” wry-
ly quipped Berliner.

The Committee’s case for
believing that UFOs are for
real was put to the press by
Keyhoe. It amounted to an
argument that thousands of
competent persons—includ-
ing radar controllers, quali-

fied pilots and missie
ers—had sighted ob
roughly 100,000 perso
all,

The Air Force, whic
been investigating UF
ports since 1948, has
fastly maintained the
no evidence any flyin
ject has come from
where else in the unive

Keyhoe’s view, share
the Committee’s boar

governors, is radically
ferent. The Committee
cludes, Keyhoe said y¢
day, that “these thing:
real and must be extr
restrial because they ar
anything

superior to
have.”

According to Key
UFOs have been obse:
the earth for 200 years
gave two reasons, esser
ly, for why no contact
been made with whoevt
is that pilots the UFOs.

One reason is that the
Force has orders to s
the UFOs away.

A second reason is
until humans demonstr:
the atomic bomb and st
flight the UFO people
garded earth as too pr
tive a society to bother
other than for surveilla
purposes.
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Over Air Force Analys

investigati {conditions that night

3 3. [the- estigation by tell-iconditions that nig

PI) — The U.S.|[the-scene inves ot ] ,

-DETROIT (L; 't)b ks Satur-|ing a press confe;‘enceu it ap-jas to n?(live fzﬁ?ggcgl

Air Force closed its hoa Cpisits peared  “very  likely'. thattwusyal and puz dﬁ
day on the case of two ‘‘visits |said.

i ifi i ; amp gas was responsible for
'by unidentified flying objects. 151\1255 preéports of strange glow-| Frank Mannor a

fts verdict: Swamp gas. ing objects this week at Hills-|had descyibed the

But some of the people who dfﬁe and Dexter in Southern|hovered in a mar
Iwitnessed what they ﬁhought Michigan, farm near Dexte;t@l
‘was a landing by a glowing, ex. Hynek, an astrophysicist from |shaped with a p’l’t
fraterresrial space craft, were Northwestern University, said|“like coral rock. u
tnot completely convinced that rotting vegetation can release a|told reporters Manper
the experts were right. gas, especially at springtime,|son were 5(}(’) yards 1\2

And even while the two most|yhich can glow like fire andthe vxs_xt}c;rd and hc’qlet
.spectacular NIichigan'sightings even make ‘‘popping” DOISQS.‘dIS.tlng,.UIS o Szc o(o
now wore the tag of an “offi-\yfe said both instances he in-|said dISt{jllnC(Je'fV saﬁ .
teial expanation,” UFO Sighti“gs!vestigated took place in marsh[m the Hillsdale case

their house LRotl
0 ; to pop up across the|jzpg. coe.ds', : !
oy o b “It appears very likely that{a civil defense dire&kbr -

by 1i | binations of the condi-jan object in a nefby
ties alike. the com in ' ’ an objec

H Dpr. J. Allen Hynek, the t0p|tions of this particular w.mter-'— foh aev¢?1 al hours. ,_7; )
Air Force adviser on UFO sight.{an unusually mild one in this| A dismal swamf is

qdngs climaxed three days of on-larea — and particular weather (Continued on page 2, colur
i s aa

sl _
a 1
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,,SL.Lu,,\uug—:sWiimp 8as and less!
time watching what I took to he !]1
UFO0S,” she said. N
Willilam Van Horn, the Hﬂls-/
dale County ecivit defense di-
rector, said he was “‘dissatis. |
fied” with the Hynek explana- 1
tion because his investigation of
the sighting was foo brief and
because he sidestepped mention
of the report from two of the f
coeds who said they saw the )
UFO close-up as it swept past|
their window, ‘
“I'm not satistied until there

p'country, in rural areas and ci-\
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87 Michigan Coeds |rouzriy e same a

I
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| . . given by a man and his
| 1 ?eported that they saw
| and Official Sight |revortea that they sew
\ * * |night 45 miles northeas
- Mysterious Object o s srvor.
— ’ The Air Force an
. : {was bringing in Dr.
' HILLSDALE, Mich, March Hynek chairman of
22 (UPI}—A civil defense di-|Observatory at No
rector an assistant dean and B7|University, Evanstongs.
coeds reported a glowing ob-iscientific consultant
ject fly past a college dormi-Force’s Project Blue B
tory and hover in a swamp for ng‘am to track down ﬁge
hours. o of unidentified flying gbj
Their description of the ob-l Dr. Hynek set up/Ai
ject seen here last night tallied quarters at Selfridge:Ai
closely with that of one seen by|Base, Mount Cleme}fy,
more than 30 persons, includingineas the southern Mi ig
12 policemen, near Amn Arbor,ltion where the objept:
Mich., the previous night. \been reported sevdgal
The Air Force dispatched itsijately. =
top scientific adviser on uniden-| «If was definitely Sbm
tified flying objects to begin anigf vehicle,” Mr. Van-Hor
investigation. “Through the glagsée [I
The witnesses said they|lars] it was eitherZrou
watched from the second floor|jong.”
of a Hillsdale College dormitory| The object’s shape tgas”
as the object wobbled, wavered,|qutlined by ligh g
glowed, and once flew right at|veered over and near’the
a dormitory window before stOp-‘tory before retreati i
ping suddenily. swamp, Miss Kohfe sa
Mrs. Kelly Hearn, for seven|stayed there for four hou
years 4 newspaper reporter be-|fore vanishing, witnesses s
fore becoming assistant dean of]| —— —
women, assistant professor of
English and housemother of the
dormitory, had the coeds take
notes as they watched the ob-
ject for four hours.
. They and Williarn Van Horn, |

Qi41, years old, Hillsdede County|

civi] defense director, said the
object dimmed its lights when
police cars approached, bright—]
ened again when they went|f
away, and dodged an airport|
beacon light. |

Barbara Kohn, 21, of New
Castle, Pa., and Cynthia Pof-
fenberger, 18, of Cleveland were
the first to see the object. They
‘described its shape as roughlyl}
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ANN ARBOR, MICHe~-THE TOP AIR FORCE EXPERT ON UNIDENTIFIED
FLYING OBJECTS SAID TODAY RECENT REPORTS OF A GLOWING OBJECT SEEM
THROUGHOUT SOUTHERN MICHIGAN ARE "MORE GONSISTENT " THAN MOST HE HAS
INVEST IGATED.

DRe He ALLEN HYNEK OF NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY, CHIEF SCIENT IFIC
ADVISER FOR THE AIR FORCE PROJECT BLUF BOOK, REFUSED TO SPEGULATE,
HOWEVER, ON WHAT MIGHT BE BEHIND THE RASH OF UFO SIGHTINGS IN
RECENT DAVS.

HYNEK, DRESSED IN FATIGUES AND HIP BOOTS FOR HIS CLOSE-UP
LOOK AT A SWAMP NEAR DEXTER, MICHe WHERE A FARMEZ REPOSTED THE
CHOST SHIP LANDED SUNDAY NIGHT, SAfD "I'M ST1IT GATHERING THE

FACTS."
HYNEK HAS BEEN IN THE AREA SINCE TUESDAY INTEPVIEWING WITNESSES
AND EXAMINING AREAS WHERE THE OBJECT WAS PE%OPTED.

INVESTIGATICN HAS BEEN CARRIED ON BEHIND AIR FORCE SEC”ECY BUT

HE MADE TODAY'S COMMENTS WHEN ENCOUNTERED AT THE DEXTER POLICE
%;?EgSQSWHERE HE WAS QUESTIONING THE POLICE CHIEF AND SEVERAL

"IT'S LIKE REPORTS FROM PEOPLE WHO SAW A FIRE," THE
ASTROPHYSICIST SAIDe ™YOU GET AS MANY DIFFERENT FACTS AS YOU GET
PEOPLE WHO SAW THE FIRE. SO FAR, ALL I'VE BEEN ABLE TO COME UP
WITH IS REPORTS OF A VARIETY CF LIGHTS .

"THESE REPORTS ARE MORE CONSISTENT THAN MOST OF THE OTHER
SIGHTINGS I'VE INVESTIGATED," HE SAID.

HYNEK SAID "I WISH WE HAﬁ SOME PHOTOGRAPHS OF THIS AND MORE
TECHNICAL OBSERVERS. THE IDEAL SITUATION WOULD BE TO HAVE A
SPECTOGRAPH TRAINED ON THE OBJECT TO DETERMINE ITS MAKEUP.

I WISH WE HAD THEM AVAILABLE.

"FREQUENTLY THESE THINGS TURN OUT TO BE USUAL THINGS SEEN UNDER
UNUSUAL CIRCUMSTANCES," HE SAID HYNEK ESTIMATED THAT CF THE
UNEXPLAINED 10 PER CENT OF UFO'S REPORTED SINCE 1ug, MOST COULD
HAVE BEEN IDENTIFIED WITH A SPECT OGRAPH.

- HYNEK SAID THAT AS AN ASTRONOMER HE WOULD HAVE TO ADMIT THAT
"POSSIBLY YES, " THERE ARE INTELLIGENT BEINGS IN COTHER SOLAR
SYSTEMS "BUT IT S A LONG STEP TO SAY WE ARE BEING VISITED BY

THEM.
3/23--MJ622PES
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WASHINGT ON--JEANE DIXON, SELF-STYLED PROPHETESS WHO HAS BEEN
FORETELLING THE FUTURE FOR THREE DECADES, THINKS THAT UNIDENTIFIED
FLYING OBJECTS ARE COF TERRESTIAL ORICIN.s

"I THINK THEY ARE PLANES OR MILITARY CRAFT OF SOMEKIND--BUT
NOT FROM OUTER SPACE," SHE TOLD UPI TODAYs ©I THINK THEY ARE
FROM THE OTHER SIDE--THEY ARE EITHER FROM THE ENEMY, RUSSIA, JAPAN
(CORRECT ), CHINA OR OUR OWN AIR FORCE."

SHE_SAYS ‘SHE GETS HER PREDICTIONS FROM A PSYCHIC REACTION--A
KIND OF VIBRATION.

SHE SAID SHE DOES NOT GET ATMOSPHERIC VIBRATIONS THAT THE
UFO'S NOW BEING SIGHTED IN THE EASTERN PART OF THE UeSe ARE
EXTRATERRESTRIAL. AND THE UFG'S SIGHTED IN PAST YEARS WERE
"DEF INITELY NOT ,” SHE SAID.

3/23--MJ625§ES

UrPI-1€
(UFO0S)
HILLSDALEgLMICHo--AN AIR FORCE INVESTIGATING TEAM TODAY LOOKED

OVER FARM FIELDS AND INTERVIEWED PERSONS WHO HAVE REPORTED A RASH
OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS.

SCORES OF PERSONS, RANGING FROM FARMERS TO POLICEMEN TO COLLEGE
fD THEY SAW THE HOVERING OBJECT DURING THE PAST

COEDS AND A DEAN, SA

FEW DAYS.
DRe He ALLEN HYNEVéJTHE TOP AIR FORCE SCIENTIFIC ADVISER ON

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS, YESTERDAY QUIZZED A FARM FAMILY NEAR
ANN ARBOR, MICHe FRANK MANNOR THE FARMER, HAD REPORTED THAT A
PULSATING OBJECT LANDED IN A gWAFP ON HIS LAND SUNDAY AND WAS
CBSERVED BY HIS FAMILY AND BY SHERIFF'S DEPUTIES.

3/23--JD10AES :
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ANN ARBOR (AP)—A Mich-

] congressman planned Tues-

day to ask the Defense Depart-
nent to investigate revorts of
unidentified flying objects sight-
ed near Ann Arhor.

J.3. Rep. Weston Vivian, D-
Mich., teft for Washington, D.C
Monday after conferring
Sheriff Douglas J. Harvey of
Washtenaw County. Harvey said
’Viwan also planned lo talk with
the U.S. Air Force.

Three times within a week,
residents of the nearby com-
| munity of Dexter have reported
sighting objects flying in the
night sky.

“I didn’t believe those re-
ports,” said Harvey. “But with
so many trained police person-
nel and reliable citizens having
seen them, I must believe some-

' thing is in the Washtenaw Coun-‘

ty skies.”

And Tuesday, the Hillsdale
County Civil Defense director
and 87 college coeds said they
watched an eerie, hovering {ly-
ing object settle in a swampy
b hollow near a school dormitory
Monday night,

Wiiliam VanHorn, 41, the coun-

—AP P

Frank Mannor, Son Describe UF({

ty Civil Defense director for 10(to investigate the rash «
vears, said he watched the un-|ings.
|identified ohject through binoc-| Hynek will work iro.
ﬁuJars for three hours. {ridge Air Force Base nea.

| The Air Force announced jt|{Clemens, the Air Force
In Hillsdale, VanHorn .

lwas calling in Dr. H. Allen|

;liiyflek, chfm‘me"m of the Dear-|inined the 87 Hillsdale
iborn Observatory at Northwest-|cpeds and their housemo
lern University, Evanston, Ill.,jwatch the object. He
and acieutific consultant to the emitted wavering orang
Alr Force’s UFO study program, {Continued on page 2, colunu
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THE NATURE, ORIGIN AND PURPOSE OF SPACE PEOFPLE
AND THEIR MYSTERIOUS FLYING SHIPS

The COSMIC STUDY CENTER was organized by a group of adult students, whk-
are gifted with extra-sensory or super-~physical perceptlon, for the purpose o
Cosmologlcal and Metaphysical research. We investigate fasclnating phenomena
encountered in the invisible realms of the Cosmos, the exlstence of which 1is
acknowledged by physiclsts but the aspects of which extend beyond the fleld o:
Sclence.

One of our projects has been an Investigation of the nature and origin oi
Unidentified Flying Objects, which are still mysterious to many, even though
they are often seen 1in our skles and have been visiting the Earth at various
times and places down through the ages.

Dr. Carl Bagan, a Harvard University astronomer, states that "The statist
we now have on the universe suggest that the Earth has been visited many timeE
by representatives from various galactic civilizations." Myths and legends
ancient cultures have recorded varlied descriptions of UFO sightings simllar
those of this Century. Such hilstorical sightings were the prelude to today's
world-wilde reports of the visits of Flying Saucers to all parts of our planete

In addition to the invisible matter here on Earth, suchk as alr and gas,
studies support the scientific view that matter, also, exlsts in finer degre%?
of density likewise invisible to our physical eyes, and that each density vis
brates at a different frequency or veloclty--the most dense having the slowest
and the least dense the fastest rate of vibration. Only the very dense Eart
having the glowest vibratory rate, is visible to our 3-D human eyes, but thel
others are Just as real to the beings who inhablt them as our physical surrognd
ings are to us.

In the evolutlonary process of growth, all planets and their inhabltant
evolve successively from life in one degree of awareness to that of the nextsy
higher degree of consciousness. According to our research, human life on thé&
planets of our Solar System, with the exception of Earth, has progrecssed to &
higher planes of exlstence, which are composed of finer degrees of matter invis
ible to our physical sight.

Qur research shows that there are on other planets beings that we cannot
see., Thils explains why the recent US spaceship that flew by Mars took plctures
that did not show any signs of human 1life on 1its surface. Recently, there was
a newspaper article that referred to past life on Mars. The fact that our
sclentists have reached the conclusion that these other planets do not bear
human life 1s due to thelr lack of knowledge that the inhabltants have already
evolved to a hlgher plane of exlstence and so cannot be seen by most Earth peo-
ple. Nevertheless they are there functioning at a faster rate of vibration thar
that of our sclientists who, 1f they land there, will find only the remnants of
what they call a former civilization. This explalns why Flylng Saucers are
misunderstood and why there i1s no_visible human 1life on Mars although 1t 1is said
that 8pace ships come from Mars, Venus and other planets of our Solar System and
from other Solar Systems as well.

The physical realm contalns seven states or degrees of matter. We Harth
people exist in all seven, but we are consclious only of the three lower states
known as solids, liquildg, and gases. The Space People of other planets exlst in
the four higher degrees of physlcal matter but also can function in the three
lower levels. The next evolutlonary step for the inhabltants of Planet Earth
will be to ralse their consclousness out of the lower into the higher degrees of
the physical plane, as the inhabitants of other planets of our Solar System have
1lready done.

An Interesting point 1s that people functionling in the higher phases of
lLife have the ablility to see into the lower ones, but people on the Ekarth plane
lo not have the abllity wlth normal physical sight to sse into the higher phases.
[owever, people with clalrvoyant abllity can see into these other realms, and
.an observe other people living there.
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Since life on each higher plane is known to function at a faster rate
vibration than that of the one next below it, beings who originate on thes:
higher planes normally function at a faster vibratory rate than that of ths
Earth's people. 80, in order to make thelr spacecraft and themselves visibl
to us, 1t is necessary for them to lower thelr rate of vibration or frequenc;
to synchronize with ours. This 1s what occurs at the time Flying Saucers sw
denly appear within our octave of sight. Conversely, when they disappear fr«
our range of vislon, they simply ilncrease their rate of vibration until thei
original vibratory rate is resumed. In other words, before we EKarth pecple
can be contacted by more highly developed interplanetary Space People, their
rate of vibration must be lowered to ours, or ours raised to theiprs. ~

How do we know that they have to lower their vibratory rates? This woul
necesgsarily be true because our physical eyes do not have the ability to see
into these higher frequencies. A few people can do this because they have
developed the faculty known as clairvoyance.

Some of the people, who report they have ridden 1n space ships, may havé
done this while they were in the sleep state. In that instance, the three-
dimensional person took the ride in hig higher dimensional body. You see,
co-exist in both a physical body and a spiritual body. The Center's researqg
ghows that the Real Self resldes 1n the fourth-dimensional world in another =
body, a finer body in whieh we travel while we are asleep when the physical o
body 1s motionless. We have found that thls body is, also, the same one in
which we will function after we make the transition of so-called death. Th
only difference being that when one goes out in hls flner body during sleep ¥t
megnetic life-line, the elagstlic-like "silver cord" which Joilns the two bodied,
is not severed as occurs at the time of so-called death.

During the time a person 1is awake, these two bodles are in perfect align-
ment, but the moment a person falls asleep or becomes unconsclous for any res
his finer body moves out of and away from the physical form to distances vapyl:
according to the person's stage of evolvement. The Real Self when functioning
in this co~existing finer body can look down and see hls physical body. He na;
go to school on the inner planes and do many things that the person upon awake:
ing usually 1s not aware of. On occasions when people do remember their activ:
ties during sleep, they say they had a dream. The experiences I have referred
to are not what we would call dreams, but actual four-dimensional experiences
which most people do not have the ablillty to distingulsh between. They classif
them all as dreans.

You and I, and every human being, possess a finer body, even though most
of ug are not consclous of the fact. BSo-called death does not suddenly bestow
upon a person a new body which he did not previously possess. He already has 1
le has had it all his 1life. The physical body, which is a facsimile of the oth
body, 18 merely the vehlicle which the Real Self uses whlle living on thils three.
dimensional plane. ‘

According to our research at the COSMIC STUDY CENTER, there is no death.
There is only a discaprding of our physical garment of flesh and a continuation
of 1life in our finer body on the other slde of life, where we have co-existed
since being born here as a babe, and where we have been functloning each night
of our earthly existence,

Where is this world in which our finer body functions? It is all around
and about us. Scientific instruments such as the microscope, the telescope, and
radar have dlisclosed the fact that there are many sights and sounds that our
physical eyes alone cannot see or hear. Our eyes and ears recelve only those
vibrations of light and sound that travel within a limited range. Beyond the
scope of modern-day Science, according to the Center's research, another plane
of exlistence teems with 1life and activity, the fourth-dimensional plane, whilch
parallels the world and life we know. Some people see 1t and hear it by tuning
into 1ts higher vibration. These people possess extra-gensory perception, which
snables them to see, and hear, and know much that is hidden from their normal
>hyslcal senses,
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enables thelr minds to get in tune with theilr higher or fourth-dimsnsional
gselves and thus acquire the abllity to function consciously interdimensionsz}
on two planes of exlistence simultaneously whlle awake. People who possess
extra-sensory perception have the abillty to see and hear wilth the eyes 2nd
of thelr fourth~dimensional selves. Like radio and TV instruments, they tun
into the higher vibrations and regilster various light and sound frequencies
which occupy the same place at the same time.

Likewlse, the fourth-dimenslonal plane of consciousness interpenetrates
this physical plane right here. It conslsts of seven phases of energy sub-
stance, each having a rate of vibration faster than the preceding one--the
lowest rate of 4-D enerzy substance belng hizher than the highest rate of 3-]
matter substance. For example, 1f one vigualizes a glass bowl filled with a
mixture of large marbles, small marbles, smaller beads, sand, and water, wit
Cosmic Rays radiating through 1t all, one gets an 1ldea of how varied densitie
of matter can occupy the gsame space at the same time. o

Likewlse, various dimensions or planes of consclousness, each one havidé
a different rate of vibration, interpenetrate each other. The particles of 3
different densities, which comprise the areas of the varilous Iinterpenetratl
dimensions or planeg of existence, are distinzulshed from the particles of %g
ad joining dimensions by thelr alternating negative and positive polarities B
well as thelr varying rates of fregquency or velocity. g

I mentioned earlier that the rate of vibratlon of Space People must be g
lowered to synchronize with our frequency before our physlcal eyes can see EP‘
The same thing seems to happen when we see thelr so-called Flylng Saucers 1m 1
sky. Our visitors from Outer Space have this power of speeding up and slowfng
dovn the vibratory rate of the matter of their ships as well as of thelr bodle

Evidence that UFOs have suddenly appeared and dlsappeared in the marthgﬁ
atmosphere is provided by many verified reports from rellable observers. F
instance, in 1957, military personnel in Korea saw a whlte, luminous objecti™
hovering above the ground that went out suddenly and disappeared "like a bulb
turned off." According to the research of the COSMIC STUDY CEZNTZR, the prineci
by which UFOs suddenly appear and disappear 1s based upon the interchangeabili
of matter and energy. Matter ls energy at a glower rate of vibration. It
disappears from our vision when its vibratory rate is increased beyond the pol:
at which matter becomes energy. Llkewlsge, the varlous densities of matter may
be changed. Therefore, when Space People wish to disappear from our sight, the
merely lncrease their rate of vibration beyond that of ourg. If they wish to
appear to us, they simply decrease thelr vibratory frequency to the point at
which thelr density 1s the same as ours.

What 1s the principle of the locomotion used by these UFOs? Qur research
indicates that withln each Solar System there exist powerful magnetlc flelds of
force which bind the planets to their sun and to each other. Also, we have
learned that from the sun emsnates a balanced pattern of magnetic rays having
tremendous negative and posltive energles., Moreover, each spacecraft contains
a powerful electro-magnetic system having an instantly reversible polarity from
gravitational attraction to magnetlec repulsion. This system also nullifies or
suspends the pull of gravity and thus enables the ship to hover in mild-air and
to move in any direction and at any angle. A highly magnetized plllar, towering
from the center of the ship's base to the dome of the ship, is the instrument
by whlch the powerful magnetic forces, which pervade all space, are used for
propulsion purposes. Cables carry static electricity from the magnetlec poles
to condensers, which are also the landing-gear balls under one type of ship.
The top of the pilllar 1is normally posltive while the bottom is negative. Its
polarity as well as the ship's dlirectlion of movement can be reversed merely by
pushing a button.

Apparently, the operators of spacecraft simply select from their charts of
Cosmic forceflelds the proper ray of energy which beams to whatever planet they
iesire to visit. 1In order to travel to a different planet, they merely switnh
their vehicle into another stream of forne Am Am~v—- -
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1t appears that UrF0Os are not driven by propellers, or Jjets, or rockets. Th=
are irresistably drawn to the opposite magnetic pole of the planetary field
their chosen destination.

What are Space People like, and what 1s theilr purpose in visiting us? -
us at the Study Center, they seem like elder brothers, who have experilenced ¢
the sorrows and suffering that accompany the limited consclilousness of Earth
people, who have galned spiritual wisdom and kindllness, and who have volunte
to come here and offer assistance by introducing to us by means of telepathic
inspiration new concepts that they deem advisable for us to adopt at this par
cular stage of our development and to help us take our next evolutionary step

Most of the people, who have become interested in so-called Flylng Sauce
have accepted them without understanding them. Now that former ridicule has
been removed from the subject, this may be the time when an explapation, such.
this, will help clarify the situation. It appears, however, that the Space =
People willl not be free to make themselves known to us 1n greater numbers un®
they have been recognlized by the Government and welcomed by an enlightened p&i

These visitors from Outer Space have proved that they are not hostile. £l
they had been intent upon harming us with thelr advanced electronic instrumerft
they surely would have done so a long time ago. Therefore, our investigators
have no doubt but that the Space People are here to enlizghten us, and no dougt
that when the time arrives that we can accept them with understanding, that &h
then will make themselves known in a much more public way and in greater numBe

I would like to close with an explanation of the relationship of the f
dimensional plane to the third-dimensional plane of existence. Actually 4-D0%
the parent of 3-~D. The viewpolint that the 3«D world is the materialization of
the 4-D world 1s supported by Plato who logically assumed that the world whigh
we behold 1e shadowed forth from some other world beyond physical matter and-
that the Reality of matter 1s something other than its physical appearance. ¥

Absolute Consciousness existing everywhere simultaneously 18 stepped dewn
from the ultimate source, the hichest level or the 7th dimension, through a <
gsequence of lower dimensions - 6th, 5th and 4th -~ each having a reduced rate of
vibration, until that which was the one Unlimited Conscilousness becomes velled
in denser energies, and filnally 1s subjected to the limitations of lower matter
or 3-D. BSince the ultimate source of matter and form in its final reduction of
velocity 1s in the appearance of physical matter, 1t 1s concluded that the 3-D
physical world would necessarily have to be the projection or child of the 4th-
Adimensional plane, rather than the reverse.

To summarize: It has been shown that UFOs have been visiting the Earth
for centuries. It has been explained that matter exists in finer degrees of
denslty than that of alr and gas. It has been suggested that our earthly clvili
zation may be less advanced than that of the other planets in our Solar System.
It has been deduced that a temporary synchronization of the vibratory rates of
both Earth People and Space People 18 required for mutual visibility. The actlv
1ty of the co-existing or fourth-dimensional body durling sleep has been explalne
The principle of spacecraft locomotion has been described. The idea that the
fourth-dimensional plane 1s the parent of the dense 3-D world has been supported.
It has been indicated that the purpose of our visltors from space 1s a friendly
one intended to be benefilcilal and enlizhtening to the Earth's inhabitants. In
sonclusion, let us recognize the profound effect that these revolutionary dis-
slosures will have upon traditional religious doctrines.




March 28, 1966

Rep. George P. Miller, Chairman Rep. L, Mendel Rivers, Chairman
Sclence and Astronautics Committee Armed Services Committee

U, S, House of Representatives U. S, House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. Washington, D. C,

Dear Chairmen Miller and Rivers:

No doubt you have noted the recent flurry of newspaper stories about
unidentified flying objects (UF0's). 1I have taken special interest in
these accounts-because many of the latest reported sightings have been

in my home state of Michigan,

The Air Force sent a consultant, astrophysicist Dr. J. Allen Hynek of
Northwestern University, to Michigan to investigate the various reports;
and he dismissed all of them as the product of college student pranks or
swamp gas or an impression created by the rising crescent moon and the
planet Venus, I do not agree that all of these reports can be or should

be so easily explained away.

Because I think there may be substance to some of these reports and
because I believe the American people are entitled to a more thorough
explanation than has been given them by the Air Force to date, I am
proposing that either the Science and Astronautics Committee or the
Armed Services Committee of the House schedule hearings on the subject
of UFO's and invite testimony from both the executive branch of the
government and some of the persons who claim to have seen UFO's,

I enclose material which I think will be helpful to you in assessing the
advisability of an investigatiom of UFO's,

May I first call to your attention a column by Roscoe Drummond, published
last Sunday in which Mr. Drummond says, ''Maybe all of these reported
sightings are whimsical, imaginary or unreal; but we need a more credible
and detached appraisal of the evidence than we are getting,"

Mr, Drummond goes on to state, 'We need to get all the data drawn together
to one place gnd examined far more objectively than anyone has done so far.
A stable public opinion will come from a trustworthy look at the evidence,

not from belittling it."

"The time has come for the President or Congress to name an objective and
respected panel to investlgate, appraise, and report on all present and
future evidence about what is going on."

I agree fully with Mr, Drummond's statements. I also suggest you scan
the enclosed series of 8ix articles by Bulkley Griffin of the Griffin-
Larrabee News Bureau here., In the last of his articles, published last
January, Mr, Griffin says, 'A main conclusion can be briefly stated. It
is that the Air Force is misleading the public by its continuing campailgn
to produce and maintain belief that all sightings can be explained away
as misidentification of familiar objects, such as balloons, staras, and

alrcraft."

I have just today received a number of telegrams urging a cougressional

investigation of UFO's,
Ardmore, Tennessee, who says, 'l have seen UFO,

testify."

Will be available to

Another, from Mrs, Ethyle M, Davis, Eugene, Oregon, reads, 'Nine out of
ten people want truth of UFO's Press your investigation to the fullest,"

One is from retired Air Force Col, Harold R, Brown,

AHVHHYIGHO&GTVHHDIVOHJAdnﬁnunn.
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Ronald Colier of Los Angeles, who identifies himself as 'a scilentist from
M.I.T.," urges that you ''do everything in your power to make Air Force
Project Blue Book (the AF name for its study and verdicts om UFO reports)

known to the people,"

Are we to assume that everycme who gsays he has seen UFO's is an unreliable
witness?

4 UPI story out of Ann Arbor, Michigan, dated March 21, 1966, states that
"at least 40 persons, including 12 policemen, sald today that they saw
a strange flying object guarded by four sister ships land in a swamp near

here Sunday night,"

Matt Surrell of Station WJR, Detroit, cites an eye witness account of a
recent UFO sighting by Emile Grenler of Ann Arbor, an aeronautical engineer
emplayed by Ford Motor Company. He points out that an aeronautical
engineer can hardly be considered an untrustworthy witness,

In the firm belief that the American public deserves a better explamation
than that thus far given by the Alr Pdrce, I strongly recommend that there

be a committee investigation of the UFO phenomena.

I think we owe it to the peopl§ to establish credibility regarding UFO's
and to produce the greatest possible enlightenment on this subject.

Kindest personal regards.
Sincerely,

/s/

Gerald R. Ford, M.C,
GRF:plr

Enclosures
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