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UNIDENTIFIED FL YING OBJECTS 

HousE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

W ashingt()/}1,, D.0., Tuesday, April 5, 1966. 
The committee met, pursuant to call, at 10 :35 a.m., the Honorable L. 

Mendel Rivers (chairman of the committee), presiding. 
The CHAIRMAN. Let the committee come to order. 
Members of the committee, Secretary Brown and General McCon-

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 respect to unidentified flying objects. I under-
stand that he is prepared to do that this morning and I also understand 
that he has with him Dr. J. Allen Hynek, consultant to Project Blue 
Book, which is the group charged with responsibility with respect to 
UFO's. Also present this morning is Maj. Hector Quintanilla, Jr., 
UFO :project officer. 

I thmk it would be well to ~et the UFO business out of the way first. 
So I ":Vill 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 Con-
gress, and so tell me what you know, Mr. Secretary, and let's see if we 
can have some answers. 

Go ahead, Mr. Secretary. 
Secretary BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter here which is ad-

dressed to you, and I signed it. Let me run through it quickly, because 
it summarizes pretty well what our views are on unidentified flying 
objects. 

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

The CHAIRMAN. Why don't we have the doctor come up to the table 
now, because when we start 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 a,head, sir. 

STATEMENT OF HON. HAROLD BROWN, SECRETARY OF AIR FORCE 

Secretary BROWN. This is in response of your recent request for 
informa,tion concerning Air Force a,ctivities in the area of reported 
unidentified flying objects. 

Within the De_partment of Defense the Air Force has the respon-
sibility of invest1ga,ting reports on unidentified flying objects and of 
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evaluating any possible threat to our national security that such ob-
jects might pose. In carrying out this responsibility let me assure 
you that the Air Force is both objective and thorough in its treat-
ment of all reports of unusual aerial objects over the United States. 

Under the name "Project Blue Book," 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 thoroughly as possible, the 
capabilities of the Air Force Scientific Advisory Board have recently 
been focused upon the subject of UFO's. 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 UFO 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 1t significant that the Air Force 
has succeeded in identifying 9,501 of these objects. Virtually all of 
these sightings were derived from subjective human 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. 

Other 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 basis for analysis, or for which the in-
formation suggests an hypothesis but the object or phenomenon 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 technical equip-
ment for this purpose. 

Although the past 18 years of investigating unidentified flying ob-
jects have not identified any threat to our national security, or evidence 
that the unidentified objects represent developments or principles 
beyond present-day scientific 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 assistance to you. If I 
can help you further in any way, please do not hesitate to let me know. 
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( The information referred to is as follows:) 

Sightings of tmidentified flying objects 

Year 

1947_ _________ _______ _ 
1948 ___ -- ------ - - - ----
1949- __ - - ------ -- - - -- -
1950 ___ --------- - -- ---
195L- _ ------ -- --- - ---
1952- - - - -- ----- - --- -- -
1953 ___ --- - - -- - - -- - - --
1954- __ --- ---- - - -- ----1955 ____ __ __ _________ _ 
1956 ______ ___ ____ ____ _ 
1957 ___ - ---- ---- - - ----

Total Unidentified 
sightings 

122 12 
156 7 
186 22 
210 27 
169 22 

1,501 30., 
509 42 
487 46 
545 24 
670 14 

1,006 14 

Year Total Unidentified 
sightings 

1958_____ ________ _____ 627 10 
1959______ ____ _____ ___ 390 12 
1960__________ __ ______ 557 14 
1961_ ___ ____ __ ____ ____ 59! 13 
1962_ ___ ______ ____ ____ 474 15 
1963__ __ ___________ ___ 399 14 
1964________ __ _______ _ 562 19 
196.5_ -- ---- - -- -- ---- -- 886 16 1-----1-----

Total_____ ______ 10,147 646 

AIR FORCE STATEMENT REGARDING THE UFO SIGH'ITNGS AT DEXTER, MICH., ON 
MARCH 20, 1966, AND HILLSDALE, MICH., ON MARCH 21, 1966 

The investigation of these two sightings was conducted by Dr. J. Allen Hynek, 
scientific consultant to Project Blue Book; personnel from Selfridge Air Force 
Base, Mich.; and personnel from the Project Blue Book office at Wright-Patter-
son Air Force Base, Ohio. 

In addition to these two specific cases, there has been a flood of reports from 
this area both before and after March 20 and 21. The investigating personnel 
have not had the time to investigate all of these. It has been determined, how-
ever, that in Hillsdale, over and above the sincere and honest reporting by the 
young ladies at Hillsdale College, certain young men have played pranks with 
flares. It has also boon determined that the photographs released yesterday 
through the press was taken on March 17 just before sunrise near Milan, l\Iich., 
and have noithing to do with the cases in question. The photograph clearly 
shows trails made as a result of a time exposure of the rising creseent moon and 
the planet Venus. 

The majority of obserrnrs in both the Dexter and Hillsdale cases have reported 
only silen't glowing lights near the ground--red, yellow, and blue-green. 'Ihey 
have not described an object. 'l'he only two observers who did describe an 
object have stated that they were no closer than 500 yards-better than a 
quarter of a mile away-a distance which does not allow details to be determined. 

Witnesses have described glowing lights-lights that seem to move but 
never far from a definite place or lights which suddenly disappeared and popped 
up at another place. The locale in both cases was a swamp. In both cases, the 
location of the glow was pinpointed-in Dexter it was seen between two distant 
groups of people and at Hillsdale it was seen in a swampy depression between 
the girls and the distant trees. It " "as in both cases a very localized phenomena. 
The swampy location is most significant. 

A swamp is a place of rotting vegetation and decomposition. Swamps are not 
a province of astronomers. Yet, the famous Dutch astronomer, Minnaert, in his 
book, "Light and Colour in the Open Air," describes lights that haYe been seen 
in swamps by the astronomer, Bessel, and other excellent observers. The lights 
resemble tiny· flames sometimes 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 sometimes yellow some-
times red, and sometimes blue-green. No heat is felt, and the lights do n~t burn 
or char the ground. They can appear for hours at a stretch and sometimes for 
a whole night- Generally, there is no smell and no sound except for the popping 
sound of little explo,dons such as when a gas burner ignites. 

The rotting vegetation produces marsh gas which can be trapped during the 
winter by ice. When the spring thaw occurs, the gas may be released in some 
quantity. The flame, Minnaert says, is a form of chemical luminescence, and its 
low temperature is one of its peculiar features. Exactly how it occurs is not 
known and could well be the subject of furth!'r inYestigation. 

The glowing lights over the swamps near Dexter and HilL<;dale were observed 
for 2 or 3 hours, and they were red, green, and yellow. They appeared to move 
sideways and to rise a short distance. No sound was heard except a popping 
sound. 
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It seems entirely likely that as the present spring thaw came, the trapped 
gases, CH,, H,S, and PHs, resulting from decomposition of organic material, 
were released. The chemistry book by Sienko and Plane has this to say: "In 
air, Phosphine PH, usually bursts into flame apparently because it is ignited by 
a spontaneous oxidation of the impure P,H,. The will-of-the-wisp, sometimes 
observed in marshes, may be due to spontaneous ignition of impure PH, which 
might be formed by reduct.ion of naturally occurring phosporus compound." 

It has been pointed out to the investigating personnel by other scientists in 
this area that in swamps the formation of H,S and CH, from rotting vegetation 
is common. These could be ignited by the spontaneous burning of PH,. 

The association of the sightings with swamps in this p!IIticular instance is 
more than coincidence. No group of witnesses obser,ed any craft coming to or 
going away from the swamp. The glow was localized, and Deputy Fitzpatrick 
described the glow from beyond a rise adjacent to the swamp as visibl!' through 
the trees. He stated that the light brightened and dimmed such as stage do--
smoothly and slowly-and this description exactly fits the Hillsdale sighting 
also. The brightening and dimming could ha,e been due to the release of vari-
able quantities of marsh gas. 

The disappearance of the lights when people got close with flashlights or car-
lights would indicate that the glow seemed bright to dark-adapted eyes. '!'he 
night was dark and there was no moon. The Hillsdale girls kept their rooms 
d!IIk in order to see the swamp lights. 

It appe!IIs very likely thalt the combination of the conditions of this particular 
winter (an unusually mild one in that arE>a) and the particular ,veather condi-
tions of that night-it was clear and there was little wind at either location-
were such as to have produced this unusual and puzzling display. 

SPECIAL REPORT OF THE USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD AD Hoc COMMITTEE 
To REVIEW PROJECT BLUE BOOK 

I. INTRODUCTION 

As requested in a memorandum from Maj. Gen. E. B. LeBailly, Secretary of 
the Air Force Officer of Information, dated September 28, 1965 (tab A), a 
Scientific Advisory Board Ad Hoc Committee met on February 3, 1966, to review 
Project Blue Book. The objectives of the committee are to review the resources 
and methods of investigation prescribed by Project Blue Book and to advise the 
Air Force of any improvements that can be made in the program to enhance 
the Air Force's capability in carrying out its responsibility. 

In order to bring themselves up to date, the members of the committee initially 
reviewed the findings of previous scientific panels charged with looking into the 
UFO problem. Particular attention was given to the report of the Robertson 
panel which was rendered in January 1953. The committee next heard briefings 
from the AFSC Foreign Technology Division, which is the cognizant Air Force 
agency that collates information on UFO sightings and monitors investigations 
of individual cases. Finally, the committee reviewed selected case histories of 
UFO sightings with particular emphasis on those that have not been identified. 

II. DISCUSSION 

Although about 6 percent (646) of all sightings (10,147) in the years 1947 
through 1965 are listed by the Air Force as "Unidentified," it appears to the 
committee that most of the cases so listed are simply those in which the infor-
mation available does not provide an adequate basis for analysis. In this con-
nection it is important also to note that no unidentified objects other than those 
of an astronomical nature have ever been observed during routine astronomical 
studies, in spite of the large number of observing hours which have been devoted 
to the sky. As examples of this the Palomar Observ,atory Sky Atlas contains 
some 5,000 plates made with large instruments with wide field of view ; the 
Harvard meteor project of 1954--58 provided some 3,300 hours of observation ; 
the Smithsonian visual •prairie network· provided 2,500 observing hours. Not 
a single unidentified object has been reported as appearing on any of these 
plates or been sighted visually in all these observations. 

The committee concluded that in the 19 years since the first UFO was sighted 
there has been no evidence that unidentified flying objects are a threat to our 
national security. Having arrived at this conclusion the committee then turned 
its attention to considering how the Air Force should handle the scientific aspects 
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of the UFO problem. Unavoidably these are also related to Air Force public 
relations a subject on which the committee is not e:x'I)ert. Thus the recom-
mendati~ns which follow are made simply from the scientific point of view_. 

III. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

It is the opinion of the committee that the present Air Force program dE:aling 
with UFO sightings has been well organized, although the resources asSigned 
to it ( only one officer, a sergeant, and secretary) have been quite limited. In 19 
years and more than 10,000 sightings recorded and classified, t~ere appears to_ be 
no verified and fully satisfactory evidence of any case that 1s clearly outside 
the framework of presently known science and technology. Nevertheless, there 
is always the possibility that analysis of new sightings may provide some 
additions to scientific knowledge of value to the Air Force. Moreover, some of 
the case records which the committee looked that were listed as "identified" were 
sightings where the evidence collected was too meager or_ too indefini~ to permit 
positive listing in the identified category. Because of this the committee recom-
mends that the present program be strengthened to provide opportunity for scien-
tific investigation of selected sightings in more detail and depth than has been 
possible to date. 

To accomplish this it is recommended that- . . . . 
(a) Contracts be negotiated with a few selected umver_s1t1es to pr~v1de 

scientific teams to investigate promptly and in depth certarn selected sight-
ings of UFO's. Each team should include at least one psycholo~ist, p~·ef-
erably one interested in clinical psychology, and at least one physical scien-
tist, preferably an astronomer or geophysicist fami~iar with atmosph1;ric 
physics. The universities should be chosen to provide good geographic~] 
distribution, and should be within convenient distance of a base of the Air 
Force Systems Command (AFSC). 

(b) At each AFSC base an officer skilled in investigation (bu~ not neces-
sarily with scientific training) should be designated to work with the cor-
responding university team ft>r that geographical section. The local repre-
sentative of the Air Force Office of Special Investig,ations (OSI) might be 
a logical choice for this. 

(c) One university or one not-for-profit organization should be selected 
to coordinate the work of the teams mentioned under (a) above, and also to 
make certain of very close communication and coordination with the Office 
of Project Blue Book. . . . . 

It is thought that perhaps 100 sightings a year might ?e subJected_ to this 
close study, and that possibly an average of 10 man-days might be re~uired ?E'r 
sighting so studied. The information provided by such a pro_gram m1;ht brmg 
to light new facts of scientific value, und would almost certarnly provide a far 
better basis than we have today for decision on a long-term UFO program. 

The scientific reports on these ,;elected sightings, supplementing t~e pr~s~nt 
program of the Project Blue Book office, should strengthen the public position 
of the Air Force on UFO's. It is, therefore, recommended that-

( a) These reports be printed in full and be a vailabl~ on reques~. . 
( b) Suitable abstracts or condensed versions be prmted and mcluded m. 

or as supplements to, the published reports of Project Blue Book. 
(c) The form of report (as typified by Project Blue Book da1;ed Feb-

ruary 1, 1966) be expanded, and anything which might suggest that rnfo~a-
tion is being withheld (such as the wording on page 5 of the above cited 
reference) be deleted. The form of this report c~n be of ~reat importance 
in securing public understanding and should be given detailed study by un 
appropriate Air Force office. . . . . 

(d) The reports Project Blue Book should be g1,en wide unsohc1te_d 
circulation among prominent Members of the Congress and other public 
persons as a further aid to public understanding of the scientific approach 
being taken by the Air Force in attacking the UFO problem. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, D.0., September 28, 1ff65. 
Memorandum for military director, scientific advisory board 
Subject: Unidentified flying objects (UFO's) 

In keeping with its air defense role, the Air Force has the respoll:sibility for 
the investigation of unidentified flying objects reported over the Umted States. 
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The name of this project is Blue Book (attachment 1). Procedures for con-
ducting this program are established by Air Force regulation 200--2 (attach-
ment 2). 

The Air Force has conducted Project Blue Book since 1948. As of June 30, 
1965, a total of 9,267 reports had been investigated by the Air Force. Of these 
9,267 reports, 663 cannot be explained. 

It has been determined by the Assistant Deputy Chief of Staff/Plans and 
Operations that Project Blue Book is a worthwhile program which deserves the 
support of all staff agencies and major commands and that the Air Force should 
continue to investigate ·and analyze all UFO reports in order to assure that 
such objects do not present a threat to our national security. The Assistant 
Deputy Chief of Staff/Plans and Operations has determined also that the 
Foreign Technology Division (FTD) at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base should 
continue to exercise its presently assigned responsibilities concerning UFO's. 

To date, the Air Force has found no evidence th'llt any of the UFO reports 
reflects a· threat to our national security. However, many of the reports that 
cannot be explained have come from intelligent and technically well qualified 
individuals whose integrity cannot be doubted. In addition, the reports received 
officially by the Air Force include only a fraction of the spectacular reports 
which are publicized by any private UFO organizations. 

Accordingly, it is requested that a working scientific panel composed of both 
physical and social scientists be organized to review Project Blue Book-its re-. 
sources, methods, and findings-and to advise the Air Force as to any improve-
ments th1tt should be made in the program in order to carry out the Air Force's 
assigned responsibiltiy. ' 

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

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

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

Ao Hoc COMMITTEE ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFO's) 

AGENDA 
Thursday, 8 February 1966 
0800 Welcoming remarks: Commander or vice commander, FTD. 
0805 Introduction : Dr. O'Brien, SAB. 
0810 The Air Force problem: Lieutenant Colonel Spaulding, SAFOI. 
0830 Briefing on Project Blue Book: Major Quintanilla, FTD. 
1000 Break. 
1015 Review·of selected case histories: FTD Staff. 
1145 Lunch. 
1315 Executive and writing session. 

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

Distribution 

Symbol Copies 

Secretary of the Air Force Office of Information______________________________ SAFOL ___ _ 
Military Director, DCS/R. & D _____________________________________________ AFRDC ___ _ 
Committee members (leach): Dr. Brian O'Brien (chairman), Dr. Launor 

F. Carter, Mr. Jesse Orlansky, Dr. Richard Porter, Dr. Carl Sagan, Dr. 
Willis H. Ware _____________________________________________________________ --------------

Commander, Foreign Technology Division __________________________________ --------------
DCB/Foreign Technology (AFSC) _ ----------------------------------------- SCF _______ _ 

~!Bir=r~i!fat==:: :: : :::: ::::: ::::: :: ::=:::: :: :: ::::::: :::: :: ::::: :: : : ::: : tJ:~t: : : : 

25 
l 

6 
5 
2 
l 
l 

Meeting statistics bearing on this report including all times, dates, places, a 
listing of persons in attendance and purposes therefor, together with their affilia-
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tions and material reviewed and discussed, are !\Vailable in the SAB secretariat 
offices for review by authorized persons or agencies. 

Approved by : 
HAROLD A. STEINER, 

Lieutenant Colonel, USAF, 
Assistant ~ecretary, USAF Scientific Advisory Board. 

_l>RoJECT BLUE BOOK 

The U.S. Air Force has the responsibility under the Department of Defense 
for the investigation of unidentified flying objects ( UFO's). The name of this 
program, which has been in operation since 1948, is Project Blue Book. It has 
been identified in the past as Project Sign and Project Grudge. 

Air Force interest in unidentified flying objects is related directly to the Air 
Force responsibility for the air defense of the United States. Procedures for 
conducting this program are established by Air Force Regulation 200-2. . 

The objectives of the Project Blue Book are twofold: first, to determme 
whether UFO's pose a threat to the security of the United States; and, second, to 
determine whether UFO's exhibit any unique scientific information or advanced 
technology which could contribute to scientific or technical research. In the 
course of accomplishing these objectives, Project Blue Book strives to identify 
and explain all UFO sightings reported to the Air Force. 

HOW THE PROGRAM IS CONDUCTED 

The program is conducted in three phases. The first phase in~ludes receipt 
of UFO re1}orts and initial investigation of the reports. The Air Force base 
nearest the location of a reported sighting is charged with the responsibility of 
investigating the sighting and forwarding the information to the Project Blue 
Book Office at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio. 

If the initial investigation does not reveal a positive identification or explana-
tion, a second phase of more intensive analysis is conducted by the Project Blue 
Book Office. Each case is objectively and scientifically analyzed and, if neces-
sary, all of the scientific facilities available to the Air Force can be _used to_ assist 
in arriving at an identification or explanation. All personnel associated with the 
investigation, analysis, and evaluation efforts of the project view each report 
with a scientific approach and an open mind. . 

The third phase of the program is dissemination of information concerning 
UFO sightings, evaluations, and statistics. This is accomplished by the Secre-
tary of the Air Force, Office of Information. 

The Air Force defines an unidentified flying object as any aerial object which 
the observer is unable to identify. 

Reports of unfamiliar objects in the sky are submitted to the Air Force from 
many sources. These sources include military and civilian pilots, weather ob-
servers, amateur astronomers, business and professional men and women, and 
housewives, etc. 

Frequently such objects as missiles, balloons, birds, kites, searchlight_s, aircr~ft 
navigation and anticollision beacons, jet engine exhaust, condensation trails, 
astronomical bodies and meteorological phenomena are mistakenly reported as 
unidentified flying objects. 

The Air Force groups its evaluations of UFO reports under three general head-
ings: (1) identified, (2) insufficient data, and (3) unidentified. 

Identified reports are those for which sufficient specific information ha~ been 
accumulated and evaluated to permit a positive identification or explanation of 
the object. 

Reports categorized as "Insufficient Data" are those for which one or more ele-
ments of information essential for evaluation are missing. Some examples are 
the omission of the duration of the sighting, date, time, location, position in the 
sky weather conditions, and the manner of appearance or disappearance. If the 
ele~ent is missing and there is an indication that the sighting may be of a 
security, scientific, technical, or public interest value, the Project Blue B?ok Off!oee 
conducts an additional investigation and every attempt is made to obtam the rn-
formation necessary for identification. However, in some instances, essential in-
formation cannot he obtained, and no further action can be taken. 

5-0-066 0-66-No. 55--2 
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The third and by far the smallest group of evaluations is categorized as 
"Uni~entified." _A sighting is considered nnidentifie~ when a report apparently 
contams all perh°:ent data necessary to suggest v~hd hypothesis concerning the 
cause or explanation of the report but the description of the object or its motion 
cannot be correlated with any known object or phenomena. • 

TYPES OF UFO IDENTIFICATIONS AND EVALUATIONS 

There are various types of UFO sightings. Most common are reports of 
astronomical sightings, which include bright stars, planets, comets, fireballs 
meteors, auroral streamers, and other celestial bodies. When observed through 
haze, light fog, moving clouds, or other obscurations or unusual conditions, the 
planets, including Venus, Jupiter, and Mars have been reported as unidentified 
flying objects. Stellar mirages are also a source of reports. 

Satellites are another major source of UFO reports. An increase in satellites 
reported as UFO's has come about because of two factors. The first is the in-
crease of interest on the part of the public ; the second is the increasing number 
of satellites in the skies. Positive knowledge of the location of all satellites at 
all times enables rapid identification of satellite sightings. Keeping track of 
manmade objects in orbit about the earth is the responsibility of the North 
American Air Defense Command space detection and tracking system. This 
sophisticated electronic system gathers complex space traffic data instantly from 
tracking stations all over the world. 

Other space surveillance activities include the use of ballistic tracking and 
large telescopic cameras. ECHO schedules are prepared by the NASA Goddard 
Spac~ Flight Center at Greenbelt, Md., and schedules of the south-north Equator 
crossmgs are prepared by the Smithsonian Institution at Cambridge, Mass. From 
the data produced by these agencies, satellites mistakenly reported as UFO's 
can be quickly identified. Some of these are visible. to the naked eye. 

Aircraft account foi: ~nother major source of UFO reports, particularly during 
adverse weather conditions. When observed at high altitudes and at some dis-
tance, aircraft can have appearances ranging from disc to rocket shapes due to 
the reflection of the sun on their bright surfaces. Vapor or condensation trails 
~rom jet_ aircraft will sometimes appear to glow fiery red or orange when reflect-
mg sunlight. Afterburners from Jet aircraft are often reported as UFO's since 
they can be seen from great distances when the aircraft cannot be seen 

The Project Blue Book Office has direct contact with all elements· of the Air 
Force and the Federal Aviation Agency civil air control centers. All aerial 
refueling operations and special training flights can be checked immediately. Air 
traffic of commercial airlines and flights of military aircraft are checked with the 
nearest control center, enabling an immediate evaluation of aircraft mistakenly 
reported as UFO's. However, since many local flights are not carried these 
flights are probable causes of some reports. ' 

Balloons continue to be reported as UFO's. Several thousand balloons are 
released ea~~ ~ay from military and civilian airports, weather stations, and re-
search activities. There are several types of balloons-weather balloons 
rawinsondes, radiosondes. and the large research balloons which have diameter~ 
up to 300 feet. At night, balloons carry running lights which cause an unusual 
appea~ance when observed. Reflection of the sun on balloons at dawn and sunset 
sometimes produce strange effects. This usually occurs when the balloon because 
of its _altitudes, is exposed to the sun. Large balloons can move at speed~ of over 
100 m~les per hour when moving in high altitude jet windstreams. These balloon,: 
sometimes appear to be flattened on top. At other times. they appear to be ~aucer-
shaped and to have lights mounted inside the bag itself due to the sun's ravs 
reflecting through the material of the balloon. The Balloon Control Center at 
Holloman Air Force Base, N. Mex., maintains a plot on all military upper air re-
search balloons. 
. Anoth~r category of _DFO e:aluati_ons label~ "Other" includes missiles, reflec-

tions, Illlrages, searchlights, birds, kites, spurious radar indications, hoaxes fire-
works, and flares. ' 

Aircraft, s~te~lites, ball0?1;1s, and the like should not be reported since they 
do not fall w1thm the defimt10n of an unidentified flying object. 

CONCLUSIONS 

'!-'o date, the firm con.clusio!-18 of Project Blue Book are: (1) no unidentified 
flymg object reported, mvestigated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever 
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given any indication of threat to our national security; (2) there has been no 
evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air Force that sightings categorized 
as unidentified represent technological developments or principles beyond the 
range of present-day scientific knowledge ; and ( 3) there has been no evidence 
indicating that sightings categorized as unidentified are extra terrestrial vehicles. 

The Air Force will continue to investigate all reports of unusual aerial phe-
nomena over the United States. The services of qualified scientists and tech-
nicians \vill continue to be used to investigate and analyze these reports, and 
periodic reports on the subject will be made. 

The former chairman of the House Armed Services Committee, Mr. Carl Vin-
son, recently commented on the conduct of the UFO program by the Air Force 
and stated that congressional hearings on this subject are unnecessary. 

The Air Force does not deny the possibility that some form of life may exist 
on other planets in the universe. However. to date, the Air Force has neither 
received nor discovered any evidence which proves the existence and intraspace 
mobility of extra terrestrial life. The Air Force continues to extend an open 
invitation to anyone who feels that he possesses any evidence of extra terrestrial 
vehicles operating within the earth's near space enveld>pe to submit hiR evidenee 
for analysis. Initial contact for this purpose is through the following adrlre,;.~: 
Project Blue Book Information Office, SAFOI, Washington, D.C. 

Anyone observing what he considers to be an unidentified flying object should 
report it to the nearest Air Force base. Persons submitting a UFO report to 
the Air Force are free to discu&S any aspect of the report with anyone. The 
Air Force does not seek to limit discussion on ,:uch reports and does not withhold 
or censor any information pertaining to this unclassified program. 

NONAVAILABILITY OF MATERIALS 

The following items are .for internal use only and are not available for dis-
tribution to the public. 'l'hese concern internal management and procedures 
for forwarding UFO reports to the appropriate agency: 

1. Air Force Regulation 200-2. 
2. JANAP 146. 
The Air Force has no films, photographs, maps, charts, or graphs of un· 

identified flying objects. Photographs that have been submitted for evaluation 
in conjunction with UI<'O reports have been determined to be a misinterpretation 
of natural or conventJional objects. These objects have a positive identifieation. 

The Air Force no longer possesses, and thus does not have for distribution, 
outdated reports on Project Sign, Project Gmdge, Blue Book Special Report No. 
14, and outdated Project Blue Book press releases. Nonmilitary UFO publica-
tions should be requested from the publisher, not the Air Force. 

SUGGESTED READING MATERIAL 

Books listed below deal with facts and theories about our solar universe, the 
sun, planets, comets, meteorites, the universe, stars, constellations, and galaxies; 
telescopes, the computation of time as it relates to astronomy. star maps and 
charts, and the history of astronomy. 
"Sky and Telescope," by Sky Publishing Corp., Harvard College ObserYatory, 

Cambridge, Mass. Monthly magazine, 00 cents per, copy. 
"'Veather Elements," by Blair, published Prentice Hall. Has an exC'ellent 

chapter on often misidentified weather phenomena. 
"Planets, Stars, aud Space," by Chamberlain, Joseph }1., and Nicholson, Thomas 

D. An illustrated. untechnical explanation of the earth, planets, stars, and the 
universe. Prepared in cooperation with the American Museum of Xatural 
History . 

"Junior Science Book of Stars," by Crosby, Phoebe. An easy to read, exciting 
story of what scientists know about the stars, planets, the Moon, and the 
}Iilky Way. 

"Challenge of the Universe,'' by Hynek, J. Allen and Anderson, Norman. Dis-
cusses the nature of the universe; astronomy and cosmology, published by 
Scholastic Press. 

"The Story of the Stars," by Maloney, Terry." An introduction to the universe; 
our solar system, our galaxy, and other galaxies. Many interesting illustrated 
analogies help build concepts of size and distance. Includes reference to the 
Van Allen radiation belts and zodiacal light observation of 1960. 
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"The World of Flying Saucers," by Menzel and Roy. A scientific examination of 
the classic UFO reports. 

"Tht Moon. Meteorites, and Comets," Dated 1963, by Middlehurst and Kuiper, 
Continuous analysis of Soviet moon photos. Chapter on Siberian meteorite 
and photos or comets computation of various comet orbital photos. 

"The Nature of Light and color in the Open Air," by Minnaert, Doyer Publica-
tions. This is an excellent paperback written in understandable lay language. 

"Meteors," by Oliver. Standard text by foremost authority on meteors. 
"Photographic History of Mars," 1905-61, by Slipher, E. C., published by Lowell 

Observatory. 
"Anatomy of a Phenomenon," by Valle, Jacques. 
"First Man to the Moon," by Von Braun, Wernher. 

Total UFO ( object) sightings 1 

Year Total Unidentified 
sightings 

1947......................................... 122 12 Case files. 
1948......................................... 156 7 Do. 

I 

Source 

1949......................................... 186 22 Blue book, page 108. 
1950. ...... ... . . . . ... ... . . ....... ... .. . . . . . . . 210 27 Case files. 
1951......................................... 169 22 Do. 
1952......................................... 1, 501 303 Blue book, page 108. 
1953... ...... ......... .... .... .... .... .. ... .. 509 42 Case files. 
1954............ ............................ 487 46 Do. 
1955......................................... 545 24 Do. 
1956......................................... 670 14 Do. 
1957 ......................................... 1,006 14 Do. 
1958.. ..................................... 627 10 Do. 
190~......................................... 390 12 Do. 
1960......................................... 557 14 Do. 
1961. ..... ...... .... ... .. ... .. .. .. . . . . .. .. ... 591 13 Do. 
1962................................. . ....... 474 15 Do. 
1963....................................... .. 399 14 Do. 
1964.... .. . . . . . . .. . . ... . . ... .. .. .. .. . . .. .. .. . 562 19 Do. 
1965......................................... 886 16 Do. 

1-----l------l 
Total................................. 10, 147 646 

1 Compiled Jan. 17, 1966. 
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FIREBALL REPOR1' 

Persons observing a :fireball or meteor should repor,t the information to the 
American Meteor Society. The information desired is contained below. 

A very brilliant meteor or fireball is reported to have passed in your vicinity 
on ____ at the hour of ----· Will you please answer as fully as possible the 
following questions, which are asked on behalf of the American Meteor Society 
in order that permanent records of such phenomena may be obtained. When 
these reports are published each contributor whose report is fairly complete 
will be mentioned, if possible, and due credit given. It is only by the help of 
those who can give personal information that data ran be secured for the 
computation of the orbits of meteors. These data are of great scientific value 
and all reasonable efforts should be made to obtain them. You will be unable 
probably to answer all questions below, but amnver those you can, as they may 
be of the greatest importance. 

(1) Give your name and address. 
(2) Where were you when you saw the meteor? (If the town is i:,mall please 

give county as well.) 
(3) Give the date, hour, and minute when the meteor appeared; also kind 

of time used. 
(4) In what direction did it appear (or in what direction was it first seen)? 

This is not asking in what direction it was going. 
(5) In what direction did it disappear (or in what direction was it last seen)? 

For questions (4) and (5), simply N, E, S, or Wis not a ccurate enough, unless 
those were the exact directions. If compass is used, state it; also if magnetic 
correction has been applied to compass reading. 

(6) At what height did it appear? (Use degrees in answering.) 
(7) At what height did it disappear? (Use degrees in answering.) 
(8) Did it pass directly overhead (i.e. , through the zenith)? 
(9) If not, to which side of the zenith did it go, and how far from it? (Use 

degrees in answering.) 
( 10) Did it appear to reach the horizon? What sort of a horizon have you? 
(11) What angle did the path of the meteor make with the horizon and in 

which direction was it then going? 
(12) If you are familiar with constellations describe the path of the meteor 

through the sky with reference to stars. 
( 13) Did the meteor appear to explode? 
(14) What was the duration of its flight in seconds? 
( 15) Describe the train if one was left. If it lasted long enough to show 

urift, most carefully tell in what direction train drifted. Give sketch, if possible, 
showing this with regard to horiwn. 

( 16) What was the duration of the train in seconds? 
( 17) Did you hear any sound? 

How long after seeing the meteor was it before you heard this sound? 
Did you hear an actual explosion? 
How long after seeing the explosion was it before you heard it? 

(18) Of what color was the meteor? 
(19) What was the size of the meteor? (Compare it with the moon or with 

a planet or star.) 
(20) Was more than one body seen before the explosion (if any)? 
(21) What was condition of sky at time? 
(22) Give names and addresses of others who saw the meteor. 
(23) Please mail this reply to: Charles P . Oliver, American Meteor Society, 

521 North Wynnewood Avenue, Narberth, Pa., 19072. 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Secretary, let me ask you this. Should this 

. be an executive session? 
Secretary BROWN. No, nothing I have said so far has been classified, 

and nothing I will say. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there any reason to keep this executive? I think 

we have a lot of people outside of the door. Let them come in . 
Mr. PrucE. In yiew of the reason you are having it, I see no ob-

jection. 
The CHAIRMAN. I don't either. ,vhy not. open the door? 
Mr. BRAY. I would like 'to make this observation off the record. 
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( Discussion off the record.) 
The CHAIRMA~. We are g<?ing t? decide what the future is going 

to be. I am talkmg about this testimony now. H there is no reason 
for them not being here, let them in here. 
. Secretary BRowN. This le~ter is unc~assified. Some of the ques-

t10ns you ask may lead to classified material. 
Mr. SCHWEIKER. Are all the files unclassified? 
The CHAIRMAN. Let them come in and listen to the testimony. 

When we get into the questions we will decide. 
Open the doors. 
Mr. Secretary, we will let you start. 

ou ge~tlemen who 'have come in, the Secretary is explaining a letter 
he 1s sendmg to the committee. -
. You gentle_men of the press, TV, and radio, whatever you represent, 

listen. That 1s the best way to find out 
Go ahead. • • 
. (Secretary Brown repeats his statement previously read to the com-

mittee.) 
_The CHA~RMAN. Mr. Secretary, I have before me some pages from 

Life magazme. I don't know what the date is, but it is recent. 
Mr. KELLEHER. Two weeks ago, I think. 
The CH_AIRMAN. Two weeks ago. 
It _ment10n~d 10,000-odd sightings of these mysterious objects. I 

note 1t has a picture. 
Have you seen this? I will pass it on to you. 
Secretary BROWN. Yes, I have seen the picture. 
The CHAIRMAN. Here are two pictures. One taken in Oregon in 

1950 an~ the other tak~n 4 years later in France. They both look very 
much alike. --!1ctually 1_t looks something like a battleship. 

Then he!'e 1s ~o~ethmg on_a~other page here that is alleged to have 
been seen m M1cl11gan, and 1t • 1s even sketched here with an antenna 
and all that goes with it. 

~ere is my question: Responsible, well-trained people, like pilots-
I thmk some B-52 people, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. K~LLE~ER. I don't recall that. I do remember sightings by 
commercial pilots. 

Th~ CHAIRMAN. Certainly commercial pilots have reported all kinds 
of thmgs. 

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

How do your experts reconcile this? 
Secret~ry BROWN. I will turn this over to my experts in a moment 

Mr. Cha1rma.n. ' 
Howeve:, I ~hould l~ke to say this: We haven't explained all of the 

reported s1ghtmgs which we have investigated. We have explained 
95 perce!1t of themi b_ut are not sure about the other 5 percent. There 
are p~1ble expla1;ations for the other 5 percent in most cases. How-
e_ver, smce we ca.n t prove that our findings are the correct explana-
tions they are regarded as sightings which have not been completely 
accounted for. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, now, does anybody in authority or of stature 
allege that these things, whatever they may' be, have come from othe; 
planets or from somewhere outside of this universe? 
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Secretary BROWN. To the best of my knowledge, no one in the Air 
Force, a.nd no one in the executive branch has expressed such a be-
] ief. Nor have I ever heard a Member of Congress make such a state-
ment. I know of no one of scientific standing or executive standing, 
or with a detailed knowledge of this, in our organization who believes 
that they come from extraterrestrial sources. 

The CHAIRMAN. But you ha,ve found parts of meteors and things 
of this character that have been continuing to hit the earth forever? 

Secretary BROWN. Meteors, of course, are of extraterrestrial origin. 
I am talking about extraterrestrial flying craft. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objects tha.t are made for the purpose of coming 
to earth? 

Secretary BROWN. That is right . 
The CHAIRMAN. That is what I have in mind. 
Secretary BROWN. That is right . 
The CHAIRMAN. So then your testimony, or your answer in re-

sponse to my letter in e:ff ect is that there are things caused by various 
phenomena, reflection of rada,r waves, the northern lights, somebody 
has said marsh gases. • 

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

The CHAIRMAN. As well as meteors? 
Secretary BROWN. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. What else? 
Secreta,ry BROWN. Some of them turn out to be balloons. Some of 

them turn out to be aircraft seen under peculiar circumstances, and 
so on. 
. And we can explain 95 percent o~ ~hem this way. This does not 
imply that a large part of the remammg 5 percent, the unexplained 
ones, are not also of this. character, but we srmply have not been able 
to confirm this because we don't have enough information about these 
sightings. 

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

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

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

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

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

The CHAIRMAN. You ought to be chairman of this committee. 
Dr. HYNEK. The press has described me as "a puppet of the Air 

Force," and has stated that I say only what the Air Force tells me to 
say. I would like to do something which may be a little daring and 
read to the committee a statement I have prepared which ha; cer-
tainly not been dictated by the Air Force. 

The CHAIRMAN. At this point, I want you to turn the loud speaker 
up. 

50-066 0-66-No. 55----3 
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Now, Doctor, before you give us this, would you give your back-
ground for the record ? 

Dr. HYNEK. Yes, sir. This information is included in my state-
ment. 

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

Dr. HYNEK. My name is J. Allen Hynek, and I reside at 2623 Ridge 
A venue, Evanston, Ill. I am director 0£ the Dearborn Observatory 
and 0£ the Lindheimer Astronomical Research Center, and Chairman 
0£ the Department of Astronomy at Northwestern University. Since 
1948 I have acted as a frequent scientific consultant to the .Air Force 
on the problem 0£ the UFO (Unidentified Flying Objects) 
phenomenon. 

TJ:i-e UFO phenomenon might be defined as (1) the persistent re-
portmg by a wide cross section 0£ the public, in this and in other 
countries, 0£ alleged aerial objects which, to the observer, seem to defy 
explanation because 0£ their appearance and behavior, and (2) the 
wide~prea~ an? growing interest in these matters by segments 0£ the 
pubhc which, m some cases, has led to the formation 0£ civilian orga-
nizations dedicated to the investigation 0£ the said, reports, often ac-
companied by vilification of the Air Force for their handling 0£ 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 ½:e_pt from the public, or (b) 
that the Air Force knows all about visitors from space and is de-
liberat~ly withholding informa.tion to prevent panic. 

A third aspect of the UFO phenomenon has been the association 
?f th~ terms UFO or "flying saucer" with the idea 0£ visitation 0£ 
mtelhgences from outer space, an association which is not warranted 
ei~her by the data on hand, or by logical inference. It is entirely con-
ceivable that there might be unidentified aerial phenomena about us 
which have no connection with extraterrestrial visitation. 

Thus, the phenomenon should essentially be viewed in its entirety : 
The fact that the recent sightings in Michigan caused a reaction far 
out 0£ proportio1f to the original sightings, the fact that my press con-
ference m Detroit the week before last was the largest in the history 
of the D_etroit Press Club,. ~he fact that I receive many letters from 
schoolchildren who are writmg class reports on UFO's and indeed the 
£act that I am speaking here before you, are all parts of the UFO 
phenomenon. 

!n _this ~ontext, the kind 0£ activity that the press has reported in 
Michigan is not unusual. It only happened that the Dexter and Hills-
dale incidents, although 0£ little sicentific significance, have attracted 
national interest. Now, similar incidents, and some considerably 
more intriguing, have been occurring for many years, without such 
treatment on the part 0£ the news media. While such glamorous at-
tention is quick to wane, the underlying concern about UFO's, fed by 
a continuous trickle of reports, is indeed growing in the mind and sight 
0£ the _public. 

Durmg this entire period of nearly 20 years I have attempted to 
rem3;in as openminded on this subject as circumstances permitted, this 
despite the fact that the whole subject seemed utterly ridiculous, and 
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many 0£ us firmly believed that, like some fad or craze, it would 
subside in a matter 0£ months. Yet in the last 5 years, more reports 
were submitted to the Air Force than in the first 5 years. 

Despite the seeming inanity 0£ the subject, I felt that I would be 
derelict in my scientific responsibility to the Air Force if I did not 
point out that the whole UFO phenomenon might have aspects to it 
worthy of scientific attention. What we have here is a signal-to-noise 
ratio problem: There is indeed a fantastic amount of noise, represented 
by the many misidentifications of familiar objects seen under unusual 
or surprising circumstances-balloons, birds, satellites, meteors, air-
craft, stars-yet, in all scientific honesty, one is led to ask whether there 
might not indeed be a signal somewhere in the noise. 

As a scientist, I must be mindful of the lessons 0£ the past; all too 
often it has happened that matters of great value to science were over-
looked because the new phenomenon simply did not fit the accepted 
scientific outlook 0£ the time. Thus, the evidence of fossiles for biologi-
cal evolution was overlooked; X-rays were overlooked, meteorites were 
overlooked as astronomers steadfastly refused to accept stories 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 character, technical com-
petence and number of the witnesses, I have not been able to explain. 
I have done this to illustrate that neither I nor the Air Force hide 
the fact there are unexplained reports, and to illustrate also that the 
Air Force does not maintain, contrary to some public opinion, that re-
porters of UFO's are lacking in intelligence or are objects fit only for 
ridicule. 

For of these reports, 10 are from scientists and highly trained indi-
viduals, 5 are from members 0£ the Armed Forces, and members 0£ 
the police force, and 5 are reports made by reliable American civilians. 
In my view, the reliability of the observers was above average in all 
20 cases. The recent cases in Michigan have not been included in thi:, 
particular collection since I £eel that they are subject to simple, albeit 
somewhat unusual, explanation. 

I cannot prove beyond doubt that this is the case, but these two now 
famous reports illustrate the method the Air Force has used with 
great success in finding logical explanations for the great majority 0£ 
the reports. ' 

We have used as a working hypothesis, when first confronted with 
a report, that a conventional explanation existed, either as a misiden-
tification or an otherwise well-known object or phenomenon, a hallu-
cination, or a hoax. This has been a very successful and productive 
hypothetsis. One must be aware, however, that complete adherence 
to one hypothesis may turn out to be a roadblock in the pursuit of 
research endeavors. 

As the saying goes, "If one digs too intently for coal he is apt to 
miss diamonds." Scientists should 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 pursued long 
enough, the misidentified object would have been recognized, or that 
the sighting had no validity to begin with. 

The UFO p1;1blic, on the other hand, is equally prone to poverty of 
hypotheses: Either UFO's mean utter bilge and nonsense, or they 
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jump to the far-out conclusion that the earth is host to space visitors. 
Surely, in scientific fairness, we must examine other hypotheses. 

As early as 1952, in a paper written for the journal of the Optical 
Society of America, I called for scientific attention to the problem, 
pointing out that "ridicule is not a part of the scientific method and 
the public should not be taught that it is." 

In 1953, I had further recommendations to make, when I wrote in 
a report to the Air Force: 

It occurs to me that the public interest in "flying saucers" may be dormant, 
but can be excited with small provocation. I would recommend that: (1) se-
lected "unknowns" continue to be worked upon and due publicity be given them 
when a satisfactory solution is reached; (2) an announcement be made that 
the Air Force is interested in the phenomena which cause reports on a scientific 
basis; (3) use of a small civilian scientific panel to examine a few selected 
"unknowns." 

And this, I repeat, was my recommendation in 1953. In 1965, in 
my capacity as scientific consultant, I a~ain advised that the reports 
be studied by a civilian scientific group, m a letter to the Office of the 
Secretary of the Air Force: 

If there be any potenti-al scientific value in the fragmentary UFO reports, as 
scientific consultant it is clearly my duty to point this out. I have done so, in 
the past on a less formal basis, in prlivate conservation with, and informal reports 
to, Air Force officials---JI feel it is my responsibility to point out that enough 
puzzling sightings have been reported by intelligent and often technically com-
petent people, to warrant closer attention than Project Blue Book can possibly 
encompass at the present time. * • * If the preliminary survey of the problem 
should bear me out; namely, that there exists the possibility of new scientific 
information in the UFO phenomenon, then definitely let the recommendation be 
made to have the Nationa•l Academy of Sciences, or some other civilian group of 
recognized stature, undertake a longer study of the reported phenomena. 

I am happy that my appearance before this committee affords me a 
chance to once again reiterate my recommendations. 

Specifically, it is my opinion that the body of data accumulated since 
1948 through the Air Force investigations deserves close scrutiny by a 
civilian panel of physical and social scientists, and that this panel 
should be asked to examine the UFO problem critically for the express 
purpose of determining whether a major problem really exists. 

I would, of course, be willing to assist such a panel in whatever way 
I might and would even be willing to take a short leave of absence 
from mY. university if it would help place this problem in its proper 
perspective. 

Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. You say you can't write these reports off. You 

can't ridicule those who have made them. They are highly responsible 
people, in various walks of life, that have reported them. And that 
sometime in the :past you recommended that a panel be set up to clear 
these things, a civilian panel, to obviate the accusation that the Air 
Force is or has been hiding their reports. 

Now, are you saying to us this morning that there should be a panel 
set up of scientists authorized by the Air Force before whom these 
things may be brought, and from whom a report could come? 

Dr. HYNEK. Yes, sir. I am saying that. This would be the gist of 
my statement. 

However, I have been scooped by Secretary Brown who has men-
tioned that the Scientific Advisory Board has recommended the same 
thing. 

6009 

The CHAIRMAN. What you have reco~ended is being done now? 
Dr. HYNEK. It is about to be done, I believe. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is about to be done? 
Dr. HYNEK. Yes. I should like to mak~ one comment: 
The puzzling thing is that one would thmk many more people wou_ld 

see these flying objects than do. There shou]d be many ;111ore ~it-
nesses. We should see a craft, if it actuallY. ex1sts a~ a tang~ble thmg, 
and we should see it go from point to pomt. . Th~s doesn t s_eem to 
happen. Also, there should be far more radar sightmgs. . Durmg t?e 
international geophysical year, I wa~ in cI:arge of the <_>ptical satellite 
tracking program, and you would thmk with the suryeillance that _the 
astronomers placed on the sky, if these objects existed as tangi?le 
objects, surely these astronomers would have seen more tha:J?- they did. 
It is a dilemma. It is a puzzle, as you say, as to ho"'.' responsi?le i;mople 
can report such objects, and that they are not obvious t<? scientists. 

The CHAIRMAN. 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 pro~ure? 

Dr. HYNEK. I would say so, yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. We don't know where they go, who they hav!: o_n 

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 furthe~ questions, 
because I am not knowledgeable with respect to the varymg reports 
that have been made. . . 

So I will turn it over to some of the experts, and I will start with 
Mr. Bates. ·f I h 1·tfy Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I don't know-i ave to qua i on 
that basis. · · fi kn 1 d But Secretary Brown, you indicated no one of scienti c ow e ge 
in you'r organization has concluded these phenomena come from extra-
terrestrial sources? 

Secretary B~owN. Tha;t is corr~ct. We know of no phenomena _or 
vehicles, intelligently guided, which have come from extraterrestr~al 
sources. I excluded meteors, which do come from extraterrestrial 
sources. 

Mr. BATES. Is this your conclusion, Doctod 
Dr. HYNEK. This is also my conclu~ion: I kno_w of no comp_etent 

scientist today who "'.'ould argue_ the sightmgs which do puzzle n:1;tel-
ligent people. Puzzlmg cases e~ist, but I know of no competent se1en-
tist who would say that there obJects ~?me fro;1Il outer space._ . 

Mr. BATES. Then what you are lookmg for is an explanatio~ m nat-
ural phenomena, thus far you have not determined the factors mvolved 
in it? 

Dr. HYNEK. Yes. . 
Mr. BATES. But the interesting thing, of course, is we have so 1?'.1ny 

prominent people in the scientific world here who have taken a _position, 
a rather strong position-I have here a l!:tter ~om a constituent of 
mine. He is a project administrator or engmeer m the MINUTEMAN 
program. That is a responsible position, would we say? 

General McCONNELL. Yes. . 
Mr. BATES. On the basis of scientific ability he has been g~ven a 

rather important position toward the security of this country; is that 
correct? 
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Secretary BROWN. I would like to know who he is and what his 
responsibilities are before I comment on this, Mr. Bates. Certainly, 
from the information contained in the letter that you quote he appears 
to occupy a position of some responsibility. ' 

Mr. BATES. It does seem to be. And as I read the letter which he has 
written to me, it is certainly written by a well-educated person. And of 
course, we here all kinds of comments on the other side of the issue 
now, with this Lunar II excursion around the moon, people say I slip-
pose the people up there are making the same kind of reports as the 
doctor has just made to us. They are making these kinds of state-
ments. 

Doctor, to be more specific, the paper which I have-Mr. Chairman, 
I "·ould like to get unanimous consent to insert in the record_ the in-
formation which has been provided to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection. 
( The letter to Congressman Bates is as follows:) 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington,D.O. 
(Attention, Speaker John W. McCormack). 

WENHAM, MASS., April 1, 1966. 

DEAR Sm: My name is Raymond E. Fowler. I am employed as a project 
administrative engineer in the Minuteman Program Office for Sylvania Electric 
Products, Waltham, Mass. I am presently serving as chairman of a Technical 
Investigating Subcommittee for the National Investigations Committee on Aerial 
Phenomena, Wash., D.C. 

The r~asons for my writing are twofold, firstly-I have been asked by NICAP 
to submit to you our subcommittee's complete file covering our investigation of 
the Exeter, New Hampshire UFO sighting witnessed at close range by local 
citizens and police officers on September 3, 1965. I am sure that you are ·aware 
of ~his si?hting as it gained nationwide publicity recently through NICAP-'backed 
articles m the Saturday Review and Look magazines. Secondly, I do want 
to put myself on record as supporting the claims and views of NICAP and 
others which indicate that congressional hearings on the matter of UFO's are 
long overdue. 

I feel that the American people are capable of understanding the problems and 
implications that will arise if the true facts about UFO's are made known 
offically. The USAF public information program and policy, as directed by the 
Pentagon, of underrating the significance of UFO's and not releasing true, perti-
nent facts about UFO's, is not only a disservice to the American people now but 
in the long run could prove to have been a foolish policy to follow. After years 
of study, I am certain that there is more than ample high-quality observational 
evidence from highly trained and reliable witnesses to indicate that there are 
machinelike solid objects under intelligent control operating in our ·atmosphere. 
The aerodynamic performance and characteristics of the true UFO rule out 
manmade or natural phenomena. Such -observational evidence has been well 
supported in many instances by reliable instruments such as cameras, radar, 
geiger-counters, variometers, electrical interference, physical indentations in soil 
and scorched areas at landing sites, etc. 

I am reasonably sure that if qualified civilian scientists and investigators are 
able to come to this conclusion, that the USAF, supported by the tremendous 
facilities at its disposal, have come to the same conclusion long ago. However, 
present official policy deliberately attempts to discredit the validity of UFO's 
and a wealth of data and facts are not being released to the public. 

I trust that you will examine the attached UFO report and related corre-
spondence in detail. Sightings such as the Exeter, N.H., sighting have and are 
occurring throughout the world at night and in the daytime. It is high time that 
the real facts about UFO's are released. A public information program should 
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be inaugurated that presents facts. I am urging you to support a full con-
gressional open inquiry on the UFO problem. 

Sincerely, 
RAYMONDE. FOWLER, 

Chairman NICAP Massachusetts Subcommittee. 

(The attachments to the previous letter are as follows:) 
[Excerpt from Manchester (N.H.) Union Leader, Sept. 6, 1965] 

POLICE, CIVILIANS SIGHT UFO IN EXETER AREA 

ExETER.-At least five people here, including two police officers, have reported 
seeing a flying saucer in this area. 

The incidents occurred early Friday morning. According to those who saw 
the unidentified flying object, it was about the size of a house and had a red 
glow around it, and moved silently through the night. 

When Exeter police investigated a parked car on the Exeter-Hampton bypass 
at about 12 :30 investigating officer IDugene Bertrand. who approach the car and 
found two women in a state of near shock. They told that they had been chased 
along Route 101 all the way from Epping, about 12 miles, by flying object which 
glowed with a brilliant halo of red. According to the women, the "thing" fol-
lowed their car until they stopped. 

As the one woman told their story one of them sighted the object once more, 
about 2 miles away, which Bertrand thought was a star low on the horizon. 

REPORTS CHASE 

At 12 a.m., Norman J. Muscarello, 18, of 205½ Front Street, Exeter, came into 
the police station with a hair-raising report of having been chased by a flying 
object as he was hitchhiking toward Exeter on Route 150 in Kensington. 

Muscarello told Desk Officer Reginald Toland that 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 understand-
ably shaken, he crouched in a ditch along the road as the object, so brilliantly 
red that its shape could not be determined in the glow, made what seemed to 
him to be searching passes at him. 

Shortly thereafter the "thing" disappeared silently, as quickly as it had ap-
peared. Muscarello then hitched a ride to the police s,tation and related what 
he had seen. 

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

POLICE SEE UFO 

Officer Bertrand suggested tha.t they walk into the field where the flying object 
was last seen, and they were joined there by Exeter Patrolman David Hunt, 
who also drove to the scene. Bertrand was talking reassuringly when Muscarello 
shouted "Look, there it is, rising up from behind those trees." The officers spun 
around and looked. 

From behind a stand of trees in the black of the night, a huge blinding glO\Y 
of brilliant red light surrounding it, the object rose, not fast but waveringly. 

It traveled slowly and yawed slightly from side to side. They were stunned 
by the blinding red light as it moved toward them across the field. The object 
seemed to be coming toward them and Bertrand made a move toward his police 
service revolver but thought better of it. Then the three men ran to the police 
cruisers. When questioned on the size of the object, Officer Bertrand estimated 
it to be "about the size of a ·house." 

Usually, when . incidents such as this are reported, the sightings take place 
over a period of a few seconds, but in this instance, the men observed the object 
for 15 or 20 minutes at what appeared to be a relatively short distance. 

One of the most amazing points which Officer Bertrand made while being in-
terviewed was the complete absence of sound as the flying object 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 SIGHTING 

Officer Eugene 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 87 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 saucer. 

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'. 

RAYMOND FOWLER, 
Wenham, Mass. 

XATIONAL INVESTIGATIONS COM.,MITTEE 
ON AERIAL PHENOMENA, 

Washin~ton, D.0., September 15, 1965. 

DEAR 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 
""inds") 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 Chautauqua 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 E-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 nat be able to get much details. 

Thanks again for your hard work on our behalf. 
Sincerely, 

DICK HALL. 
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ADDENDUM II 

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

Subject: Weather, September 3, 1965, a.m. 
To: NIOAP, Washington, D.C. 
From: Raymond E. Fowler, chairman: NICAP Massachusetts Investigating 

Subcommittee. 
U.S. Weather Forecast: Skies: Clear. Wind direction: Northwest, Wind 

velocity: 5 miles per hour. Temperature : Lower fifties. 
Respectfully submitted. 

50-066 0-66-No. 55..--4 

RAYMOND E. FOWLER, 
NIOAP Investigator. 
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[From the Saturday Review, Oct. 2, 1965] 

ADDENDUM IIA (UFO RPT, SEPTEMBER 3, 1965, KENSINGTON, N.H. (BERTRAND-
HUNT-MUSCARELLO) ) 

TRADE WINDS 

(By John G. Fuller) 

When the tidal wave of reports about unidentified flying objects hit even the 
august pages 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 police in Oklahoma, Texas, Kansas, and New Mexico had risked their jobs 
and reputations for sanity in reporting a wide number of observations, corrobo" 
rated by radar trackings from the Tinker and Carswell Air Force Bases. Later, 
however, 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 Department 
of Public Safety, and the story disappeared from the pages of the press. 

Skepticism is a healthy thing, especially when you get involved with whirling 
saucers that defy the laws of aerodynamics. But curiosity is also, a powerful 
force, and it was for this reason that we decided to track down at least one 
specific case of U:B'O chasing. 

A phone call to the National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenomenon 
in Washington, D.C., put us in touch with Richard H. Hall, its acting director. 
We learned from Mr. Hall that the Oklahoma State Police had released a nin~ 
page report through its department of public safety, contradicting the Air Force 
statement and indicating 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 received by NICAP. Most interesting 
was a report that the NICAP representative in New England, Mr. Raymond 
Fowler, was just completing a survey on an alleged landing of a UFO in Exeter, 
N.H., witnessed by not just one but two police officers. 

We talked successively and at length to Mr. Fowler; Lieutenant Cottrell of 
the Exeter police; the Hampton, N.H., police desk; James R. Bucknam, managing 
editor of the Manchester (N.H.) Union Leader; Officer Bertrand, of the Exeter 
police force; and the Pease Air Force Base in nearby Portsmouth, N.H. 

Understandably, the Air Force is extremely wary about the matter of UFO's, 
and the Pease base could only confirm that a large number of sightings had been 
reported locally. 

Beyond that, however, we were able to piece together the following story : 
Short_ly after midnight, on September 3, Offi00r Eugene Bertrand of the Exeter 

police force was on routine duty_ cruising along an overpass on Route 101 near 
the town. He pulled up besides a parked car and found in it two women 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 Force veteran of the Korean war, was 
skeptical, made a routine radio report, and went on with his cruising. 

Within that same hour, Norman Muscarello, an 18-year-old resident of Exeter, 
was hitchhiking home from Amesbury, Mass., and had reached a point 2 miles 
out of town along Route 150, near Kensington. According to his statement to 
the police, he looked up into the sky and saw a similar object approaching him 
with a yawing, kitelike motion. He threw himself against a stone wall while 
the object hovered over a nearby farmhouse, lighting up the entire area. He 
finally made a run for the farmhouse as the object sailed out of sight. Un.able 
to make sense of his hysterical story, the farmer took no further action and the 
boy hitchhiked into town. Here he reported the story to the poliee, even though 
he was in a state bordering on shock. 

It was now about 2 a.m., Officer Bertrand was <:>alled on his car radio and 
instructed to take the boy back to the farm area to investigate. 

"I was sure that these women and this kid had seen a helicopter, or oometrnng 
like that," Officer Bertrand told us. "But we went out to the spot, and I parked 
the cruiser. It was a clear night. No wind. No fog. We walked about a hundred 
yards out on the field, near a barn where a lot of horses were kept. Then, the 
kid yelled, 'There it is!' 
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"He was right. It was coming up over a row of trees. There was no noise 
at all. It was about 100 feet in the air, and about 200 feet away from us. I 
could see five bright red lights in a straight row. They dimmed from right to 
left, and then from left to right-just like an advertising sign does. It litup 
everything around us. But it was silent. The horses started kicking and making 
an awful fuss, and the dogs in the farm started barking. The kid froze in his 
tracks, and I grabbed him and pulled him toward the police car. I reached for 
my revolver and then thought better of it. Then Officer David Hunt arrived in 
another patrol car. 

"We 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 e,yes. There was 
no tail, no wings, and again no sound. It hovered there. still about 100 feet 
away, sort of floated and wobbled. I don't know what it was. All I can say is 
that it was there, and three of us saw it together." 

Nobody else can tell you exactly what it was, either. Lieutenant Cottrell will 
tell you that the whole story is on the police blotter, and that you can't find two 
better officers than Hunt and Bertrand. "If I didn't believe, these guys, I'd put 
'em in a locked room and give 'em some blocks to play with," he says. 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 too many reliable 
sources to doubt. 

Moreover, officials suspect other local UFO landings have gone um·eported. 
As Lieutenant Cottrell said, "If I had seen that thing-and I was all alone, 
nobody else would have. ever heard about it." 

[ From the Ha verhlll Gazette, Oct. 27, 1965] 

PENTAGON DOESN'T BELIEVE UFO EXETER SIGHTINGS 

WASHINGTON, D.C.-The Pentagon believes that, after intensive investigation, 
it has come up with a natural explanation of the UFO sightings in Exeter, N.H., 
on September 3. 

A spokesman s'aid the several reports stemmed from "multiple objects in the 
area," by which they mean a high-altitude Strategic Air Oommand exercise out 
of Westover, Mass., was goiD!g on at the time in the area. 

A second important fa<:'tor W!IJS whrut is called a weather inversion wherein a 
layer of cold air is trapped between warm layers. 

The Pentagon spokesman said this natural phenomena causes ",stars and 
planets to dance and twinkle." 

The spokesman said "We believe what the people saw that night was stars 
and planets in uilll1sual formations." 

(This is the official Air F1oree "explanation" for the September 3, 1965, U:B'O 
sightings in the Kensington-Exeter, N.H. area. I have !IJSked the USAF public 
information ,officer at the Pentagon for a copy of their official evaluation fo["' the 
subcommittee and NICAP files.1) 

RAYMOND El FOWLER, 
Chairman, NICAP Massachusetts Subcommittee. 

NICAP MASSA0HUSETTS INVESTIGATING SUBCOMMITTJ!JE, 
Wenham, Mass. 

Subject: Addendum IV, UFO report, September 3, 1965 (Kensington, N.H.) 
(Bertraund-Hunt-Muscarello). 

Date : October 10, 1965. 
From: Raymond El Fowler, chairman, NI CAP Ma,ssachusetts Subcommittee. 
To: NICAP. 

This newsclip identifying UFO reports in the southern New Hampshire area 
rs misleading. Ait the time of the September 3, 1965 UFO sighting I checked 
with the manager of "Sky-Lite Aerial Advertising 'Co." ,and its aircraft was not 
flying on this night. On October 9 I went over the advertising plane's flight 
paths between August and October 8. The plane was not even airborne between 
Augiust 21 and September 10. 

1 See later USAF letter In file which reverses their position. 
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Joseph Rodina also informed me that his aircrai't rarely flies into southern 
New Hampshire and when it does it is usually in the S1alem and Manchester 
area, miles away from the Exeter area. He told me that he had told the 
Amesbury News that perhaps some UFO's reported in New Hampshire could 
have been his aircraft. Unfortuna,tely, this neWlspaper used his statement to 
explain the sightings in the Seabrook area which borders Kensington, N.H. 

The "Sky-Lite" aircraft* does not carry red flashing lights. It carries a rec-
tangular \Sign carrying white flashing lights. It was not airborne during the 
southeast New Hampshire UFO flap. I have notified the Amesbury News of 
the true facts and have asked them to set the record straight. I am issuing this 
addendum to avoid further confusion. 

RAYMONDE. FOWLER, 
Chairman. NICAP Massachusetts Subcommittee. 

[From the Amesbury (Mass.) News, Oct. 6, 1965) 

UFO IDENTIFIED AS AD GIMMICK 

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

It's a flying billboard which contains 500 high-intensity lights that spell out an 
advertising message. 

The electronic billboard is towed by a specially rigged light aircraft owned by 
Sky-Lite Aerial Advertising Agency of Boston and piloted by Daniel C. Vale of 
Londonderry, N.H. 
- Recently the rig has been flown over the Amesbury, Seabrook, and southern 

New Hampshire area carrying the advertising message, "Put a Tiger in Your 
Tank-See Your Esso Dealer." 

However, when spotted from an angle not directly below the aircraft, it gives 
the appearance of a flying saucer, quite like the "UFO's" deSICribed by the area 
residents. 

A spokesman for the firm said the sign is 10 feet wide and 40 feet long. "The 
plane can turn on a dime, and when it . turns, it gives the a,ppearance of being 
stationary," the spokesman said. 

Earlier flights of the night-flying billboard south of Boston also prompted a 
flash to UFO reports •before the "secret" was discovered. 

UFO SUMMARY SHEET 

UFO reports-Sept. 3, 1966 

Number Witness-Name and address 

1_ ___ __ __ _ Unidentified woman motorist_ _____ _ 

2 and 3. _ _ N orinan J. Muscarelle, 205½ Front 
St., Exeter, N.H. 

Age Location of UFO sighting 

Ronte IOL, Epping to Exeter, 
N.H. 

18 Route 150, Kensington, N.H. 
Rnssell and Dining proper-
ties. 

32 ___ __ do ___________ __ __ _ --- ------

Time e.d.t. 

-12:30 a.m. 

±1:00a.m. 
±2:25a.m. 

Do. 

3 ________ _ 

Officer Eugene F. Bertrand (Exeter 
Police Department) Pickpocket 
Road, Exeter.,_ N .H. 

Officer David .K. Hmit, 11 Charles 
St., Exeter, N.H. (Exeter Police 
Department) 

26 _____ do _________ __ __ ·----- -- -- -- ±2:35 a.m. 

4 ____ ____ _ Officer David R. Hunt_ __ ________ __ ____ ___ _ Route 85/101 Bypass, Exeter, 3:30 a.m. 
N.H. 5 _____ ____ Unidentified man _______________ ____ ________ Hampton, N.H ___ __ ________ __ Early a.m. 

i Not available. 
BACKGROUND 

I received news of the sighting through newsclips and from a friend whose 
niece is a policewoman for the Exeter, N.H., Police Department. I arrived at 
the Exeter police station at 6 :40 a.m., on September 11, and interviewed Officer 

*NOTE.-Thls aircraft flies out of Beverly Airport, Beverly, Mass. Usually the aircraft 
flies along the coast to Boston and back. It rarely Is airborne after 11 p.m. 

.; 
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Hunt who filled out and signed a n eight-page UFO questionnaire and later gave 
permission to use hiR name in connection with the report. I preceded to the 
residence of Norman Muscarello and discovered that he was out of State until 
September 14. Arrangements have been made for a personal interview upon 
his return. I then drove out to the sighting area of sightings two and three, 
and interviewed residents in the general area. Next, I went to the home of 
Officer Bertrand and drove him back to the area of sighting two and three where 
he filled out a UFO questionnaire, signed it and gave NICAP permission to use 
his name in connection with his sighting. ,vhile at the sighting ·area he gave 
me a detailed description of the sightings and related information. I inter-
viewed others in the area who had related information and arrived back home 
at 2 :45 p.m. My brother, Richard A. Fowler, and I returned to the area and 
took photographs. We walked several miles along some powerlines near the 
sighting area examining this area for any signs of a UFO landing. We feel that 
the UFO might have been attracted to the area by these powerlines. We found 
nothing. 

SIGHTING ACCOUNT NO. 1 

At approximately 12 :30 a.m., e.d.t., Officer Bertrand came upon one woman 
(not two as reported by newspapers') parked in an automobile on route 101 just 
outside Exeter. When asked if she needed help she said excitedly that she had 
been chased along Route 101 between Epping and Exeter for 12 miles by a flying 
object which was encircled with a brilliant red glow. She stated that the 
object dived at her moving automobile several times. ,vhen Bertrand asked 
where the object was, she pointed to what he thought was a bright star on the 
horizon. He dismissed the incident and after watching the light source for a few 
minutes to reassure the woman he proceeded on in the cruiser. He dismissed 
the incident and did not attach enough importance to the woman's account to 
warrant obtaining her name. 

SIGHTING ACCOUNT NO. 2 (MORE DETAILS FORTHCOMING PENDING 
PERSONAL ·INTERVIEW) 

At approximately 1 a .m., e.d.t., Norman Muscarello was walking along Route 
150 in Kensington, N.H., about 2 . miles from Exeter. He had been visiting in 
Amesbury, Mass., and had been thumbing rides home to Exeter. As he ap-
proached the Clyde Russell residence he was alarmed to see an object carrying 
at least four extremely bright red pulsating lights emerge from nearby woods 
and maneuver over the field adjoining the road which belongs to Carl Dining. 
It moved over the Clyde Russell home and hovered there. The house was only 
20 to 30 feet from where Muscarello stood and the object appeared to be just a 
matter of several feet from the roof. Frightened thoroughly he crouched down 
beside the stonewall which runs along the field. Several times it seemed to move 
closer to him. Its lights were so bright that the Russell home was bathed 
with a red glow. 'l'he size of the object seemed to be much larger than the 
Russell home and Muscarello later told the police it was 80 to 90 feet long. The 
object was completely silent. 'Then it moved <back over ·the Carl Dining field 
and disappeared over the trees. Muscarello pounded on the door of the Clyde 
Russell home shouting that he had seen a "flying saucer." The Russells woke 
up but refused to answer the door thinking that the boy was drunk or some-
thing. ,Muscarello finally gave up and started down the road toward Exeter. 
He flagged down a passing automobile and received a ride to the Exeter p0lice 
station. 

(The above account is based upon information received from Officers Hunt and 
Bertrand. I hope to receive more detailed information from Norman Muscarello 
personally as soon as he returns from Rhode Island.) 

SIGHTING ACCOUNT NO. 3 

Muscarello reported the incident to Desk Officer Reginald Towland at about 
1 :45 a.m. , e.d.t. He was white with fear and hardly able to talk. A radio call 
was matle to Officer Bertrand asking him to return to the station, pick up 
Muscarello and investigate at the scene of the sighting which he did. Upon 
arriving at the Carl Dining field the object was nowhere to be seen. After wait-
ing and looking from <the cruiser for several minutes, Bertrand radioed head-
quarters that there was nothing there and that the boy must have been 
imagining things. It was then suggested that he examine the field before 
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returning, so Bertrand and Muscarello advanced into the field. As the poUC(> 
officer played his flashlight beam back and forth over the field, Muscarello 
sighted the object rising slowly from behind some nearby trees and shouted. 
Bertrand swung around and saw a large dark object carrying a straight row of 
four extraordinarily bright red pulsating lights coming into the field at tree 
top level. It swung around toward them just clearing a 60- to 70-foot tree and 
seemingly only 100 feet away from them. Instinctively Officer Bertrand drew 
his service revolver. (He stated that Muscarello said that he shouted "I'll shoot 
it!") but thinking this unwise replaced it and yelled to Muscarello to take cover 
in the cruiser. He told me that he was afraid that they both would be burned 
by the blinding lights closing in on them. They ran to the cruiser where 
Bertrand immediately put in a radio call to headquarters for assistance. Officer 
Hunt arrived within minutes and the trio observed the object move away over 
and below the tree line. 
Data (sighting No. 3)-Based on signed questionnaires and interviews with 

Officers Bertrand and Hunt. 
There is confusion concerning the ex;ict times of the sighting. The police 

stated that the newspaper account stated that Muscarello arrived at the station 
at 12 a.m. is incorrect and that it was probably close to 2 a.m., e.d.t. I have 
arbitrarily assigned the time as being 1 :45 a.m., e.d.t., after taking every-
thing into consideration. Muscarello's mother also thought it was closer to 2 
a.m. Perhaps after my interview with Muscarello, I will be able to pinpoint the 
time more exactly. Based upon the 1 :45 a.m. ,time and the fact that when the 
trio returned to headquarters and reported the sighting No. 3 to Desk Officer 
Towland at exactly 2 :55 a.m., I figure that sighting No. 3 took place approxi-
mately between 2 :25 and 2 :40 a.m. 

Sighting No. 3 took place over the field of Carl Dining in Kensington, N.H., on 
Route 150 about 3 miles south of Exeter, N.H. The duration of the observation 
was about 10 minutes by Officer Bertrand and Norman Muscarello and about 5 
minutes by Officer Hunt when he joined the pair at the field. There was no 
trace of daylight at the sighting time. The weather was dry and cool with a 
slight breeze. Observing conditions were excellent. The moon had set at 11 :15 
p.m., e.d.t., and the sky was studded with stars. The exact shape of the object 
could not be seen by either police officer although Bertrand told me that it 
seemed compressed as if it were round or egg-shaped with definitely no pro-
trusions like wings, rudder or stabilizer. I hope to obtain more details from 
Muscarello concerning the shape, size, and so forth of the object. 

The object carried at least four extremely brilliant pulsating red lights which 
appeared 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 close range he found that he could not look directly at them. 
He had the impression that he and Muscarello might have been burned if they did 
not run from the object as it approached then. He compared their brightness to 
that of automobile headlights shining directly in one's face at less than several 
yards away. The manner in which they pulsated gave Bertrand the distinct im-
pression that this was an intelligently constructed vehicle and definitely not 
some natural phenomenon. The lights were definitely seen to be part of a large 
dark solid object. The reflection off the object's body caused a halo effect around 
it. Both officers had eyeglasses on when viewing the object. Neither officer 
would give an estimate of how large the object itself was although .Bertrand was 
quoted to have said that it was as "big as a house." Bertrand told me that it was 
very large but the lights obscured it preventing him from seeing enough of it to 
know how large. When Officer Hunt arrived the object had moved off so what he 
thinks he only saw two of the lights. I was, however, able to obtain a statement 
from Bertrand concerning the apparent size of the object. He stated that when 
the object was at its closest that it was almost the apparent size of a "grapefruit" 
held at arm's length. When he first sighted it the size seemed to be that of a 
"baseball" held at arm's length. He estimated that it was 200 yards away when 
he first spotted it after Muscarello shouted. He said that at its closest approach 
it just cleared a nearby 60- to 70-foot tree. He said the object was very close and 
that it appeared to be about 100 feet away. While viewing it from the cruiser it 
manuvered over the field at about 500 yards away before moving out over the 
tree line. As it moved the object seemed to tilt back and forth from side to side. 

The sighting area was open countryside 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 UFO's. Neither would venture an 
opinion as to what the object was but Officer Bertrand stated that it was definitely 
not ·an airplane or helicopter and that in his opinion that it was an intelligently 
constructed and operated vehicle. No sound was heard by the witnesses, even at 
close range but apparently the animals in the nearby barn of Carl Dining could 
hear or sense something that frightened them as during sighting No. 2 and No. 3 
they whinnied and kicked their stalls. The dog which belonged to people acros" 
the road was barking furiously. No interference was noticed on the police radi• • 
nor were the lights and ignition of the cruiser affected. Neither officer would 
estimate the object's speed but stated it was very slow. No scorched marks or 
indentations were found in the field. Both officers agreed that their signed state-
ments and names could be used by NICAP in connection with the report. 

SIGHTING ACCOUNT NO. 4 

At 3 :30 a.m. e.d.t., Officer Hunt sighted what appeared to be the same object 
hovering in the distance while at the Route 85-100 bypass in Exeter. He radioed 
Officer Bertrand who told him it was probably a star. Shortly after this he looked 
for it again but it had disappeared. Since there was little detail in this sighting 
I did not bother to probe for details. 

SIGHTING ACCOUNT NO. 5 

To add to the excitement the police and others told me that an unidentified 
hysterical man tried to call the police during these early morning hours to re-
port a UFO. He dialed the operator from a pay station in Hampton, N.H., and 
excitedly asked the operator to connect him with the police as he had been chased 
by a "flying saucer." Before the call could be put through to the police, the tele-
phone connection went dead. Neither the man or the particular Hampton pay 
station could 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 AFB, Portsmouth, N.H., 
of the sighting by phone. Later Pease AFB phoned back and arranged for 
the police officers to be interviewed. At around 9 a.rn. that same morning, 
a USAF major and lieutenant in uniforms arrived, questioned them and drove 
both Bertrand and Hunt out to the Carl Dining field where they had sighted 
the UFO. They asked more questions and returned with the police officers 
to the station. The USAF officers asked the police to try to keep the sighting 
from the press so as to avoid alarming the local people. The police told the 
USAF officers that it was too late for this as several reporters already had 
the story: ( One had driven from Manchester on a motorcycle complete with 
black jacket, helmet, and goggles. I heard privately that he gave the police 
quite a start when he came into the station looking like a man from outer 
space.) 

Bertrand told me that most of the questions asked were the same as I had 
asked. The USAF team were particularly interested in the size and shape 
of the object. One question that ~1:uck 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 thP sighting. (Apparently they were not 
disturbed as they were not heard during the sighting although they may have 
and just were not heard as the chicken house is probably 300-400 yards, at 
lea~t from where Muscarpllo and Bertrand were standing in the field.) 

Three interesting i:tems told to the police were that (1) that a USAF check 
had revealed no aircraft in the area during the time sighting No. 3 occurred; 
(2) that Pease AFB had been receiving other UFO reports in the New Hamrp-
shire area almost nightly during the previous week: (3) they mentioned a 
sighting which took ,pl'ace in late ,July concerning an automobile coming upon 
a UFO hovering over the road in front of them. I have the details and hope 
to look into it. 

After returning Officers Bertrand and Hunt to headquarters, both the major 
and lieutenant returned to the sighting area and questioned residents living 
near the field. Mrs. Muscarello told me that two USAF officers had questioned 
her son at length and that a U.S. Navy officer also came to the house and asked 
several questions about the sighting. 
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INTERESTING SIDELIGHTS 

1. Mr. and Mrs. Chase of Kensington who live a few miles down Route 150 
told me that: 

(a) An Air Force officer had gone -around to all the stores selling news-
papers in Exeter and purchased all copies of the Manchester, N.H., Union 
Leader newspaper which carried a detailed account of _these sightings and 
a posed photo of Herman Muscarello and Officers Bertrand, Hunt, and 
Towland. The police had not heard of this and I did not check further. 

(a) Mrs. Chase, a nurse, was on duty at the Exeter Hospital during the 
sightings and told me that the Hampton, N.H. police phoned the hospital 
to see if a man was brought into the hospital suffering a heart attack or 
shock. This was in relation to the hysterical man who tried to reach the 
police by phone about being chased by a UFO. Reference sighting No. 5. 

,(o) Mrs. Chase also told me that a friend of hers, a Mrs. Parker Blodgett, 
works as a correspondent for the "Haverhill (Mass.) Gazette" newspaper 
and was asked by the USAF not to publish UFO reports. ( However, she 
did, as I have a copy of her article d•ated September 7, 1965.) 

2. A Mrs. St. Laurente of Kingston Road, Kensington, N.H. told a church 
minister friend of mine that her brother, who usually cuts the hay on the 
Carl Dining field, refuses to do so becau~e he has heard that the hay has been 
contaminated by radiation. 

3. ·The police told me that for the past few weeks previous to the sightings 
they have received reports from people, some of them personal friends, of their 
whole house suddenly being momentarily illuminated by a bright reddish glow 
after they had gone to 'bed. No objects were seen. 

4. Mr. and Mrs. DeMarco, N. Hampton Road (Route 88), Hampton, N.H., 
observed ·a star-like object blinking red which alternately hovered and moved 
in the western sky ,between 9 and 9 :30 p.m. on •September 5, 1965. Since Venus 
had set and Mr. DeMarco was a former USAF control tower operator who 
assured me that it was not an aircraft, I thought the report was worth 
mentioning. 

5. A Mr. Rice, who owns a CB radio told me that he was talking over bis 
radio with a Portsmouth, N.H., police cruiser on September 7, 1965, about 8 :00 
p.m. e.d.t. The officer told him that he was out investigating a UFO report and 
asked Mr. Rice to give him a call if he spotted it. He said the UFO was supposed 
to be over the Hampton Falls area nea,r where Mr. Rice lives on Route 88. No 
UFO was seen by Mr. Rice. The cruiser used call letters KMA-8616 and used 
both channel No. 2 and No. 6. 

6. Since the UFO sighting at the Oarl Dining field, many cars pull up and 
watch for the object at night. Mr. Dining had to rope off the entrance to his 
field and post it as people were littering his property. 

7. Mrs. Muscarello thinks the USAF Lieutenant's name was· Brant. 
8. On my first two visits to the Carl Dining field on the morning of SeptJember 

11, 1965, I saw a low-flying 0---119 Flying Boxcar pass over the area on both 
occasions. 

9. Other civilian UFO Investigators were given the brushoff ,by the police. I 
was very fortunate to have received such a good response from them. 

EVALUATION 
Characters of witnesses 

Muscarello: Comes from twice-broken home--has had problems with police 
and is well-known by them-usually a cool, calm boy. Until my personal inter-
view with him I can say no more. 

Bertrand and Hunt: Credible witnesses, good observers with a keen desire to 
relate only facts-I could not even persuade them to guess at estimates of the 
object's real size and speed. 
The sightings 

Sighting No. 1: There is enough similarity between the unidentified woman's 
repo~ :ind the detailed sightings No. 2 and No. 3 to warrant its probable au-
~hentic1ty. The chances of a similar report occurring the same morning, unless 
1t were authentic, is astronomical. It is possible that the object she pointed out 
to Officer Bertrand was Jupiter and not the object that had chased her. 

Sightings No. 2 and No. 3: The credibility of th'e witnessing police officers 
coupled with the sightings of Muscarello; the many typical UFO characteristics 
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exhibited by the object; the other correlated UFO reports and the military's 
interest and actions concerning the UFO reports, rate these as first-class UFO 
sightings by this investigator. 

Sighting No. 4: Insufficient information but interesting. 
Sighting No. 5: Again, the chances are astronomical that several people 

entirely independent of one another should report that they were "chased by 
a flying sauc'er" in the same general area. It is possible concerning sighting No. 5 
that someone could have been monitoring the police radio conversations about 
the UFO reports and decided to play a little joke but this seems unlikely. Not 
many people, other than responsible law enforcement officers are up tuning the 
police radio and at these wee hours of the morning. Thus, the report is probably 
l(enuine. Why the unidentified man did not or could not complete his call to 
the police will have to remain on o{ien question unless he steps forward and 
relates what happened. 

. I was able to talk to many people during my investigation. The great majority 
did not appear to be frightened about the incident. This is contrary to what the 
USAF team thought would occur if the story got in the newspapers. Instead of 
fear, I found a tremendous curiosity on the part of people to know more about 
UFO's. Strangely enough many openly voiced the interplanetary origin theory 
without any encouragement from me. Several years ago very few people other 
than those who have read widely about UFO's would talk like this. Slowly but 
su~ely over the years the public has been becoming UFO-conscious : Reports like 
this one coupled with wide publication will help much in informing the public-
at-large of the reality and problem of UFO's. 

50-066 0-6,6-----No. 5,f;----5 
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Ll 0 DATA SHEET Page Oi'le 

This qu.,stio:.nairo has been pre;,ared so that you ca ,, give as much 
iuformat:loo as possible COJ1Cerni .ig the "Unide atified lrlyic,g Object• 
that you have observed. Please try to aoswer as ffl3 i1Y questio~ls as 
you ,POsaibly ca ... 'l'he i ~1 forinatiod that you give will be used for 
research purpoGes. Your name will not be' used 111 connection with 
a f,y statementa, CO~•clusio.~s, or publica tio,.s without your permission. 
Tha.,k you very much f or your coop,aratio:. i n this matter. 

Investigator, Natior,al Investigatio'1 Conmittce t Aerit Phenorne~na 
Raymo,,d .,;. ::'owler "V:,_k.( • 

• / 13 Frier.d Court 5>~~-::t,z;z 
. Wenhan,. Massachusetts 1 •WM 5" It - - S1fHT111,--r ltt 

1. rlhe .1 did see the obJect? 2. Time of I ( ?- :,[.r-... you da~• 
,'£ C/ 19?.5 '-HOUR NltruT.,;SJ 
DAY MONTH Y..AR (Circle One): @ or P.M. 

3. Tirne Zo!le: (Circle One): €;> ~astern 
b. Ce ntral 

(Circle One), !li) Daylight 
savi"g Time 

c. Mou:.,taio ) b. Sta,,dard 
d. Pacific Time e. Other 

4. tlhere were yo\l wheu you saw the object7 
/(..: t,/.,l i' ti.~ To N F Z2. J(i;-!1U1~To,-J µ-, /(, . 
Nearest Postal Address City or' wn State or Cou.,try 

Additioual remarks: 

s. .::st imate how long you saw the .object. IQ 
HOURS MlNUTi:S SllCO.-!DS 

5.l Circle o ne of the followi ng to 1 :idicata ho-., certaii1 you are of 
your a.1swer to \.luestio,1 5. 

a. Ce rtaiu c. Not very sure 
®airly certai.1 d. Just a guess 

6. ,fuat was the co.:ditio" 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 sat...r tha object duri lJg D!\YLIGHT, TWILIGHT, or lll\WN, where was the 
SUN located .:.:. s you looked at the object7 

tl/r, 
.:!.. In fro:i t of you c • To your right e. Overhead 
b. · ln be; : o;,,1 a. To you:· .. f . Don l t remember 

' 
::.:,:-, .,. 

D~ 
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Page 2 Page 3 
a. If you saw th,~ obj~ct at NIGHT, TWlI.IGHT, or i.JhWN, .,,hat did you notice 16. Tell 1,,. a few words tho, ·~ .. :.lg thi.igs about the object. 

co:,cerd .. g the ::i'l'AR~ a,,d MOONl 
8.l i;;TARli (cir~r O<-e): a. None e.2 MO<}l>I (circle one): 

b.~w a. Bright roooulight l c. a,1 b. Dull r.,001,light d. Dcm•t remember c. No n.oo,,light- dark 

a. SOUND 'AAJf:" 

R.,;-0 ' b. COLOR , -

d. Dou~t remember 
9. l'las the object brighter tha.: the backgrou,,d of the skyl 

(Circle o,.e): <i}Yi::S b. NO C, 00:>l'T R,;.'!-,MBtR 

10.lf it was BRIGHT.:R TF..AN the sky background, was the brightness like that 
\ of a .. auton.obile headlight a,:,peari,.g to be/ (CIRCI..; ON£ B,;LOW): 

a. A r .. ile or more awayl (a dista.,t earl 

17. Draw a picture that w!.11 show the shape of the object or objects. I.abel 
. a:1d include in your . sketch a .,y details of the object that you saw such as 
wings, protrusio.,s, etc., a:.d especially exhaust trails or vapour trails. 
Place a .. arrow beside the drawing to show the direction the object was 
lt¥>Ving. 

ff'-1t5T-
""\ - .-c * $ '-,--f- wE51- -w ~5/-

b, Several blocks away? 
C, A block away? 
d. Several yard~ a~7 

f;?,4r,1 ,,;/0]2. l 1'e_-P1H T e. Other? BB ,,,.tt. ~C:!. 
(?, 1-()S ,e R/1N(/E 

u. Did the object: (Circle One for each questiou) 
a. Ap:,,ear to stadd still at a.,y time? y,;;; ll OON'T K:lOW 
b. ::.uddc.,ly speed up a.,d rush away at aciy time? ¥ .;;; J0:1 • T !<NOW 
c. Break up i.,to parts or explode? ¥.;;S ::>ON'T KNOW 
d. Give off sm:,ke? ¥.;;::; ::>ON'T !<NOW 
e. Cha .1ge brightness? OON'T l<NOW 
f. Cha.,ge shape? - OO:J'T l<.."lOW .. -g. Flicker, throb, or pulsatei @ ;:.io 00:1 •T KNO\~ 

I/ ,_ 
( ,, 0 ~IO 01 il 

Q fl I 
I\ 

fii;:.-P L ,''? fl 1 5 -~£-0 t.111/Ts 

fl,, /1-5/t /,Vo/ - 'F~ IJS ~IN'! 

18. The edges of the object were: 

12. !lid the object roove behi:·,d something at a.Ly time, particularly a cloud/ (Circle One): a. Fuzzy or blurred e. other l1',,lf.{1 WEBi:. . 
(Circle One) , Y~S @ OON'T !<NOW If you a .,swered :tia, thei> 
tell'what it rooved behi"d: 

b. Like a bright star 
~'2 ~" ,'u'I r 'fh "v 

c. Sharply outlined C..1'?~P-t~7J # #11-to 

19. If there was MOU THAN ON~ object, the<1 how many were there7 
Draw a picture of how they were arra .• ged, a.,d put ao arrow to phow 
the directioi. that they _were travelling. 

13. Did the object move ia fro .,t of somethi :1g at a .ly time, particularly 
a cloudl ¥,i,& @ DON':r !<NOW (Circle One) 
If you a.JSW"ered ~, the .. tell what it rooved 1 .. fro,,t of, 1~ 

.ll, Did the object appear(Circle One):~? TRI\NSPARZ."lT7 DON'T KNOW 

15. Did you observe th.-, Object through a.,y of the followi,,gl 
a. .c:yeglasses ~NO d. i'liiidoW glass Yt:E NO g. other 
b, Sun glasses Y=.:s No e. lU,,ocU].a;cil 'i .·, !!O --;;,, 1-11 .. ,ienielcl '(,./i NO f, ';.'r~lor:r ·, ·., HO 

I 

i - -- ·- .... 
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' Pa~e 5 

Praw a picture that will show the m::>tio:, that tho object or 
Paqe 4 

20. 
oujects made. Place a ., "A" at the begi ,u·,1:,g of the ;,athr .. a •s• at tha e. ,d of the path, a -.d,' ahow a .y cha· .<;1e• i,1 
directio., duri,.g the course. : 

® ~ · 
·- ~ 

' 

" 

I 25. Where were you located wh,m you 26. Were you (Circle One) , 
saw t he object? (Circle One), ... Inside a buildi .. g a • In the busi,,ess sectioa of city? 

b. In a car b. In the reside .. tial sectio., of 
Outdoors a city? 
In a a airpla .,e I n ope,, cow.trysidel 

e. · At sea E'lyi :>g ,,ear a , airfield? 
f. Other e. E'lyii.g over a city? ,· 

f. Flying over ope" cow,try? 
g. Other 

27. What were you doi,,g at the time you saw the object, a ;,d bov did you 

21. lf POSSISL.:, try to guess or estimatf what the re~l aize of the object 
was ir, its loagest dime,.sio,,. fV d ·Paet. . 

'happe .. to ,,otice it? 
ls T llf'~~Jl ~ieoif lQ /1-S5 

22. How large did the \object or object• appear lu1 ooniparad ·with o,,a .of tblt 
following objects held" 1 .; the ha ,d at abOut a=• a le.,gth? 

(Circle One)• a. Head of a .:,1 ,, g. Silver <lollar ,t-1 
b. i'ea . f- llaseball . ,4,1.L • 
c. Dime OrapefruJ.tV' • 
d. Nickel j. Basketball 

28. If you were ~:OVJ;NO IN AN AUTOMOBIL.: or other vehicle at the time, thao 
complete the .:ollowi,ig questlo,,s, • 

28. l .-/hat directio., wore you ll<>Vi,,g? (Circle One) 1 

Njfl a. l~orth c. ~ast e. South g. \fest 
b. Northeast d. Southeast f. Southwest h. Northwest 

- 'f. \Juartar • k. Other 
• Half-dollar ' - I ffa• 22.1 ClRCL.:. ON.:; of the followL,g to 1,,dicate how certai ., you are of 

yo@ur a .swer to uuestio ., 22. 
~l~~Certdn @ Not very sure 

)PJI- b. Fairly certain d. Uncertai .. 

I ~
,It 

' - ,;'loo 
- ,S-OeJ - /- 'k-1 

23. How did tho object or objects disa~.,aar fro~ . viewl 
Q t:,ol'fF---P BG Lo',o}_ T,=i .. -<2.. l ,,.j-.Q 

28.2 How fast were you lt'J>Ving? rr.iles per hour 
28;3 Did you stop _ at a .,y time while· observing object? 

(Circle One): YZS NO 
29 • .-lhat directio:, were you looki ,.g w'he,1 you i'IRST SAW the object?(Circle 

One)a 
a. North c. .:ast e. South g. West 
4j),Northeast d. Southeast f. Southwest b. Northwest 

I 30. ,-/hat diri::tio ., were you looiti.,g whe',' you LAST SAW the object?(Circle 0n.i 

I Ii) North c. .:ast e. South g. Wast 
b. Northeast d. Southeast f. Southwest h. Northvest 

24. In order that you ca .. give· as clear a picture as possible of what you 
saw, we would like for you to imagi .,e that you could 00 .. struct the 
objecg that you saw. Of what type W.TJ::!UAL would you make it? How 
r...RG.; would it be, a .d what SHM>.; would it have? Describe 1,, your 
owr, words a comro.1 object or objects which whe,, ;,laced Ui.> 1 " the 
tiK.y would give the saz,e aj_>peara.,ce as the object which you sav. 

J.Jj ff 

31. If you are far,J.liar with beari,,g terrne(a.:gular directio:,), try to 
e s timate the number of degrees the object was from true North a .,d 

I 
also the the ,,umber of degreeeis it was upvard from the horizci..(alevatio,j 

i 
!J.f; - 31. l ;-/her. 1 t first appeared·• 
• If a. Pron, true North degrees 

b. From horizo,, pagrees 
i 31.2 Whe,, it disappeared: 

I a. Prom true North degrees 
! b. From horizo ,-:. degrees 

I , 

I 
i 
I ; 
I 
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P 2.ge 6 

I :: the followi..g sketch, imagi.,e that you are at the !X'iut shown. 
!-' lace a . 11;\ 11 o,. the curve:d lL,1? to show how high t 'hc object was al::ovc 
t1'H! 'hori 7..o., (skyli .e ) whe.i you E'IR:iT saw it. Place a "B" e n. the 
curved l1 ,«s to show how high the obJect was above the horizo .• (skyli .. e) 
whe .. you !..--~~T saw 1 t. 

1 • 

33. 11, the followi,sg larger sketch place a .. "A" at the ,x,sition the object 
was vhe:. you 7IR5T saw it., a ·.d a 0 8" at its _positio.i wheu you LA.ST 
saw it. (R.,fer to sr..aller sketch as a . exar- .ple of "how" to con,µlete 
the larger sketch.) 

33.l 
,ler:P. tha rP. a .y KllOWa aircraft i:, the sky duri .. g your aighti,-,g~ 

,c1 r-clf? Ot :ic): y,.;s {1!j 
l f yvu a,,m..,.e red y .,:;,s, was it followi..g or attempti .. g to i .. tercept 
the Unide .. t ified Flyi .. g 0:Jjectl (Circle 0 1,e); y.;::, NO 

If yt.. n a .. s-Nered Yi.;; ~, pl ea se circle TYP.:.. of aircraft: 
COXL.;;RClAL • 

I 

i 
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34.. ~Vhat we r ~ th..:.• ".J~ather co dit1o . . s at 
)Ll CLOUi)S(..:irclc, O"e ) 

0, CL,c,r Gky 
b .. Hazy 
c.~catterect clouds 
d. 1'hick or h e avy clouds 
o .. .uO .. t remember 

34.l ,I.S,\'u l.C:R(Circlo Oue ) 
6) u r y 

'..:> .. i?og r r.d .r.,t. or l i ght rain 
c. ~•::)dera'te or he avy rain 
d .. s r~ow 
e. Uou t rerr,ember 

t'dge 7 
the time you saw the object/ 

34.2 .H:,u(Circle o,w) 
a. wi.,d 
(5) Slight ::.reeze 
C. Stro .. g wL:d 
d. UO\ : 't remember 

34. 4 ·rc-MPc;AATUR.:(circle One) 
a. Cold 

Cool 
c. Narm 
d. Hot 
e. Ooil 1 t remember 

35. llhe . . &id you report to GO~.e official that you had see.~ the object? 
Official or Organizatio. Namc(s) 

Y£:51( cFFi'cr::R .£x1:ri:s P.-P. 
o F E,'c,uz 'TcJt.,4,,;v 

P<iy 

3.. 
Mo,.th Year 
-3_ 

'----·---·----------------------------------+ l 36. Have you r " ad literature pertai ,1, g to Unide . . tified i"lyi ,.g Objects/ 
! (Circla One) @ :.O If y.,;s, how much! (Circle 0nd) A LITTL.,;? 
___________________ NOD.::RA1,~y? i.::..x .. "~ ·-

37. 

t---
38. 

,va s a ;yo, .e else with you at the tim<> you saw the obj act? 
(Circle One) W llO , 

37.1 lF you a..,swered Y~::.. did they see the object tool 
(Circle One) :m 

37.2 i?lcase list their ., arnes _a _ d addresses if you circled 1Y.;s, 
(Attach set'arate sheet for a".t)()Ve) 

:vas this the first tJ.me that you had see" au object (s) like this/ 
(Circle o,,e) @ NO 

38.l If you a . .-wared N'O, the.-:. whe:1 , wh~re, a d u.ider -what circurr. sta .cos 
did you Se e the other o .. e(s)? 

. ---·-------· ·----------------'"---------------1 
39. l.1 your op i .do ·, 

havo c<.1u ;:,ed it? 

50- 066-66 -No. 55-6 

what do YOU th1 .. k the ohject(s) was a .d what might 

P6 /Vo T KN_" w () 



40. 

41. 

42. 

43. 

44. 

45. 

n. 

40. 
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uolyou thf .k you ca 0;:;t. :Lr-, t ~ the s.x,o<i of the objactl l'age a 
(Circle One) y,;.s @ 

If you ,, .swered Y,;.S, the., what speed would you estimate7 MPH 

:Jo you t;-.1 .. k you ca e:stirr.ntc how far away fror. , you the object wasl 
(Circle Or,e) <£0 :~o 

If you a .: swered Yii.S .. th<> · 'how far away would you say it was1.JQ..Q.._r,;.;,:r 

Did th., Object ( s) cause any 1 .terfere .. ce with the operatic,, of, 
(Circle where applicable) RADI07 Tl// LIGHT:;? OTHi:;R7 l\JOAI €, 
U' you u .,derli .,ed a .y o:: a'!xlve, axplai.: the i .,tai=fere,,ce bolov, 

,ias a photo take,,, of the Object (s) 7 (Circle One) Yi::s @) 
)(,lould you l:>e willi g to subnit a copy? (Circle Or.el Y~s NO 
Xf you circled Yi.S, ,>lease se::d copy L.dicati . g m:,.,etary rei .:burscmeeot• 

Do you bolo.,g to a y Orga,,izatio .. •.ihich i .. ~stigates Unide,:tified 
>'ly1..g Objects/ (Circle o,,o) yi,;:; If Ya., list them below, 

ticly we ,,, :,Ush your re,.x.,rt if you ,w. e is ke;::tco .fide.,tial? -~ tlO 
May we 9ublish your report a .d use your .:ar.ie? NO 

• (Circle One) 

Please give the followi. .g i.,fcu..atio , ~bout yourself, .£ V'f i::1v -C 
,-wi.; _,,;::z=-~ 8r:.RTRll ,.;-p ,c"";--t_~ e~ 

Last ,lame First Na:-e Middle tlame 
..r=----,, _ ___ P/c,,tP«.(t:TN'P IZ~.:T.:.R.. tv!H• 

ADDR.;ss s... ___ _ ...,. 
street City State 

·r.:L..:PHO:ii: NIJMB.::R 7 7:Z - t/9 7 '.3 

'lhat 1s your .,;,rese" t job, -'£"-'o"-"'l.'--·•_'<.;:...:\:.ac. ___ <::>.;...._f'_F--'-r_'e_i.:_,.. _________ _ 

t.G.,; 3 -z.... SC:X: ------'--
!'lease i .. dicat<> a y educatio .. al traini .,g you have had• (Nur: -ber of years 
a . Grade school 'is e. Tech.,ical • school _____ _ 
b. Hfgh cchool 
c. Cullcge " (Type of) 
d. Post graduate ____ _ f. Other &;;ecial trai1<i .,g~ _______ _ 

II 
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UFO DATA SHEET Page one 

This quastiO;.llaira has bee() prepared so that you ca .. give as much 
iuformatio.i as possible co,,cerni.1g the "Unidentified Flyiag Object• 
that you have observed. Please try to answer as maily questio"s as 
you possibly ca... The . i;,formatio,1 that you give will be used for 
research · purposes. Your nar.1e will not ba' used in connection with 
a,·,y statements, COt;.clusio:1s, or ·publicatio.-~s without your permission. 
Tha.,k you very much for your cooperatio:i in this matter. 

Investigator• National Invelltigation Cormlittee on Aerial Phenomena 

I 
Ra1rrr.ond .:. Fowler ---~:ihN. ,k 
13 Friend Court ;t... r:::·p Al,''. 1tir•fs1tlt,1N6-
Wenhalr., l'.assachusetts 1

~ ~-
71 .o::1'2ia5Wf 

!----------------
I 1. 

! 
dhe ,1 d .. d you see the object? 2. Time of day, 7 :;i..._ 

\,JiOUR 3 'J I 'fl,5' 
DAY MONTH Y.,;/\R (Circle One), or P.M. 

3, Tims ZOile: (Circle One), ~astern (Circle One) I e .>aylight 
Central Savi"g Time 

c. MoU.htain b. Sta,,dard , d. Pacific Time e. Oth<>r 

~---------------------------------l 
4. :ibara were you whe~• you saw the object? 

___J{e,.;s',..,g- ....... i\fl) b~('.v,u·,...,£;" 
Nearest stal Address City or T State or Cou.1try 

.-\ddi tioual remarks: 

5 . .:stirr.ate how long you saw the .object. s£-Y 
MINUT.:S s=NDS 

5.l 
HOU.RS 

Circle one of the followi»g 7o i adicate how certai., you are of 
your a ,,swer to uuestio,, s. 

a. Certain 
©Fairly ce~ai., 

c. Not very sure 
d. Just a guess 

,;. ,,he.t was the co-,ditioi: of the sky? 
(Circle One): a. Bright dayli9ht d. Just a trace of daylight 

S No trace of daylight b. Dull daylight 
c. Bright twi:light f. Don• t remember 

---------------------------------~ 
X7 If you saw '.:he obJect duriug 

SU~ located as you loo},.ed at ,+ ~- I :, :rc'.,t :f you 
~. -~ :2cK o- you 

DA.YLIGliT, TWILIGh"r, or Dt.WN, where was the 
the object7 
c. ·ro your right e. Overhead 
d. To your left f. Don~t remember 
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r "/ Page 2 
8. 1£ you saw the object at NlGliT. TWILIGHT, 

co:,cerni,.g tho ti'l',\Rti a.id MOON! 
o • what did you notice 

8.1 ::iTARl> (circ_lle one): a. None 
b. A few 

: Ma .. y 
d. Ocm•t 

MOON (circle o:,c) : 
{;;). Bright mooulight 

be ?. Dull r.:ooi.light 
remem r c. No ttooalight- dark 

d. Doa't remember 
9. ;fas the object brighter tha .. the backgrou.-,d of the skyl 

(Circle o,.e): e y,;1:, b. llO 

lO.If it was BRIGHT.:R THAN the sky background, was the brightness like that 
of a., auton.obile headlight a.;,peari.;g to bet (CIRCL.: ONE B.,;LOW)' 

a. A r,.il.e or more away? (a dista.,t car) 
b. several blocks away? 
c. A block away/ 
d. Several ::D~r" a1ilay7 @, Other? I ·, ·b+e"- ::::fu.,.., b:<:o..-4 L,,\+, 

e, •S"- /Ll\tvq<> 
ct 

ll. Did the object: (Circle One for each questio,,) 
a. Appear to sta.,d still at a .• y time7 Yai 1•l0 llON'T K."IOW 
b. :.udde,,ly speed up a.,d rush away at any time7 Yo.::i .::>ON'T KNOW 
c. Brea)< up i.,to parts or explode? Yt:S lO :'.lON'T KNOW 
d. Give off smoke? 10 DON'T KNOW 

-e. Cha.,ge brightness/ <l§) NO DON'T K?IOW 
f. Cha.;ge shape? YC:S @ oo:i'T KNOI-I 
g. Flicker, throb, or pulsate7 @ NO OOll'T l<N0',-1 

12. Did the object move behi,·.d something at a.,y time, particularly a cloud? 

(Circle One) : y;.;s @g) DO!P T KNOW If you a .. swered ~• the'> 
tell what it moved behi.1d: 

13. Did the object move i.1 fro.,t of somcthi,,g at a.,y time, particularly 
a cloud? y.,.1:, @ DON'T KNOW (Circle One) 
lf you a.,swered ~. theu tell what it IOOVed 1.-, fro.it ofc 

l~: Did the object appear(Circlo One)1 ~TRA!ISPAR.::NT7 DON'T X.."IOW 

15. Did you observe the object through a,1y of the followi,,g? 
a. c.:yeglasses Q110 d. l'li"dow glass YC:/; NO g. ..::::her 
b. Sur. glasses y,;5 :~o e. Si.~oculars y-,:5 NO 
c. Wi.,dshield ,,, ,- :.o f. Telec=o;,e Y~S NO 

t 

6033 

l>age 3 

I 16. Tell id a few words the ;;ollowi.,g thi.-,gs about the object. 

a. sou:w /\) O ll-...__ 

b. COLOR ~~d_ 
_, 

17. Draw a picture that will. show the shape of the object or objects. Label 
a;id iilclude in your sketch a .,y details of the object that you sa\l such as 
wings, protrusio.1s, etc., a .-,d especially exhaust trails or vapour trails. 
Place a .. arrow beside the drawing to show the direction the object \ .ra.s 
moviug, 

-1..>)"i:~,- -"E.As-l--
frwo 

0 ' < 0~ "-t-t-, ,c . - o -
' (L.__4- L, .. lc\-, tL11,l,,',...,i ' 

- -·-- - -- - - -- IT\."'-"-" -i..;--.,..__ 
"t~ $" \'>< ,._,c-~ --------

18. The edges of the object were: 
(Circle One), a. Fuzzy or blurred Q other L-,c;,1--\-, UlQ.f....'41- S<> 

b. Like a briqht star 1,,_-, 0;:\..--I. ±h•,i .. ~, 
c. Sharply outlined \-1.._L, <!'i'i''-~~. 

19. If there was KOR,,; THAN ON~ object, the,1 how ma.1y were there7 
Draw a picture of how they were arra .• ged, a;ld put All arrow to ehow 
the directio,, that they were travelling. 

C-(i..,o C, I- "'i--k fl.-<. -- 1ut.L 12-l,1c~;.., \ 

\..; c.- 1,..--l--, "'-'- 0 \I:....:,\ ON \.4-• z.-;,"L-c: N .:: l'rs+ ... '->• 4-,; . I -
~'"t'" t1-l., .+ t,,o 11'"'1'~" 0 

I 
,, ,11cf.. • -J..,-,: A • <Co-

I 
I ' I 
i 
! 

' 

-··-·-· ·- . .. L 
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20, Draw a picture that will cliow the rnotio,, that the object or 
Page 4 

ol>jects mad\3. .-1ace a .J .. A" at the bec_Ji 1u•1i.1g of the path, 
a •a• at thQ e .. d of the pathr a "d, show a ,y cha .. ges 1,1 
dircctio., duriug the course. i'O 0 c.l.. ft ""\ "-- di f\.~c.4- \ii"'-.) ":i'.-.., 

O"- 11'-''l\-L . 

© ,, (§) ' 

I 
Page 5 

25. >/here were you located when you 26. Were you (Circle One), 
saw the object? (Circle One)• 

... Inside a buildi,,g a. Ir, the busi.,eas eectioa of city? 
b. In a car b. in the reside,,tial sect.io.~ of 
@ Outdoors a city7 • 
d. In a ., airpl,ue In ope11 cou:,trys.tde7 
e. At sea Flyi:1g near a, a~rfield? 
f. Other ... Flyii:g over a cityl 

f. Flying over o_po.c. cou11try7 
g. Oth0r 

21. IF POSSIBL.:, try to guess or estimate ),'bat the real size of the object 
was ifl its loagest dimer.sic... 1.J/11' Feet, 

I 

27. What were you doillg at the time '.{OU saw the object, a:,d how did you 
happen to ,,otice it7 q,_.., ofl,l."'-C1,l\~b.. .J..., <':it.at:!~-~ a:~ ,r; ~± . 

.,II\. u'"' (,.~ r ...... , 
22. How lar9e did the object or objucts appear aa compared with o,,e of the 

follow109 01:>Jecta "held" 1.; tho hD,d at about am•• le,,gth1 
(Circle Or.e), a, Head of a pi .. g, .Silver dollar 

b. !!ea h; Baseball 
C, Dime I. Orapefruit 
d. Hickel j. Bauketball 

uuarter k. Otbotr 
Half-dollar 

28~If. you were MOVING IN ,'\N AUTO?-!OBIL.: or other vehicle at the time, tbe,1 

\
~ complete the followi,,g questio.,s, 

28.l what directio" w~re you movi,,gl (Circle One), 
a, North c. :.::ast e, south g. West 
b. Northeast d. southeast f. Southwest h. Northwest 

28.2 How fast were you rrov~ng7 miles per hour 
22.1 CIRCL.,; ON.:: of the followi.1g to 1,,dicate how certai,, you are of 

your a .. swer to uuostio,, 22. 
a. Cerlain @ Not very sure 
b, Fairly certain d. Uncertai . 

28.3 Did you stop at a.,y tilt'.e while· observing object} 
(Ci=le One), YES NO 

29. ,fuat directio:, were you looki,,g whe.1 you FIRST SAW the object?(Circle 
One), 

Co~rrrn..·,so...a b"! s<- L .. ,, (rt.~ L..., I. L.c.. .l. i ,{,. ,..n,_ Of ;;?'./,..- i/.,,1 ..... a. North c. .::ast e, south g. West 

~Northeast d. southeast f. southwest h. Nortbwest 

23. How did the object or objects disa~poar fror:. viawl :J:l lb• I? :\? ~4- ~Q. -

L.~ ::±"--<-"- IZ 61: b,~l!:~).e~ l . w~ I 

30. ,-n-.at diiretio., were you looki .ig Whea yQU LAST SAW the object1(Circle One) 

@North c. .,;a.st e. South g. West 
b. Northeast d, Southeast f. Southwest h, Northwest . . 

24. In order that you ca . give as clear a picture as possible of what you 
saw, we would like for you to imagi,1e that you could co .. struct the 

~IA 
objec!j that you sav. Of what type M.\TJ:;EUAL would you r,iake 1t7 . Hov 
LARG.;; would it be, a,d what Slfhp.;; would it have7 Describe 1 .. your 
owr, words a corm-o.1 object or objects which wile,, placed up 1 .. the 
sky would give the sai,e appears .ice as the object which you saw. 

3xl. If you are far,.iliar with boari,,g terms(a,,gular directiori), try to . 
e~timate the uumber of degrees the object was from true Horth a.,d 
also the tbe .iumb<,1• of degreees it was upward from the horizc>,1(elevat.io.~ ,1~ 31. l ,fuer. 1t first appeared, 

a. Frcr., true North degrees 
b. From horizc.1 degrees 

31.2 Whe,1 it disappc,ared: ... Fror,, true North degrees 
b, From horizch, degrees 

' 

I I 
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Page 6 
I;, the followi.,g sketch, imagi,,e that you are at the J,X>i .. t shown. 
.-lace a. "A" o .. tha curv.;,d 11,,a to show how high the object was above 
t.1i~ horizo .. (okyli .o) whe.l you ""lR;:j'l' saw it. !'lace a "8" on. the sru.~e 
curved 11 .. <1 to show how high the object was above the horizo ., (sl<yli,,e) 
whe .. you LM>'r saw it. 

33. Ii, the followi.:g larger sketch place a .• "A" at the position the object 
was whe,. you FIRST saw it, a ,.d a •a• at its positio.> whe,, you LAST 

33.l 

saw it. (Refer to sr..aller sketch as a .. exar,.ple of "how" to coropiete 
the larger sketch.) 

Were there a .y KllOWN a1rcraf~ the sky duri .. g your sighting? 
(Circle One): Y~S (3/ 

If ye,u a .. swered Y.:s, was it follow1 .. g or attempti. g to i .. tercept 
-chc Unl.de .. tified Flyi,.g Object! (Circle O!.e): y.;:, :,O 
If yuu a .. S'W'ered Y2.:-.:., please circle TYP~ of aircraft; 

PS.OP .:LL.:R .' 
P.ow rna .. y e,1gi.:e.a did the aircraft have? __ _ 

' 

! 
! 
! 
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---- · 
Pag .. 7 

34. What were th~ weather co .ditio .. s at the time you saw the object/ 
H.l CLOUDS(Circle Or,el 34.2 ,,1I;i,;,(c1rcle On-,) 

Cldar sky &; rlo wi.,d 
"• Hazy Slight breeze 
c.Scattered clouds c. Stro .. g wi.,d 
d. Thick or heavy clouds d. UCh:'t remember 
e. uo,. • t remember 

34.J ,t.::ATH.::R(Circla One) 34.4 Ti.MP.::RATUR~(Circle One) 
Dry a. COld 
Fog, r.dst, or light rain @ Cool 

c. Moderate or heavy rain c. /Jarm 
d. Snow d. Hot 
e. Uo1.1' t remember e. Doa't remember 

35. ..the .. did you report to son,e official that you had seen the object? ) 

Official or Organizatio .. Name(s) Day Mo:,th Year 
"J).,_,\t on;«~ t.•<-~'-1\.. ,>, 1>. J 3 1 __j_ --

o,,-=i.(:.-<--, /oLAN l., ./ -- --- --, 
-- --- ---- --- --

36. Have you ,ead literature pertai ,i,,g to Unide.-.tified i'lyi;.g Obiects/ 
(Circle One) 0 NO If YJ::S, how much? (Circle Onel(A UTT.1.:.:1 ") 

MOOi:RAM ,•f.V? H-,•-,~Yn _<Y,V? 

37. /las a ,,yo,.e else with you at the time you saw the 01:>ject? 
(Circle One) 0 HO 

37. l Ii? you answered Y.:;::;, did they see the object tool 
(Circle One) @) !lO 

37.2 ?lease list their .. ames a d addresses if you circled y..;~s 
(Attach se_i>arate sheet for above) 

38. .-las this the first time that you had see., CUJ object(s) like this? 
(Circle o,,el @) NO 

38.l If you a.swered NO, the,-. whe,.; where, a ·d u,,der what cirCl!"·,sta ,cos 
did you see the other o .. e(s)? 

39. l.\ your opi.1io. :, what do YOU thi,.k the object(s) was a .. d what mi11ht 
have caused it? <:De, i,,o+ k"1">ou.) I 
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40. IJo /you thf-k you ca . est1ffillte the spe~d of the object? 
(<;ircle One) YO:S ® Page 8 

If you a .swered '(,;,:;, the:. what speed would you estiroate? ____ ...,MPH 

41. Do you thi .,k you ca. estimate how far away fror., you the object was1 
(Circle O.,e) •. ,~o 

If you a ,swerod 'ii:.S, the•Vw far away would you cay U was? 9' cr-n-t> F,;.;.Zc, 
Cl...-\: l, Sc u ~ :-\-- c.,.... ov ~-;"J ,..._ Le.s o~. dli...i""l.. 14J1 

42. Did the Object(s) cause any 1 .terfere .. ce with the operatio .. of, 

I !'--(circle wharo applicable) RADIO? TVl LIGHTS? OTHJ:;R? 1\JcN~ 
II" you u.uforli.,ed a .. y of ~bove, explai.: the 1 -iterfere,,ce belows • 

43. ,ias a photo take,, of the Object(s)? (Circle One) Yt':S O 
faould you be willi . g to sua,u.t a copy? (Circle One) 'i~S ~O 

~ -f you circled Y.:.S, J,>lease se:,d copy 1;.dicati .. g l!D.,etary rei .,buraeme"t' 

44. Do you belo .. g to a y Orga,,izatio. , which 1~t1gates Un1dec:tif1ed 
Flyi..g Objccts? (Circle One) yi:;s I...@/ If Y.::S, list them below, 

IS. May we ;,ublish your re,x,rt if you .,a, .. e is _ke~co .f1de.,t1al? 
I-lay we ;,ublish your report a ,d use your .,ar:ie? 

HO 
NO 

le One) 

Pleasc give the folluwi .. g 1 .. fonatio ., about yourself, 
NAM.: Hu,st =:Dttv",<i.. l<'-'6~~11 

Last llamc First Nao e Middle Name 

ADDR:::ss // c\-i0 n.l..es. Sj. N-. H 
Street City State 

T...:L.oPHONi: NUMB...:R 21 ,2, - 3 lo / '> 
l'ihat is your _prese .. t jobl _'P.~o~L_,~C"'<-___ o ....... E~f-i_c-'--e._n... _________ _ 

r.o.:- o2 " s.:x - 111/l'L .... 
Please 1 .. dicate a .y educatio.,al trainiug you have had1 (Nur.-ber of year!) 
a. Grade school "i' e. Tech.,ical school _____ _ 
b. Hi<fn school 
c. College (Type of) 
d .. Post. graduate ____ f. other npecial trair,i.1g? ______ _ 

48. 

ti 
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WENHAM, MASS., October 29, 1965. 
MASTON M. JACKS, 
Major, U.S. Air Force, Chief, Pictorial Branch, 
Public Information Division, Office of Information. 
SAF-OIPB 
DEPARTMENT OF THE 'Am FORCE, 
Office of the Seoretary, U.S. Air Force, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MAJOR JACKS: This is •a formal inquiry concerning the official U.S. Air 
For:ce 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 Force investigating team from Pease AFB made their 
investigation. 

The UFO sighting took place between the Clyde Russell and Carl Dining prop-
erties along Route 150 in Kensington, N.H., on September 3, 1965, 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. 

In 1964 I customarily received correspondence from your office in response to 
UFO reports submitted to the U.S. Air Force for evaluation. Thi-s was appre-
ciated. I have submitted many reports since but have not received any response. 
This is understandable due to the many reports received by the U . .S. Air Force 
and I do not expect 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, 
RAYMOND E. FOWLER. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
Washington, January 25, 1966. 

DEAR MR. FOWLER : 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, 1965, and contained statements from the principal witnesses. 
This data indicated that a refueling operation might have been 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 to 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 
Air Force Base for information on this operation. 

'The initial impression was that aircraft from an 8th Air Force operation, "Big 
Blast," was the cause of the lights observed during this incident. Information 
received from the 8th Air Force indicates that 10 B-47 aircraft from Pease Air 
Force Base involved in Operation Big Blast "Coco" were in the traffic pattern 
over Exeter, N.H., between 03/444Z and 03/535Z. A copy of this letter is enclosed. 
Since this information conflicted with the time of the sighting and eliminated 
these aircraft 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 women and Mr. Muscarello are attributed 
to aircraft from operation Big Blast "Coco." The subsequent observation by Offi-
cers Bertrand and Hunt occurring after 2 a.m. are regarded as unidentified. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN P. 1SPAULDING, 

Lieutenant Colonel, U.S. Air Force, Chief, Civil Branch, Community Rela-
ti<Yfl,8 Division, Office of Information 

HECTOR QUINTANILLA, Jr., 
Major, U.S. Air Force, 
Chief, Project Blue Book, 
Wright Patterson AFB, Dayton, Ohio. 

DECEMBER 2, 1965. 

DEAR SIR: We were very glad to get your letter during the :third week in 
November, because as you might imagine we have been the subject of considera-
ble ridicule since the PE>ntagon released its "final evaluation" of our sighting 
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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 conventional aircraft, that it 
was at an altutude of not more than a couple of hundred feet, and went to con-
siderable trouble to confirm that the weather was clear, there was no wind, no 
chance of weather inversion, and that what we were seeing was no illusion or 
military or civilian craft. We entered this in a complete official police report 
as a supplement to the blotter of the morning of September 3 ( not September 
2, as your letter indicates). Since 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-
stand is the fact that your letter (undated) arrivrd considerably after the 
Pentagon release. Since your letter says that you a re still in the process of 
making a final evaluation, it seems that there is an 1 nconsistency here. Ordi-
narily, this wouldn't be too important except for the fact that in a situation 
like this we are naturally very reluctant to be considered irresponsible in our 
official report to the police station. 

Since one of us (Patrolman Bertrand) was in the Air Fo,rce for 4 years en-
gaged in refueling operations with all kinds of military aircraft, it was im-
possible to mistake what we saw for any kind of military operation, regardless 
of altitude. It was also definitely not a helicopter or balloon. I=ediately after 
the object disappeared, we did see what prnbably was a B---47 at high altitude, 
I.mt it bore no relation at all to 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, since 
as you say this took place between midnight and 2 a.m. Norman Muscarello, 
who first reported this object before we went to the sight saw it somewhere in 
the vicinity of 2 a.m., but nearly an hour had passed before be got into the 
police station, and we went out to the location 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 the story, or (b) were incompetent observers. Anything you could 
do along this line would be very much appreciated, and I'm sure you can under-
stand the position we're in. 

We appreciate the problems the Air Force must have with a lot of irresponsible 
reports on this subject, and don't want to cause you any unnecessary trouble. 
On the other band, we think you probably understand our position. 

Thanks very much for your interest. 
Sincerely, 

Memorondum: DOOTO. 
Subject: UFO sighting. 
To: AFSC (TDEW/UFO.) 

EUGENE BERTRAND, Patrolman. 
DA vrn HUNT, Patrolman. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
HEADQUARTERS, 8TH AIR FORCE (SAG), 

Westover Air Force Base, Mass., Novembr 24, 1965. 

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

2. Big Blast "Ooco," a SAC/NORAD training mission, was flown on September 
2-3, 1965, By 03/0430Z, the operational portion of the mission was complete and 
participaiting aircraft were en route to their home stations. ' 

3. Ten B---47 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 03/0444Z and 03/0535Z. The town of Exeter is within the 
traffic pattern utilized by air traffic control in the recovery of these aircraft at 
Pease AFB, N.H. During their approach the recovering aircraft would have 
been displaying standard position lights, anticollision lights, and possibly over 
wing and landing lights. 

For the commander. 
WILLIAM A. McGILPIN, Jr., 

Lieutenant Colonel, U.S. Air Force., 
Dwectorate of Operatirms. 

Mr. EUGENE F. BERTRAND, Jr., 
Mr. DAVID R. HUNT, 
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E1Ceter Police Department, Exeter, N.H. 
GENTLEMEN: The sighting of various unidentified objects by you and Mr. Nor-

man Mascarello was investigated by officials from Pease Air Force Base, N.H., 
and their report bas been forwarded to our office at Wright-Patterson Air F?rce 
Base. This sighting at Exeter, N.H., on the night of September 2 has been given 
considerable publicity through various news releases and in magazi~e articl:s 
similar to that from the Saturday Review of October 2, 1965. A portion of this 
article is attached for your information. This information was released by the 
National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenomena, a private organization 
which has no connection with the Government. As a result of these articles, the 
Air Foroe has received inquiry as to the cause of this report. 

Our investigation and evaluation of this sighting indicates a possible associa-
tion w~th an 8th Air Force operation, "Big Blast." In· addition to aircraft from 
this operation, there were five B---47 type aircraft flying in the _a~a durin_g this 
period. Before a final evaluation of your sighting can be made, it 1s essential for 
us to know if either of you witnessed any aircraft in the area during this time 
period either independerutly or in connection with the objects observed. Since 
there were many aircraft in the area, at that time, and there were no reports of 
unidentified objects from personnel engaged in this air operation, we might then 
assume that the objects observed between midnight and 2 a.m. might be asso-
ciated with this military air operation. If, however, these aircraft were noted by 
either of you, then this would tend to eliminate this air operation as a plausible 
explanation for the objects observed. 

Sincerely, 

Memo: TDEW /UFO. 
Subject : UFO sighting. 
To : Hq 8th Air Force. 

HECTOR QuINTANILLA, Jr., 
Ma.jor, USAF, Chief, Project Blue Book. 

NOVEMBER 16, 1965. 

1. A report of an unidentified flying object was submitted to our office at 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base by the 817 Combat Support Group, Pease 
Air Force Base. This report was submitted to Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base in accordance with AFR 200-2. Evaluation of information submitted 
indicates that the observation may be associated with the military operation, 
Big Blast. The location of the observation was the New Hampshire area, in 
and around the town of Exeter. Time of the reported UFO was the night of 
August 2-3, 1965, and specifically 03/0500 to 0600 Zebra. ?'his U~O report has 
received considerable publicity in newspaper and magazme articles, and the 
Air Force has received numerous queries regarding the cause of this sighting. 

2. We would like to know the specific types of aircraft used in this operation 
and possible location of these aircraft at the time of the report. 

For the commander. 
ERIC T. DE JONCKMZERE, 

Colonel, U.S. Air Force, 
Deputy for Teohnology and Subsystems. 

NIOAP MASSACHUSETTS INVESTIGATING SUBCOMMITTEE, 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
Office of the Secretary, 
U.S. Air Force, 
Washington, D .. C. 

Wenham, Mass., February 10, 1966. 

(Attention: John P. Spaulding, lieutenant colonel, U.S. Air Force, Chief, Civil 
Branch, Community Relations Division, Office of Information). 
DEAR COLONEL SPAULDING: Thank you for your correspondence of January 25, 

1966, in response to my letter of Novem1;>er ~4, 1~65, regarding my inquiry ~on-
cerning the September 3, 1965, UFO s1ghtmgs m Exeter, N.H. I appreciate 
your lett~r and the attached backup information concerning which I would make 
the following comments. 
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The UFO sighted by Norman Muscarello was identical to the UFO sighted 
later by Muscarello Bertrand, and Hunt. Norman observed the UFO at close 
range during his initial sighting. There is no question in my mind that the 
same or ,similar object was involved in both of these particular sightings. The 
number. of pulsating lights, the yawing motion, the same location, etc., make 
this so very apparent. Since 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 phone 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 UFO within the span of 
several hours in the same general area. I am aware of the many UFO sight-
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 Washington 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 UF10',s present no problem regarding national s~curity and that 
the U.S. Air Force treats the subject lightly, the converse is true, that is, that 
a full-scale military and scientific research prqgram is being carried out on 
UFO's because they are a threat to our national security. It is because of this 
belief that I will continue to send the better UFO reports our subcommittee in-
vestigates to Project Bluebook and will continue to urge the public to report 
all UFO sightings to the nearest Air Force base at my lectures, personal con-
tacts, etc. 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 U.S. Air Force regards the UFO sighted by 
Officers Bertrand and Hunt as an unknown. I run sure this will help a little in 
reducing the ridicule they experienced because of the U.S. Air Force initial 
explanation of their sightings. 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, etc. ; and if they had not personally complained publicly and to you; 
office, that their sighting would have been lumped into 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 hut I felt that I 
would expre_ss my feelings on the subject at hand just for the record. 

_Thanks so much again. I look forward to the time that Government policy 
will become more relaxed on the UFO subject and in the meantime will continue 
my meager research and efforts in this field for NICAP and the U.S. Air Force. 

Sincerely, 
RAYMOND E. FOWLER, 

Chairman, NIOAP Massachusetts Subcommittee. 

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

Dr. HYNEK. Yes, sir; I am familiar with the case. 
Mr. BATES. You have examined it? 
Dr. HYNEK. No, I have not been there to examine it. Much of my 

information is based upon the rather excellent account that Mr. John 
Fuller give~ of it in Look magazine. I cannot vouch for the 
authenticity of his st3:tements, but I have talked with Mr. Fuller, and 
he apparently has tried to do a very thorough j6b in talking with 
people in New Hampshire. 

Mr. BATES. Are you familiar with Mr. Raymond E. Fowled 
Dr. HYNEK. I have had some correspondence with him but I have 

never met him. ' 
Mr. BATES. Is this Portsmouth case one of the 5 percent that have 

not been identified, or within the 95 percent on which you have 
reached a decision? 
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Dr. HYNEK. It is, I believe, to the best of my knowledge, listed as 
unidentified. 

Mr. BATES. This one is still unidentified? 
Dr. HYNEK. Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. In other words, you make no bones about it, you 

cannot explain it? 
Dr. HYNEK. That is correct. 
The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
Mr. BATES. I wonder if you would give_ us some id~a of these 20 

cases that you have cited, and tell us a httle something about the 
nature of these cases, and what the problems are, generally? 

Dr. HYNEK. Well, I do not have the case files with me. I sh~uld 
be happy to prepare them for subm_ission. B:ut in _bro~d descri~tion, 
they vary quite a bit. They are either qaytime sightmgs or mgJ:i.t-
time sightings: _I will describe one,. wh~ch may not be necessarily 
typical. But it is an example of a sightmg that puzzled so.me v_ery 
solid citizens. These individuals happened to be-and I will with-
hold names, of course-two students of anthropology at the Unive~ity 
of Wisconsin. They were with two other people m a car, returnmg 
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 beca1;1se the 
lights were a little too high. This illustrates the sort of thrng we 
refer to as escalation of explanation. . 

When someone writes in or calls in that they have seen a space ship 
patrollino- the earth, and this is not a fact, t:his is an interpretation 
of a fact, usually, what they have actually seen was a light, I am 
much more interested in the sincere individuals who report some-
thing, who say "I thought at first it was this, t~en I dec~ded it could~'t 
be that it had to be somethinO" else." In this escalation hypothesis, 
the incident I have described, t~1ese people said it could not have been 
blinker lights on a P?lice car be_cause they were too high. The ~ext 
hypothesis was that it was an aircraft 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 cloSE:r to the car-the 
little 12-year-old girl m the back seat, became so frightened th.at she 
just tumbled over and hid her eyes. . . 

I questioned these people for some 2 hours. They were very mtelh-
gent people and were truly puzzled. They did not for a moment think 
they were being visit:ed by a vehicle from ou~r space. They were 
just puzzled. They simply wanted an explanation of what they had 
seen. 

The objoot apparently extended upward at an angle of about 30 
degrees so that part of 1t could be seen above the telephone wires and 
part beiow. It h?vered around t~e c:1r for awhile .. The man drove 
into a farmer's driveway, turned his hghts 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 catch up with it. 

This was a case 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 proj ~tio1?-, or somethi~g these peop~e were 
particularly prone to? Why did this take place man area wluch was 
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not overly populated but certainly not c?mplete~y ~parse. Why would 
they be ~he only four people to see this? This 1s a problem we are 
f~ced with on . many reported sightings. Therefore I find it most 
difficult to ascribe a physical tangibility that there wa; an actual craft 
here. I would ra!her seek some other scientific explanation. 

Mr. BATES. With respect to your response on that particular case 
In_ the N~w Hamps1?-ire situatio~, two women apparently saw thi~ 
obJect 'Yh1ch t~ey said was the size of a house. They 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. 

Dr. HYNEK. Yes. 
~fr. BATES. You have no decision with respect to the New Hamp-

shire case? 
pr. HYNEK. I would not offer or venture any conclusion to some-

thmg I had not personally investiD"ated. , 
Mr. BATES. Th~s particular cas~ has been referred to a study group 

the New Hampshire case, or has it not, or is it a dead issue? ' 
Dr .. HYNEK. No case in the Air Force files that is unidentified is a 

dead issue. 
. M~. BATES. Is it just in limbo now, or is somebody still looking 
mto 1t? 

Dr. H~E~. I _woul_d ~ay at the moment, considering the recent re-
ported s1ghtmgs m M1cl11gan, that it is in limbo. 

Mr. BATES. Do you expect to investigate this further? Would this 
be one that you would prefer to the panel ? 

Dr. HYNEK. Yes, sir. I th~nk this is one they should take a look at. 
The CHAIRMAN. Do you thmk they should be examined furthere 
Dr. HYNEK. I am sorry, sir? • 
The CHAIRMAN. Do you think this panel about whom the Secre-

tary has spoken, sho~ld go into this further ~nd make a report? 
Dr:. HYNEK. Yes, sir; I do. 
~he CHAIRMAN. There are five such cases, or four, of some unex-

plamed phenomena; is this a fact? 
Dr. HYNEK. Yes, sir; there are at least that many. 

. The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Secretary, do you plan to have this board look 
mto these? 

Secretary BROWN. We will continue our investigati,ons of 'all of 
these, Mr. Chairman. • 

ha_ve this i:ecommendation to estaJ~lish ,a civilian panel from the 
~cientific Advisory Board, and I believe I may act :favombly on 
1t, but I want to explore further the nature of such ,a. panel and the 
ground rules, 'before I go ahead with it. I don't want have a 
gro~p of people come in for just 1 day 1and make a shallow investi-
ga~10n. They have to be prepared to look into a situation thorough-
ly 1f they are to do any good. 

The CHAIRMAN: I~ you oannot explain these things, and you are 
our s~urce of be1smmngs, how on earth could 1a subcommittee of this 
committee explram them? 

Dr. HYNEK. Are you looking to me for an answer? 
The CHAIRMAN. If I ,conducted a hearing on this it would go on 

and on, and on, if I let it, I would imagine. 
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Dr. HYNEK. Well, sir, scientists have a somewhat different way 
of working. They gather data quietly without fanfare, without the 
press looking over their shoulder. They may work for several years. 

The CHAIRMAN. What would you suggest that I do, Doctor, as 
chairman of this committee? 

Dr. HYNEK. You are in ,a totally different category, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. 
Since this thing began in Michigan, we have two members O! the 

Michigan delegation, and I ,a,m going to strart off with Mr. N edz1 and 
ask him if he has •any questions. 

Mr. NEDZI. Mr. Chairman, you are very kind. I don't have ·any 
questions directly pertaining to Michigan, although I hav~ r~nt-
ly been ·advised my district is 1n:bout 150 miles from the s1ghtmgs. 
The sightings are moving eastward towar~ ~y district. [Laug~te~.J 

One question, Doctor, as to these statistics. Are they statistics 
only from the United States, the investigations made by you and the 
Air Force? 

Dr. HYNEK. Yes, sir. The Air Force would have no jurisdiction 
over cases in other countries. But there are, I understand, reports 
from other oountries, also. 

Mr. NEozr. Is any effort made to coordinrtte, information with 
some of the sightings that 'are made ,abroad? 

Dr. HYNEK. No, sir. Up to now we have made no concerted effort 
to do this. 

Mr. N EDZI. Do you think ·it might be a good idea to do it~ 
Dr. HYNEK. Well, I think we should 1attend to t:he situation he~e 

in the United States first. Then, if our efforts are suooessful and 1f 
we strike scientific paydirt and find something of value, then perhaps 
the other step you suggest would be ,advisa:ble. . . 

Mr. NEozr. Do you know whether any studies ,are gomg on over-
seas, with respect to UFO's 

Dr. HYNEK. I know of no formal studies. Actually, the rest of the 
world seems to be guided by, and shows a tremendous respect for, the 
U.S. Air Force, and they feel, I understand, that the Air Force has 
done a fine job . 

Mr. NEozr. Perhaps the question should be directed to the Air Force, 
but it seemed to me there should be some kind of exchange of ideas 
among the scientists who might be interested in it in other countries 
where these sightings have taken place. It might contribute toward 
an expose of the problem. 

Let me clarify for the record, I do not believe in flying saucers, but 
I think it is important to have some kind of evidence that can be pre-
sented to the people so that they don't let the thing get more out of 
hand than I think it already is. 

Secretary BROWN. That is what we have been trying to do, Mr. 
Nedzi. I do not think we have any ideas of a scientific nature to 
exchange with anyone else yet, nor do they have such information to 
exchange with us, and the difficulty in going to an international pro-
gram is that it won't broaden our knowledge of basic data very much. 
On the other hand, it may degrade the quality of the data, because we 
have a hard enough time getting details in this country. A few well-
authenticated but unexplained cases are worth much more than a 
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number of unexplained cases where the data is not sufficiently precise 
to be helpful in an analysis. 

Mr. NEDZI. My final question, Doctor, would be whether-and I 
think you touched upon this-whether there has been ever any evidence 
in any of these unexplained sightings that would indicate that there 
is some kind of extraterrestial intelligence involved? 

Dr. HYNEK. I believe I have covered that. I have not seen any 
evidence to confirm this, nor have I know any competent scientist 
who has, or who believes that any kind of extraterrestrial intelligence 
is involved. However, the possibility should be kept open as a possible 
hypothesis. I don't think we should ever close our minds to it. But 
certainly there is no real evidence of intelligent behavior of hardwares. 
If we had received periodic visits by controlled space vehicles since 
rn47, or earlier, it is likely they would have had some kind of trouble 
at some time and dropped something off the coast of Spain or §lome 
place, and we have not come across any positive proof like that. 

Mr. NEDZI. Mr. Chairman, until the sightings get a little closer to 
my district, I have no further questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. I recognize Mr. Chamberlain, then I go to Governor 
Stafford and Mr. Hebert, because I want to get as close to the districts 
as I can. 

I want to put in the record Mr. Ford's letter, and the response bv 
Secretary Brown. 

What else, Mr. Blandford, ought to go in the record? 
Mr. BLANDFORD. That is all that ought to be in at this time. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, we will put all of these in the 

record. I want to shed as much light on these illuminated objects a 0 

we can. 
( The material above referred to is as follows : ) 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
OFFICE OF THE MINORITY LEADER, 

Represent.ative L. MENDEL RIVERS, 
Chairman, Armed Services Committee, 
U.S. House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D.C., Marah 28, 1966. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN RIVERS: No doubt you have noted the recent flurry of news-
paper 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 North-
western University, to Michigan to investigate the various reports; and he dis-
missed 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 sched-
ule hearings on the subject of UFO's and invite testimony from both the execu-
tive 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 ad-
visability of an investigation 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." 
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Mr. Drummond goes on to st.ate, "We need 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. • · d 

"The time has come for the President or Congress to name an obJective an_ 
respected panel to investigate, appraise, and report on all present and future evi-
dence about what is going on." h 

I agree fully with Mr. Drummond's statem~nts. I also s?ggest you scan t ,e 
enclosed series of six articles by Bulkley Griffin of the Griffin-Larrabee N~" s 
Bureau here. In the last of his articles, published last Janul:ry, Mr. _Gri~n 
says, "A main conclusion can be briefly stated. It is that the Air F_'orc~ is m_is-
leading the public by its continuing campaig:°-. to p7odu~e and ma~~tam ~ellef 
that all sightings can be explained away as misidentification of familiar obJects, 
such as balloons, stars, and aircraft." . . . 

I have just today received a number of telegrams urgmg a congressional mves-
tigation of UFO's. One is from retired Air Force C?L Harold ~- ~~own, Ard-
more, Tenn., who says, "I have seen UFO. Will be available to,!estify. 

Another from Mrs. Ethyle M. Davis, Eugene, Oreg., reads, 9 out of 10 peo1)le 
want truth of UFO's. Press your investigation t? the full~?t." . . ,, 

Ronald Colier of Los Angeles, who identifies himself as scientist fr~m MIT, 
urges that you "do everything in your power to_ make All" Force ProJect Blue 
Book (the Air Force name for its study and verdicts on UFO reports) kn?~n to 
the people." Are we to assume that everyone who says he has seen UFOs is an 
unreliable witness? " t A UPI story out of Ann Arbor, Mich., dated March 21, 1966, st.ates that . a 
least 40 persons, including 12 policemen, said today that they saw a stra~ge ~.ymg 
object guarded by 4 sister ships land in a swamp near here Sunday mght. 

Matt Surrell of Station WJR, Detroit, cites an eye witn~ss acco~nt of a recent 
UFO sighting by Emile Grenier of Ann Arbor, an aer~nautica~ engmeer employed 
by Ford Motor co. He points. out that an aeronautical engmeer 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 Force, I strongly recommend that there be a com-
mittee investigation of the UFO phenomena. . . . . , 

I think we owe it to the people to establish cre~ibillt_Y regardmg UFO s and to 
produce the greatest possible enlightenment on this S)lbJect. 

Kindest personal regards . 
Sincerely, 

Enclosures. 
GERALD R. FORD, Member of Congress. 

[From the Washington Post, Mar. 27, 1966] 

DoN'T SNEER AT UFO's 

(By Roscoe Drummond) 

You can't dismiss the possibility that some of the unidentified flying objects, 
which so many people have sighted in so many places, are real: . 

There are, of course, UFO buffs who seem to wa~t to bE;heve everythmg and 
discount logical explanations. But Air Force officials assigned to c~eck up _on 
these sightings seem so bored and skeptical that many people have the im1?ress10n 
that they think the public would panic if all the facts were brought out mto the 
open. . ... 

Let's not leave the search for more knowledge to those who tend to accepL 
everything uncritically or to those who tend to dismiss every U:FO as _rid~culous. 

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. 

Last week more than 100 persons ( some of them trained observers) reported 
seeing "flying saucers" in seven States, from_ Maine to ~exas to Colorado. 

• Last year, project Blue Book, the sm~ll ~ir ~orce umt created to keep tabs 
on these things, received 886 reports of TJ:E O sig~till%s. . . 

During the last 2 years, the National ~nvestigat10ns Committee.on Aerial ~he-
nomena, a private group headed by a retired Naval Academy Manne Corps pilot, 
received 3,000 such reports. 

During the past 10 years, the NICAP received some 8,000 reports and says that 
1,500 of them "seem pretty substantial and unexplained." 
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The Air Force totals 10,147 UFO reports and states that 646 of them remain 
unexplained by provable natural phenomena. 

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. 

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

One fact about the UFO's gives me pause. There have been no reall:v ~olid 
reports of creatures being seen getting off landed saucers. To venture from one 
planet to another involves great intellectual curiosity and I would think it almost 
impossible for someone from outer space, once here, to stifle that curiosity to the 
extent of not trying to make personal contact with Earth people. 

Conceivably, we have been seeing only preliminary unmanned orbitings of the 
Earth precisely controlled at great distances. But we don't know. 

We need 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, 1966] 

DIDPUTY SHERIFF "SHOOTS" A UFO OVER MICHIGAN 

ANN ARBOR, MICH.-A Michigan deputy sheriff said an unidentified flying 
object sighted over southern Michigan last week was trapped-on film-and still 
another UFO was reported yesterday. 

Deputy Sheriff David Fitzpatrick of Washtenaw (Ann Arbor) Oounty took 
the photographs with a tiny camera roughly the size of a man's two forefingers 
held together. 

Prints were delayed because the tiny film had to be sent to Forest Hills, N.Y. , 
for development. 

The new sighting of an unidentified flying object near Holland, Mich., came 
from both Mr. and Mrs. Robert Nichols, who live across Michigan's southern 
Lower Peninsula near Saugatuck. They said it flew across a highway ahead of 
them, no more than 150 Ito 200 feet high. 

Nichols, 24, said the object appeared about half the size of an automobile and 
was "a round circle glO'lying red on the inside and white on the outside." 

Nichols' description fits roughly that given by several of more than a score who 
have reported sightings in the Ann Arbor area in the las<t 10 days. 

Fitzpatrick, however, said the two objects he photographed gave off a bril-
liant yellow-white light in graceful swoops which he and Sheriff's Sgt. N. K. 
Schneider observed from about 4 a.m. to 7 a.m., March 16. 

The photographs show two distinct streaks of light in the sky high above 
street lights leading into Milan. No details of the objects are visible in the 
photographs blow up to 8 by 10 inches from the tiny film. 

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, a Northwestern University astrophysicist, was sent here by 
the Air Force to investigate recent reports. 

He has scheduled a news conference in Detroit today to discuss his probe. 
Meanwhile, reports of unidentified flying objects moved south into Ohio today. 

A farmer who lives near Upper Sandusky in northwestern Ohio told sheriff's 
deputies that an object shaped "like a top" or a "Christmas tree upside down" 
hovered over a wooded area on his property early today. 

Deputies were called to the farm three times, but the farmer said the object, 
with lights on Its outer edges, disappeared each time before they arrived. 

[From the Detroit News, Mar. 23, 1966,J 

PHOTO ADDS NEW WRINKLE TO SAUCERS 

(By Douglas Bradford) 

While Air Force officials: prowled through the countryside for some sign of the 
strange night visitors that have been zipping through southea-stern Michigan 
skies, a Monroe area boy came up with what he said was a picture of one. 
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Paul Richwine, 16, who lives in Woodland Beach, 3 n:i-Hes north .. of ~onroe, 
produced a piece of film with a blob o_n it that ~e say~ his camera saw when 
he pointed it at a "flying saucer" over his home Friday mght. . . 

Detroit News photographers say the blo~ coul? be _due _to wrinkle m the film. 
But Paul and his mother, Mrs. Marianmce Richwine, msist that they saw the 

strange glowing objects cavorting in the sky and that the dark area on the 
picture represents one of them. . 

The object in the picture doesn't seem to have much material s~bstance. 
Neither Paul nor his mother can account for the fact that the thmg they saw 

was bright and shiny with flaslhing colored lights while the camera recorded a 
dark smear. d ·th Paul said his Argus F-100 was on time exposure at f._ 2.8 and was loade wi 
fast film when he took the picture a1t about 11 :30 p.m., Friday. . ,, 
• The News photographers conceded that th~ darkness ~n the picture "might be 
the indication of something moving quite swiftly on a time exposure, or the blob 
could be a water spot on the negative or a wrinkle in the film. . . 

Mrs Richwine said the object's appearance was preceded b;v four glowi!lg 
shape~ about 10 :30 p.m., Friday. She saw them from her front wmdow, she sanl. • 

[From the Grand Rapids (Mich.) Press, Mar. 22, 1966] 

STATE FLYING OBJECT REPORTS BRING PLEA FOB FEDERAL SIFT 

ANN ARBOR.-A Michigan Congressman pl_anned ?'uesdl:Y to ~!k the Defense 
Department to investigate reports of unidentified flymg obJects si,.,hted near Ann 

Ar~~: Representative Weston Vivian, Democi:at, of Michigan, left for Washing-
ton, D.C., Monday after conferring with Sheriff Douglas!- Harvey, of _Washte-
naw County. Harvey said Vivian also planned to talk with t_he U.S. Air Force. 

Three times within a week, residents of the neal'lby commumty of Dexter have 
reported sighting objects flying in the night sky. " . . 

"I didn't believe those reports," said Harvey. But with so ma1:1-y tramed 
police personnel and reliable citizens having seen them, I must believe some-
thing is in the Washtenaw County skies." 

And Tuesday, the Hillsdale County c!vil defense dire~tor and 87 college coeds 
said they watched an eerie, hovering flymg obJect settle m a swampy hollow near 
a school dormitory Monday night. . . 

William VanHorn, 41, the county civil defense director for 10 years, ,mid he 
watched the unidentified object through binoculars for 3 hours. . 

The Air Force announced it was calling in ~r. ~- Allen Hynek, chairma~ of 
the Dearborn Observatory at Northwestern Umversity, Eva~ston, !11., and scien-
tific consultant to the Air Force's UFO study program, to mvestigate the rash 
of sightings. Cl t th A'r Hynek will work from Selfridge Air Force Base n~ar Mount emen s, e i 
Force said. . . c 1 d , d the'r • In Hillsdale, VanHorn said he joined 87 J:Iillsdale o_l ege coe s an * * 
housemother to watch the object. He ~aid it emitted wavering orange, red • 

[From the New York Times, Mar. 22, 1966] 

FORTY IN MICHIGAN SAY A MYSTERIOUS CRAFT HOVERED IN SWAMP 

ANN ARBOR, MICH., March 21.-At least 4-0 persons, including 12 _volicem~n, 
said today that ithey saw a strange flying object guarded by four srster ships 
land in a swamp near here Sunday night. . 

Descriptions of the unidentified flying objects tallied close!Y·. A patrolman, 
Robert Hunawill, said he and other residents of the area saw similar craft before 
dawn last Monday and Wednesday. . . 

In Washington, the Air Force said it knew nothmg of the reports. The Air 
Force's Michigan headquarters in Battle Creek would not comment. L_~ 

Two persons who slogged through the 300-acre sw_amp today and loo~ for 
traces of the craft found nothing but marsh grass, qmcksand, and muck. 
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However, the two persons who reportedly were closest to the object Frank 
Mannor, 47 years old, and his son, Ronald, 19, said it did not appear to t~uch the 
ground but sat on a base of fog. 

Frederick_ E._ Davids, State p_olice commissioner, who is also head of civil de-
fense for Michigan, opened an mvestigation. 

"I used to discoun~ these r~ports too, but now I'm not so sure," he said. 
Mr. Mannor ~nd his son said they had run 'to within 500 yards of the object. 

Mr. Mann~r said the_ craft was shaped like a football and was about the length 
of ,f car with a g~ayish yellow hue and a pitted surface like coral rock. 

,.It had a blue hght_on one end and a white light on the other," he said. 
TheJ'. were pulsatmg and each of them looked like they had a little halo 

around it," he said. 
(?ther witnesses saw only the lights, but their descriprtions, including those of 

policemen, agreed closely. 
St:1n1e;v McF~dden, Washtenaw County s·heriff's deputy, said he and Deputy 

David Fitzpatrick watched the object fly over their car about the same time the 
Mannors reported it had taken off. ' 

Officer Hunawill said four other unidentified flying objects had hovered in a 
quarter circle over the object in the swamp. 

[From the Washington Post, Mar. 23, 1966] 

FrnsT UFO's OF SEASON ARE SIGHTED 

Spring's first fl,yi~g s~u~ers have sprouted right alongside the forsythia. 
Scores of people m Michigan have reported strange flying objects since the 

weekend, a~d a former fighter pilot says he saw several over his Bethesda home 
Saturday mght. 

The Air Force, which has investigated more than 10 000 such reports since 
194!, sent No~thwe_stern University's Dr. H. Allen Hynek, its top scientific 
adviser on umdentified flying objects (UFO's), to look into the Michigan 
reports. 

. The latest was Monday night at Hillsdale College, where a county civil defense 
directo_r, a f~rmer_ reporter and assistant dean, and 87 coeds say they watched 
a glo~mg obJect zippmg around campus for 4 hours. 
. Thi~ report co~ncided wi~h one near Ann Arbor, where about 50 persons--
mcludmg _ 12 poh~emen-s~id they saw an eerie object cruise over a swamp 
Sunday mght while four sister ships hovered overhead. 

In Beth~sda, retired Air Force Col. Howard T. Wright, of 5119 Newport 
Avenue, said he and five other persons saw several objects outside his home and 
they were "definitely not in my imagination, nor were they satellites or airplanes." 

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

EIGHTY-SEVEN MICHIGAN 0oEDS AND OFFICIAL SIGHT MYSTERIOUS OBJECT 

HILLSDALE, MICH., March 22 (UPI).-A civil defense director, an assistant 
dean a_nd 87 coeds reported a glowing object fly past a college dormitory and 
hover m a swamp for hours. 

Their description of the object seen here last night tallied closely with that 
of_ one seen by more than 50 persons, including 12 policemen near Ann Arbor 
l\:hch., the previous night. ' ' 

'!'he Air Fo_rce dispatched its top scientific adviser on unidentified flying 
obJects to begm an investigation. 

Th~ witnesses said. they watched from the second floor of a Hillsdale College 
dorm~tory a~ the obJect wobbled, wavered, glowed, and once flew right at a 
dormitory wmdow before stopping suddenly. 

Mrs. Kelly Hearn,_ for 7 years a newspaper reporter before becoming assistant 
dean of women, assistant professor of English and housemother of the dormi-
tory, had the coeds take notes as they watched the object for 4 hours. 

The:i: and _Willia1:1 Van Horn, 41, Hillsdale County civil defense director, said 
the obJect dimmed its lights when police cars approached, brightened again when 
they went away, and dodged an airport beacon light. 

Barbara Kohn, 21, of New Castle, Pa., and Cynthia Poffenberger, 18, of 
Cleveland were the first to see the object. They described its shape as roughly 
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that of a football. This was roughly the same description given by a man and 
his son who reported that they saw an eerie object land in a swamp Sunday 
night 45 miles northeast of here near Ann Arbor. . 

The Air Force announced it was bringing in Dr. H. Allen Hynek, chairman of 
Dearborn Observatory at Northwestern University, Evanston, Ill., and scientific 
consultant to the Air Force's Project Blue Book program to track down the 
reports of unidentified flying objects. 

Dr. Hynek set up his headquarters at Selfridge Air Force Ba~e, Mount 
Clemens, Mich., near the southern Michigan section where the obJects have 
been reported several times lately. 

"It was definitely some kind of vehicle," Mr. Van Horn said. "Through the 
glasses [binoculars] it was either round or long." 

The object's shape was briefly outlined by lightning as it veered over and 
near the dormitory before retreating into the swamp, Miss Kohn said. It stayed 
there for 4 hours before vanishing, witnesses said. 

[From the Washington Post, Mar. 29, 1966] 

TRUTH ABOUT FLYING OBJECTS HIDDEN BY AIR FORCE, FAITHFUL SAY 

(By Howard Simons, Washington Post Staff Writer) 

Firm believers that unidentified flying objects are for real and from a far-off 
super-civilization met the press yesterday amid a torrent of reports about new 
objects being sighted everywhere in the United States. . . .. 

The believers repeatedly charged the Air Force with deliberately hidu~g the 
truth, which if it were known "would bring forth one of the greatest stories of 
the century." • The believers also "fully backed" Representative Gerald Ford, Republ~can, 
of Michigan, who wants a congressional investigation of unidentified obJects 
which have lately plagued his home State • 

But most of all, the believers want to be believed and loved. . . • 
"We want the Air Force merely to end its secrecy on sightmgs and stop ridi-

culing competent witnesses," said retired Marine Corps Maj. Donald E. Keyhoe, a 
UFO skeptic until his conversion. . . . • 

Keyhoe now is director of the National Investigations Committee l'.n ~erial 
Phenomena, an organization whose major aims are to evaluate all UFO s~ghtmgs; 
get the Air Force to own up to the truth and to expose UFO charlatans who keep 
seeing "little green men." Keyhoe and his colleagues, including scientists, engineers, militar~· personnel, 
and pilots, scorn the thought of "little green men." 

Had a visitor from afar ever set foot on the earth? the serious students 
of UFO's were asked. There was only one case suggesting so, said committee staff member and 
former Newsman Donald Berliner. It happened in April 1964 near Socorro, 
N. Mex., where police officers saw two small suited occupants 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 believe they were green, wryly quipped Berlmer. 

The committee's case for believing that UF1O's are for real was put to the press 
by Keyhoe. It amounted to an argument that thousands of competent per~ons-
including radar controllers, qualified pilots, and missile trackers-had sighted 
objects ; roughly 100.000 persons in all. . . . 

The Air Force, which has been investigatmg UFO reports smce 1948, has 
steadfastly maintained there is no evidence any flying object has come from 
somewhere else in the universe. 

Keyhoe's view, shared by the committee's board of governors;, is radic~lly dif-
ferent. The committee concludes, Keyhoe said yesterday, that these thmgs are 
real and must be extraterrestrial because they are so superior to anything we 
have." ' According to Keyhoe. UFO's have been observing the earth for 2~ years. He 
c;ave two reasons, essentially, for why no contact has been made with whoever 
it is that pilots the UFO's. 

One reason is that the Air Force has orders to scare the UFO's away. 
A second reason is that until humans demonstrated the atomic bomb and space 

flight the UFO people regarded earth as too primitive a society to bother with 
other than for surveillance purposes. 
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[From the Portland (Maine) Evening Express, Jan. 17, 1966] 

THOSE "FLYING SAUCERS"-AIR FORCE ExPLAININGS-AWAY OF UFO's DEEPENS 
MYSTERY 

fEditor's note: This is the first of a series about UFO's (unidentified flying 
?l>Jects by Bulkley S. Griffin, executive editor of the Evening Express Wash-
m_gton Bureau. He wrote the stories after visiting the UFO office of the U.S. 
Air Force.) 

WASHINGTON, D.C.-The Air Force handling of the unidentified flying objects 
(UP~'s) continues to be something of a mystery. Its persistent endeavors to 
explam all the UFO sightings as misidentification of ordinary objects, such as 
s~rs and balloons, has become so conspicuous as to raise questionings in the 
mmds of a growing number of citizens. Some of these explanations seem to run 
count":r to both logic a~d commonsense. Running along with these explainings-
a way is an apparent Air Force lack of enthusiasm-especially at high levels-to 
do a thorough job of investigating sightings. 

Headquarters of the Air Force investigation and conclusions on unidentified 
flying. objects-they call the enterprise Project Blue Book-is at Wright-Patter-
son Air Force Base near Dayton, Ohio. In charge of Project Blue Book is Maj. 
Hector Quintanilla. 

Recently this_ writer has made two more visits to Wright-Patterson to study 
the files of ProJect Blue Book and to talk with Major Quintanilla the architect 
of the military's final public verdicts on the UFO's. ' 

A multitude of UFO sightings in the last dozen months has kept the Air Force 
busy trying to explain-away and has rendered the public more conscious and 
curious than ever about these strange, usually lighted, objects in the sky. The 
~ir Force and _the burdened Project Blue Book have often resorted to the expe-
dient of lumpmg a number of sightings together-not naming any particular 
one-and furnishing a generalized catchall explanation. 

This is what it did respecting an extraordinary number of sightings in the 
Southwest around the beginning of last August. The very number of the UFO's 
and of the sighters of them shook some public confidence thereabouts in both the 
Air Force's . knowledge of the subject and in the good faith of its explainings-
away. 

Extracts from dispatches sent out at that time by the two national wire serv-
ices will refresh memories and provide a good idea of the magnitude of the UFO 
performance. On Tuesday, August 3, the New York Times and other newspapers 
carried an Associated Press dispatch from Oklahoma City, dated August 2. It 
began: 

. "Authorities in Texas, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Kansas were deluged last 
mght and early today (August 2) by reports of unidentified objects seen flying 
in the sky. 

"The Sedgwick County sheriff's office at Wichita, Kans., said the Weather 
Bureau had tracked several of theQ'.l at altitudes of 6,000 to 9,000 feet. 

"The Oklahoma Highway Patrol said that Tinker Air Force Base here (Okla-
homa City) had tracked four of the unidentified flying objects on its radar screen 
at one time, estimating their altitude at about 22,000 feet. A Tinker spokesman 
refused to confirm or deny the reports of radar observations." 

"Reports poured in" from 21 cities and towns, continued the Associated Press 
dispatch. The 21 are named: 7 are listed in Texas, 3 in New Mexico 5 in Okla-
home, and 6 in Kansas. ' 

The United Press International, in a dispatch in the evening of August 2, named 
eight States. "Reports of sightings by eye poured in from Kansas Texas Okla-
homa, New Mexico, Colorado, 1South 'Dakota, Nebraska, and Wy~ming. ' Okla-
h'omans probably saw the most." 
. In a dispatch from Oklahoma City dated August 4, the United Press Interna-

tional declared that "thousands of persons across the Nation's midlands and 
South'Yest again last night reported seeing mysterious flashing, winking, and 
sparkhng phenomena that sped and sometimes zigzagged across the skies. 

"The Air Force contends most of the sightings were probably stars or planets. 
It was the fourth consecutive night of UFO sightings. A lot of people took 
issue with the Air Force's claim that they were stars or planets." 

It can be mentioned in passing that radar does not pick up stars or planets. 
In one United Press International dispatch it is stated that "Oklahomans prob-

ably saw 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, som~-
times meager, or upon the Air Force statements. The Department of Pubhc 
Safety of the State of Oklahoma has sent to the office.of ~ongressman John_Jar-
man Democrat of the Oklahoma City congressional district, and to the National 
Inve~tigations Committee on Aerial Phenomena (NICAP) in Washington a sun~-
mary of the teletype reports sent into the Oklahoma Highw:ay Pa~rol Commum-
cations Network Center, July 31-August 5, from the various highway patrol 
headquarters over the State. . 

This valuable document which was not observed in the files of ProJect Blue 
Book will be utilized in o~e or more following articles dealing with the curious 
beha;ior of the Air Force touching the UFO's and the public. 

[From the Portland (Maine) Evening Express, Jan. 18, 1966] 

THOSE FLYING SAUCERS-HIGHWAY PATROL REPORT FIRES CoNTROVERSY OVER 
UFO's 

(Editor's note: This is the second of a series about UFO's (unidentified fl~ing 
objects) by Bulkley S. Griffin, executive editor of the Evening Express Washm~-
ton Bureau. He wrote the stories after visiting the UFO office of the U.S. Air 
Force.) 

(By Bulkley Griffin) 

w ASHINGTON, D.C.-Research into the matter of the unidentified flying ob-
jects (UFO's), the U.S. Air Force, and the public, receives _substantial he~p from 
a report furnished by the Oklahoma Department of Pubhc Safety. This sum-
marizes the messages dealing with UFO sightings that passed over the Okla-
homa Highway Patrol network in the period July 31-August 5.. . 

A survey of this information reveals the large number of sightmgs an~ the 
much larger number of witnesses of those sightings, and lists some radar sight-
ings by the Air Force. It compares with a generalized attention to those sigh~-
ings by the Air Force and Project Blue Book, the latter the name for the Air 
Force investigation of UFO's. . . 

At 3 :30 p.m. August 2, Project Blue Book issued a statement assummg to ex-
plain the avalanche of UFO sightings that had hit the Southwest-but probably 
had hit Oklahoma the heaviest-starting July 31. 

Therefore this article will seek to hit the high points of the sightings reported 
on the Okl~homa Highway Patrol network beginning with July 31, up to the 
issuance of the Project Blue Book explanation. 

The first report on the teletype came the early morning of July 31. A W!nne-
wood, Okla., police officer, Louis Sikes, reported a UFO. The radar at Tmker 
Air Force Base located the object. A little later, continued the highway patrol 
report, "Caswell Air Force Ba~e (Fort Worth, Tex.). aime~ their ra~ar at the 
same location and came up with the same fix as Tmker. Both Tmker and 
Caswell followed the object, which once disappeared and then reappeared, ~or 
some time. Later that day an Associated Press dispatch from Oklahoma City 
stated flatly that Tinker and Caswell both had the UFO on radar. 

The next night saw the UFO reports crowding the highway patrol teletype. 
Some quotations of messages will be given. 

At 9 :19 p.m. the highway patrol tower sent out this message: "Since 8 p.m. 
the tower has received in the neighborhood of 25 to 30 visual sightings, many by 
police officers and highway patrol troopers of various unidentified flying objects 
from the Purcell area north through the Norman area to Chandler and back 
through Meeker and Shawnee. . . . . 

"Three Shawnee officers and their captam have four of the obJects m sight 
at this time, also another has cropped up from the south of . Tecumseh and is 
apparently going to fly directly over Shawnee. 

"The sightings vary from one to four of the objects at various times starting 
in a reddish color and varying to a white and blue luster. 

"Shawnee rreports the objects seem to be 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 visual 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 Air Force Base has had frotn one to four of them on radar at a time, 
and they advise they are flying very high, at approximately 22,000 feet, which 
seems to coincide with the visual sightings, all of which are 'very high flying 
objects.'" 

Other reports came in the night of August 1. The sheriff's office at Chandler 
reported two UFO's. Two individuals-names given-spotted a UFO between 
Norman and Purcell. "Tinker AFB looking at it---or attempting to do so at 
this time with radar-Wichita Falls, Tex., also notified to look.'' Another UFO 
was seen near Forgan, and sighter's name and address given. 

"Although there were numerous other reports from other sources which did 
not reach the patrol, those above were all of the reports, whch moved on the high-
way patrol wire on August 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 p.m. regarding a sighting at 12 :50 p.m. near Cushing. Other 
reports followed through the afternoon and night. 

All this from just one State's highway patrol teletype. 
At 3 :30 p.m. on August 2, Maj. Hector Quintanilla, in charge of Project Blue 

Book, issued the following statement: 
"Initial study of the reports thus far received by the Air,Force indicates that 

the observations were astronomical in nature. The objects most likely observed 
were the planet Jupiter and the stars Rigal, Capella, Betelgeux, or Al-debaran, 
which are clearly visible in the eastern sky. ·The time of reported sightings, the 
azimuth and elevation of the reported sightings supports this conclusion. In 
addition, on August 1 and 2 the temperature distribution and varying wind 
speeds observed over the Great Plains, from northern Texas to Wyoming 
were favorable for the phenomenon, known as scintillation. Some of the 
reports were the aquarid meteor showers which occur between July 26 to 
August 6. The meteors approach from the southeast and streak swiftly across 
the sky trailing sparks. '!'here has been no confirmation that any of the sight-
ings reported were tracked on radar. 

This official statement presents two characteristics typical of Air Force treat-
ment of UFO reports. First, no specific sighting is mentioned, and just about 
every conceivable reason for seeking to explain away the multitude of sightings 
over eight States is included. 

Seconrl, 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, 
and Tinker having a fix on up to four objects the night of August 1-2; and de-
spite national wire services reports of these radar sightings and of a Wichita 
weather station radar sighting of several UFO'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 Highway Patrol indicated on one occasion the night of August 1-
would strengthen the argument that some UFO's are ,real and unknown. 

But that August 2 statement from Project Blue Book was immediately attacked 
from a different angle by Director Robert Risser of the Oklahoma Science and 
Art Foundation Planetarium in Oklahoma City. To quote a UPI dispatch: 

"'That (Project Blue Book statement) is as far from the truth as you can 
get," Risser said. 'Somebody has made a mistake. These stars and planets are 
one the opposite side of the earth from Oklahoma City at this time of year.' " 

Major Quintanilla, recently asked about the comment of Director Risser, 
pointed out the UFO reports were ~oming in from several States, and said his 
August 2 announcement referred to Wyoming where the stars in question were 
visible. He added the statement applied to Oklahoma between 1 and 4 in the 
morning. 

[From the Portland (Maine) Evening Express, Jan. 19. 1966] 

THOSE "FLYING SAUCERS"-NEW HAMPSHIRE SIGHTING ONE OF MOST FRIGHTENING 

(Editor's Note: This is the third of a series about UFO's (unidentified flying 
objects) by Bulkley S. Griffin, executive editor of the Evening Express, Washing-
ton bureau.) 

WASHINGTON, D.C.-One of the more impressive sightings of an unidentified 
flying object (UFO) occurred near Exeter, N.H., last September. As narrated, 
it was an extended closeup observation of a lighted object that was noiseless and 
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close to the ground. Several persons apparently observed it, three of them, in-
cluding two policemen, at one time. . 

The conclusion of Project Blue Book-the name of the Air Force_ UFO probe 
that announces the final verdicts on sightings-that the New Hampsh1,re watchers 
saw low-flying airplanes, is of a piece with many other Air Force attempted 
explainings away. It doesn't make sense. 

The Xew Hampshire sighting is of significance on another ground. It involves 
the reported effect of a UFO in disturbing and exciting animals. 

The sequence of events near Exeter began at 1 o'clock in the morning_ o_f la~t 
September 3 when Exeter Police Officer Eugene P. B_ertrand, Jr., 30, cru~s11;1g m 
his police car, came upon an auto drawn up by the side of th_e roa~ an~ m it an 
hysterical woman, who according to the officer's report to the mvestiga~iv~,officer 
from Pease Air Force Base, N.H., "stated she was too upset to dnve. She 
stated a light had been following her and had stopped over her car.'' T1;1-e officer 
stayed with her about 15 minutes, sought to reassure her, saw nothmg, and 
departed for the police station. 

There he found Norman J. Muscarello, 18, of Exeter who had come to the sta-
tion to tell of his experience while a few miles out of Exete:. 1:'[e said some-
thing big with dazzling, flashing red lights had appeared movm? Just a1:>ove the 
treetops. It had moved rather slowly toward him. He had Jumped mto the 
ditch for safety. Then the thing had disappeared. 

Officer Bertrand took Muscarello with him in his patrol car and they returned 
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 flashlight. At this 
point Officer Bertrand's report to an examining officer at Pease AFB can be 
taken up. . 

"When we had gone about 50 feet a group of five bright red hghts came from 
behind a group of trees near us. They were extremely bright and flashed one 
at a time. 

"At one time they came so close I fell to the ground and started to draw my 
gun. The lights were 'SO bright I was unable to make out any form. . 

"There was no sound or vibration but the farm animals were upset m the 
area and making a lot of noise. When the lights started coming near us again 
Muscarello and I ran for the car. * * * 

"I radioed Patrolman David Hunt who arrived in a few minutes. He also 
observed the lights which were still over the field at an estima!ed altitude o~ 100 
feet and finally disappeared in the distance at the same altitude. The hghts 
were always in line at about 60° angie. When the object moved the lower lights 
were always forward of the others." 

In this case the Air Force, which generally appears to hang back from much 
investigating of UFO reports, did do some investigating. It interviewed the 
sighters and neighbors. 

'l'he Pease Al<'B officer, who headed this local military probe and who, by the 
way, was a command pilot, made this finding : . . . 

"At this time have been unable to arrive at a probable cause of this sightrng. 
The three observers seem to be stable, reliable persons, especially the two patrol-
men. I viewed the area of the sighting and found nothing in the area that could 
be the probable cause. Pease AFB had five B-47 aircraft flying in the area during 
this period but do not believe they had any connection with this sighting:' . 

However, Project Blue Book lists low-flying airplanes as probably responsible 
for this Exeter sighting. Maj. Hector Quintanilla, in charge of Blue Book, stat1;s 
that the 8th Air Force SAC (Strategic Air Command) group at Westover Air 
Force Base, Mass., was conducting a low-level operation, called Big Blast, at 
the time. He said he believes the Exeter "people were looking a,t low-level 
aircraft." 

The effect of a UFO on animals had been reported in a New York State case 
about 2 weeks before the Exeter event. An investigating officer from the 
Niagara Falls Air Force Base, commenting on the sighting of a low-down UFO 
near Cherry Creek, N.Y., on August 19, said: 

"Preliminary analysis reveals object not explainable in conventional terms. 
Object caused reduction in farm cows' milk from 2½ cans to 1 can. Disturbed 
bull in field. Caused dog to bark." This sighting, by the way, is one of the 
very few that Project Blue Book has marked "Unidentified.'' . 

The Exeter UFO produced a fairly familiar charge; namely that the Air 
Force sought to suppress news of the sighting. In this in.stance the charge 
came from Raymond Fowler, of Wenham, Mass., head 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 locaJ newspaper correspondent not 
to mention the sightings. The request was put to the police on the ground 
people would be alarmed 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 is 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 UFO in the neigh-
borhood, in which it said: "So many have reported seeing it (the Exeter UFO) 
and their descriptions jibe so closely that, unless they have banded togethel' 
in one large hoax, their stories must be given credence." 

[From the Portland (Maine) Evening Express, Jan. 20, 1966,] 

THOSE "FLYING SAUCERS"-AIR FOIICE BRUSHES OFF Fr.ooo OF SIGHTINGS IN 
8oUTHWEST 

( Ediltor's note: This is the fourth of a series about UFO's ( unidentified flying 
objects) by Bulkley S. Griffin, executive editor of the Evening Express, Wash-
ington bureau.) 

WASHINGTON, D.C.-A good 2 weeks after the flood of unidentified flying object 
(UFO) sightings last August over Oklahoma and other Southwestern States, 
Tinker A.ir Force Base, Oklahoma City, produced its formal survey and judg-
ment. It sent this several-page explanation of sightings in its wide area to 
Project Blue Book, the Air Force office in charge of the UFO investigations and 
conclusions. 

This report is a good example of Air Force anti-UFO propaganda. lfuccept 
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 including a statement from the official of a planetarium in 
Oklahoma City whose text was that "the average person is uneducated as to what 
the sky normally looks like." 

Interviews with military experts are given which mention unusually bright 
stars at this time of year, a haze that refloots things from the ground, the fre-
quency of weather balloons and so on. 

An impressive but superficial case is made for weather balloons as fooling 
people into thinking they are seeing a UFO. The number released daily in the 
Oklahoma area is considerable. 

But the fact is that the citizens 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 be supplanting balloons as the favorite 
explanation put forth by Project Blue Book. 

The Tinker AFB report did not need to avoid mention of particular sightings. 
The Oklahoma Highway Patrol teletype reported a number of sightings well worth 
investigation and these teletype UFO -reports were relayed to all major news-
papers. wire services and TV and radio stations aCTOSS the State of Oklahoma; 
also to the weather wire teletype system. They were available to sincere Air 
Force investigators. 

The failure to interview witnesses could be !termed negative Air Force prop-
aganda. The highway patrol messages named close to a dozen civilian wit-
nesses usually with addresses, and the number of highway patrol officers that had 
sightings must have totaled two dozen and more. Yet the formal August 20 r,,,_ 
port from Tinker shows interviews wftb but tJwo civilians and two police officerR. 

Maj. Hector Quintanilla, in command of Project Blue Book, says the Air 
Force seeks interviews w'ith persons who c11ll up and whose nameR the:v learn. 
"We are not interested in persons who go to the newspapers or to radio and TV 
stations," he said. The wisdom of this exclusion is of course wide open to ques-
tion-assuming that the A.ir 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 much is indicated by 'a 
sentence sent out over the highway patrol network the night of August 2. ''The 
security officer at Tinker Field reports he has been swamped with calls the past 
hour from people reporting UFO's." This report refers to just 1 hour of the 
several-day sighting period. 

Chances are, it is said, that the A.ir Force handling of the UFO problem may 
be allowed to drag along by an apathetic public. Yet one may speculate on 
what an honest and energetic investigation might do. For one thing-, it would 
investigate some of the sightings reported 'by the Oklahoma highway patrol. 

For instance, t.ake this report that moved with many others, 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 would move at a 
high rate of speed. Were moving south for a while, then 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 sight. 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 as 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--40 feet in diameter 
through a "tripod-111ounted 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 A.ir 
Force already knows, it is painstakingly keeping its information from the public. 
Chief blame for this lack of action must rest on the Government. 

But another culprit, the scientific community, must bear blame according to 
an August al'ticle by Robert C. Cowen, natural science editor of the Christian 
Science Monitor. He wrote in part: 

"The main reason there has been no scientific study of the (UFO) puzzle is 
social pressure within the scientific community. It has not been due to lack 
of opportunity to gather data. 

"Many scientists feel the whole subject is 'kooky.' They dismiss it with 
ridicule. It can be personally embarrassing, even detrimental to a scientist's 
career, to try to take the saucer problem seriously.'' 

It is time to investigate; scientific knowledge of some sort resides in the 
UFO phenomenon, said the wri,ter. 

[From the Portland (Maine) Evening Express, Jan. 21, 1966) 

THOSE "FLYING SAUCERS"-WHAT SHERIFFS SAW WASN'T STAR, UFX) PROBER 
ADMITS 

(Editor's note: This is the fifth of a series about UFO's (unidentified flying 
objects) by Bulkley S. Griffin, executive editor of the Evening Express, Wash-
ington bureau) 

WASHINGTON, D.C.-The case of the two Texas deputy sheriffs 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 for its own sake in 
any study of the Air Force-UFO confrontation. 

The ease also illustrates the possibility of a more realistic trend in Project Blue 
Book-which is the name of the A.ir Force's investigation of UFO's. 

Project Blue Book first listed the Texas sighting as, "Refraction of Star 
Antares distorted due to inversion." This verdict was a highly improbable one 
from the start, as wUl be seen from the testimony of the two deputy sheriffs. 
Rece:i;itly, Maj. Hector Quintanilla, in command of Project Blue Book, stated be 
has withdrawn this conclusion after talking over the phone with Deputy Sheriff 
McCoy. The star verdict didn't seem 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 verdict occurred in the instance of 
the four lighted objects seen together by many observers the night of August 1-2. 
according to the teletype reports of the Oklahoma Highway Patrol. The latter 
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said Tinker AFB had picked them up. But Blue Book had this sighting listed 
as "Astro (Antares)." Radar does not pick up stars, as previously noted. 

Recently, however, as this writer was discussing this sighting at the head-
quarters of Project Blue Book and pointed out that a Tinker A~ radar squadron 
sergeant had referred to t-wo stationary objects and two moving in the formation, 
Project Blue Book proposed that the two stationary objects were stars-the 
brightest of them Antares-and the two alleged to be moving could be airplanes. 

The two cases, one in Oklahoma and one in Texas, suggest to some observers 
that Project Blue Book, while vigorously trying to explain away has of late 
occasionally sought to throw a little more credibility into its investigations and 
conclusions. 

But to get to the two Texas deputy sheriff,s, who, as it came about, were fol-
lowed by a UFO the same night-September 3-on which at least one person in the 
Exeter, N.H., case reported being followed. 

Chief Deputy Sheriff Billy F. McCoy and Deputy Sheriff Robert W. Goode 
were on routine patrol near Damon, Tex.-which is around 40 miles south-
east of Houston-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 studied 
the lights through binoculars. They had slowed down off the edge of the high-
way when the lights started rapidly toward them. 

The testimony of Chief Deputy Sheriff McCoy, as given to an investigating 
officer from Ellington AFB, Tex., continues: 

"The object came up to the pasture next the highway about 150 feet off the 
highway and about 100 feet high. The bulk of the object was plainly visible 
and appeared to be triangular shaped with a bright purple light on the left and 
the smaller, less bright, blue light on the right end. The bulk of the object ap-
peared to be dark gray in color with no other distinguishing features. It ap-
peared to be about 200 feet wide and 40-50 feet think in the middle tapering off 
toward both ends. There was 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 and the interior of our patrol car. 
The tall grass under the object did not appear to be disturbed. 

"There was a bright moon out and it cast a shadow of the object on the ground 
immediately below it in the grass. Deputy Sheriff Goode was in the driver's 
seat with his left arm lying in the open window. Although he was wearing a 
long-sleeved shirt and a coat, he later said that he felt the heat apparently 
emanating from the object." 

The officers rushed away toward Damon "as fast as we could go" traveling 
"at speeds up to 110 miles an hour," said McCoy. Arrived in Damon, they dis-
cussed the matter. "We were both scared but still wanted to find out what it 
was." So they returned to the scene and saw the UFO on the horizon acting 
exactly as it had before. "We decided to leave the area because we figured that 
the object would start 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 reads in part : 

"After talking with both officers involved in the sighting there is no doubt in 
my mind that they definitely saw some unsual object or phenomenon. However, 
my investigation failed to uncover any facts that permitted me, with my meager 
knowledge of such things, to arrive at any explanation for the unusual sighting. 

"Both officers appeared to be intelligent, mature, levelheaded persons capable 
of sound judgment and reasoning. Chief Deputy Sheriff McCoy hold a responsible 
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 local townspeople; but have continued to profess the facts 
of their sighting • • *." 

[From the Portland (Maine) Evening Express, Jan. 22, 1966] 

THOSE "FLYING SAUCERS"-EVIDENCE INDICATES AIR FORCE MISLEADING PUBLIC 
ON UFO's 

(By Bulkley Griffin (last of six articles)) 

WASHINGTON, D.C.-This is the final one of half a dozen articles on the uni-
dentified flying objects (UFO's), the U.S. Air Force, which has the official job 
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of investigating the sightings, and the public. The conclusions reached have 
been assisted by tJwo more examinations of the files of Project Blue Book, the 
Air Force name for its study and its verdicts on UFO reports. 

A main conclusion cian be briefly stated. It is that the Air Force is misleading 
the public by it continuing campaign to produce and maintain belief that all sight-
ings can be explained away ,as misidentifications of familiar objects, such as 
balloons, stars, and aircraft. 

The logical assumption, backed by much circumstantial evidence, is that the 
Air Force is deliberately misleading the public. 

In this campaign the Air Force, backed by normal pU'bli:c respect for the military 
and for authoritative statements, and also assisted by the natural human dis-
inclination to think uncommonly or to be laughed at, has been largely successful. 

However the Air Force success in having the public believe what it wants it 
to believe :especting UFO's is steadily and conspicuously lessening. More and 
more skepticism is being voiced in newspapers and •by citizens. 

Another chief conclusion is this: no energetic and thorough effort to investi-
gate the unidentified flying object phenomenon is being made by the Air Force or 
ever has been made by it. And this charge holds true respect any other Gov-
ernment agency and respecting what has been termed the Nation's scientific 
community. . 

Reasons for the persevering Air Force performance are unknown to the pub!Ic. 
In the speculation one of the following three reasons is commonly advanced: the 
Air Force fears national panic if the truth about the UFO's were told; the Air 
Force feels it is stuck with its story; or the Air Force is silenced by the Central 
Intelligence Agency. 

The first alleged reason, however uncomplimentary to the intelligence ?f our 
citizens is one that has been heard at the Capitol off and on for approachmg 20 
years. 'S.ome speculate it may be the reason the Air Force has given to the chair-
men of th.e two congressional space committees in its understood endeavor to hold 
off a congressional investigation of the UFO subject. 

What is the truth about the OFO's"/ It is quite possible that no one on this 
earth knows. 

A veteran New England congressional leader, who was in a position to know, 
told this writer that the Air Force didn't know what they are. Officials of the 
Central Intelligence Agency ought to know. if anyone does, yet a former head of 
the CIA, Adm. R. H. Hillenkootter, affirmed half a dozen years ago that he did 
not believe in the Air Force explainings-away; but he did not indicate he thought 
he thought he knows the truth of the matter. 

An increa.sing number of good observers hold that a sizable minority of the 
sightings-many sightings presumably are misidentifications-represent_ some-
thing new and unknown. A large number of these observers, who mclude 
veteran pilots, radar operators, air traffic controllers, teachers, astronomers, and 
other experts, hold that the unknown UFO's are extraterrestrial. . . 

To all this Air Force officials can and do respond that not a smgle tangible 
bit of evidence of any such UFO has been found. This is a mighty strong argu-
ment the strongest argument of the so-called explainers-away. 

Yet to an augmenting number of competent observer.s the evidence grows 
stronger that some of the UFO's are real and really unknown. So very many 
impressive sightings can't be explained away, it is said. 

"From the United States, from Argentina, Uruguay, Portugal, France, Ant-
arctica and Australia (from four continents) have come 1Jhe rash of reports of 
sightings of unidentified flying objects ( UFO'8). The sightings have been the 
most numerous .since 1957." So summarized a United Press International dis-
patch last August. . 

First and last, few presumably will challenge a conclusion that the mystery 
and the problem of the unidentified flying object remain with this world. 

And as for the Air Force, with its intensive campaign to explain away every 
UFO sighting it might listen to the recent advice of a veteran astronomer, Dr. 
I. M. Levitt, director of the Fels Planetarium, Franklin Institute, Philadelphia, 
said: 

"It would be well if •our Project Blue Book officials were simply to indicate 
that sightings in a minority of cases cannot be explained. It would clear the air 
of a great deal of misunderstanding and mistrust of this group by the intelligent 
laymen and observers who have seen objects in the sky." 

I , 
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Hon. L. MENDEL RIVERS, 
Chailrma,n, Committee on Armed Services, 
House of Representatives. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE .A.Di FORCE, 
Washington, January 18, 1966. 

DEAB Mn. CHAIRMAN: Recently you requested information in behalf of Mr. 
John R. Gray about unidentified flying objects (UFO). 

The Air Force does not withhold or censor information on UFO's. The re-
sults of all .A.ir Force investigations are available to bona fide news representa-
tives and scientific researchers. Press releases are issued as warranted, and 
an annual report (copy attached) on the project is available to the public. There 
has never been an order issued by the Secretary of the .A.ir Force to suppress or 
withhold such information. 

The three conclusions set forth in Mr. Gray's letter are, in fact, the conclu-
sions which were reached as a result of a panel of scientific consultants that met 
at the request of the Government to study the problem in 1963. For your in-
formation, the U.S . .A.ir Force Scientific Advisory Board has been asked to 
evaluate the UFO program. .A.n ad hoc committee has been appointed and will 
convene sometime in February. The results will be available shortly after the 
meeting. 

As a result of investigating over 10,000 reports since 1947, we cannot associ-
ate disruption of running engines, radios, and headlights, or malfunction of air-
craft instruments, or heat sensations with UFO activity. Nor can we attribute 
them to aircraft operations. There are many plausible explanations for effects 
such as car radio static when passing powerlines, overheated car engines, drops 
in power and voltage in the elootrical system, malfunction of equipment, and 
imagination or panic of an observer. Weather conditions such a.s 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 hover and suddenly accelerate depending on the wind 
conditions. 

The foregoing inform·ation also explains our third conclusion. There has never 
been a top-secret document, entitled "Estimate of the Situation," which con-
cluded that UFO's are interplanetary in nature. 

.A.s of December 31, 1965, the Air Force has received 10,060 reports since 1947 
of which 645 are unidentified and oonnot be explained. It is our opinion that 
all reports could be explained if more detailed objective data had been avail-
able. However, because of the fact that analyses of UFO sightings depend pri-
marily on the personal impressions and interpretations of the observer rather 
than on accurate scientific data or facts obtained under controlled conditions, 
positive identification of all sightings is improbable. Information on any UFO 
report is available to private citizens upon request. 

Photographs received in conjunction with UFO reports are evaluated by photo 
analysis 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, Ohio, where 
all UFO records are kept. All objects which have been picked up or tracked on 
radar have been identified as flocks of birds, weather phenomena, or reflections 
from ground targets. Radar scope photography is classified only if it reveals 
classified defense information. 

The joint Army-Navy-Air Force publication 146 deals with UFO's only as a 
catchall class of sightings that does not fall into a recognized category such as 
ships, submarines, aircraft, or guided missiles. The purpose of the publication 
is to provide uniform instructions for the peacetime reporting of what is judged 
to be vital intelligence sightings. .A.ny person who violates the provisions of 
the publication may be liable to prosecution thereunder. The purpose of this 
is to emphasize the necessity for handling of such information within official 
channels only. 

The article appearing in the December 24, 1959, issue of TIG Brief, entitled 
"UFO's Serious Business," has been misinterpreted. The purpose of this article 
was simply to improve the quality of reports and investigative procedures. It 
also contained guidelines for effective reporting and the equipment necessary 
for investigations. We have no knowledge of any research projects such as 
those stated by Mr. Gray, nor do we have any information about the Santiago, 
Chile, incident. 
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All UFO reports which are submitted to the Air Force are regarded as 
eam~st ~ports from people who have seen an aerial object which they could 
~ot 1dent11'y. The purpose of our program is to evaluate such reports and to 
mform the observer of the cause of his sighting. 

Th!: N'!-tional Investiga•tions Committee on Aerial Phenomena is a private 
orgam:lllltion which is in no way affiliated with our Government. 

It is :a pleasure to again be of service to you. 
Sincerely, 

DWIGHT W. COVELL, 
Colonel, USAF, 

Congressional Inquiry Division, Offi,ce of Legislative Liaison. 

Hon. L. MENDEL RIVERS, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

JANUARY 11, 1966. 

MY DEAR Sm: 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. Knowing in advance essentially 
what reactions you will receive from these authorities, be they Air Foree, 
Department of Defense, or Congressional InquiTy Division officials, I strongly 
and respectfully request you withhold 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 best interest of 
the American people as it permits both sides of this controversy to be im-
partially weighed. 

NICAP, in the 9 years since its inception, has amassed sufficient factual in-
formation, documentation, and evidence to refute any or all Air Force claims. 
The organization asks only that it ,be given the opportunity to present this 
information in open hearings in order to attain its immediate goal of getting 
to the people the truth about the UFO's, as can be ascertained and officially 
confirmed ; and the ·best hope of achieving this end is through congressional 
action. 

Respectfully yours, 

Hon. L. MENDEL RIVERS, 
U.S. House of Representatives, 
The House Office BuiWing, 
Washvngton, D.C. 

JOHN R. GRAY, 
Huntington Beach, Calif. 

DECEMBER 29, 1965. 

MY DEAR Sm: As chairman of the House Armed Services Committee, you may 
be the proper person in the House, to whom I should address this correspondence 
pertaining to a subject, the scientific aspect of which promises far-reaching impli-
cations. A considera,ble amount of genuine scientific research by private indi-
viduals in this field is being thwarted, in part, by a policy of an agency of the 
U.S. Government through the employment of ridicule and the withholding of 
pertinent information. It is a field that has been the subject of suppression since 
1947 and particularly since 1953 by order of the Secretary of the Air Force. 

The subject, of which I write, is that of unidentified flying objects (UFO's) 
and the Air Force censorship in the handling of legitimate sightings and reports. 
The publicized conclusions, in part, of the Air Force's Project Blue Book are: 

(1) No unidentified flying object reported, investigated, and evaluated by 
the .A.ir Force has ever given any indication of threat to our national security; 

(2) There has been no evidence submitted to or disclosed by the .A.ir Force 
that sightings categorized as unidentified represent technological develop-
ments or principles beyond the range of present day scientific knowledge; 
and 

(3) There has been no evidence indicating that sightings categorized as 
unidentified are extra terrestrial vehicles. 

Other than the close encounters with UFO's reported by airline and military 
pilots, an element of truth can be conceded in conclusion ( 1). However, the 
vadility of number (2) must be disputed. Do we possess any aircraft that can: 

1. On close proximity to ground vehicles disrupt the running engines, 
headlights, and radios of those vehicles? 
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2. On close proximity to conventional aircrafts cause their gyro com-
passes and direction finders to momentarily malfunction? 

3. On close proximity to conventional aircrafts or ground vehicles cause 
intense heat sensation experienced by their occupants? 

4. Hover at any one point at any given time and suddenly accelerate hori-
zontally or vertically out of sight in a matter of 5 to 10 seconds? 

5. Execute an abrupt 90° or 180° change of direction while in flight? 
6. Make no discernible sound while in flight? 
7. Glow brilliantly and change colors? 

Such behavior and characteristics have been witnessed by reliable persons 
and documented enumerable times and are very familiar to the Air Force; in 
addition to being definitely beyond the scope of our present technology. If con-
clusion (3) had included the word "proof" instead of "evidence," the probability 
of truth could also be conceded here. As it stands, the statement is likewise 
false for the same reasons as the arguments listed against conclusion (2). Since 
our present state of technology does not permit satisfactory explanations to such 
behaviors of these objects, what other assumption can a scientific ..mind make 
than that their origin is extra terrestrial? It may be recalled that the Air Tech-
nical Intelligence Center (ATIC) at Wright-Patterson AFB, Dayton, Ohio, in 
July-August of 1948 concluded in their top secret document estimate of the 
situation that UFO's were interplanetary. While top Air Force officials will 
vehemently deny that such a document ever existed, proof that it does exist and 
is accessible for examination by interested Members of Congress-but not from 
the Air Force. 

While the Air Force does not publicly admit to the existence of the wealth of 
documented evidence that has been accumulated since before the appearance of 
the first airplane, it does admit to possessing at least 663 "unknowns" on the 
books. Sightings classified as "unknowns" are those well decumented by official 
and unofficial sources but remain unsolved and "unexplainable." Private 
citizens inquiring into the nature of these unknowns will be told that such is 
classified information (AFR 200--2 paragraphs 9 and 19). It should be noted, 
in this respect, that Vice President Humphrey and Senator Birch Bayh were 
misinformed by the Air Force through the Congressional Inquiry Division to 
the effect that all of the 663 "unknown" cases were solved. The letter to Sena-
tor Bayh was signed by Col. Frederick H. Fahringer. 

Dealings with the Air Force concerning information of UFO's have proven 
to be a one-way proposition-all in and none out. Is it little wonder that only 
about 10 percent of the citizenry dare risk disparagement for submitting reports 
that are truly unexplainable? The "lending" of photographic evidence of a 
sighting by a witness to the Air Force is tantamount to forfeiture. Infre-
quently, an Air Force "slip-up" occurs in his favor. 

The Air Force maintains that there is no censorship of UFO's. Anyone fol-
lowing this subject knows differently. Strong feelings were expressed by three 
of my acquaintances, all departed in recent years from service in that branch, 
in verifying that censorship does indeed exist. Two were radar technicians, 
one of whom was stationed at ·white Sands in 194-9 while the other was assigned 
to the 776th Radar Squadron at Point Arena, Calif. in 1961-62. The third was 
a member of Project Blue Book in Alaska during 1961-62. 

The Joint Chiefs of Staff regulation JANAP 146, section III, title 18, United 
States Code 793, threatens imposition of penalties of 1 to 10 years imprisonment 
and/or up to $10,000 fine upon any Air Force pilot who reveals an official UFO 
report. Such harsh punishment would certainly be indicative of the seriousness 
with which the Air Force regards the UFO's; and all the while the publicized line 
is "they don't exist." The official position was subsequently revealed when on 
December 24, 1959, an Air Force Inspector General brief was issued stating that 
"UFO's are Serious Business" and instructing all investigating officers to be 
equipped with geiger counters. The degree of seriousness can also be realized 
when one considers the lengths to which six agencies of the Federal Government 
are extending themselves in research to uncover the suspected secret of these ob-
jects-that of gravity control, or antigravity power. Forty-six such projects of 
research of varying degrees are currently being subsidized including 33 under Air 
Force supervision. 

While it is understandable that information pertaining to these projects does 
not necessarily fall into the sphere of the public's "right to know," there is no 
apparent reason or justification for the continuation of this "blackout" policy 
regarding UFO's. It matters not whether this policy was instigated by the Air 
Force or its superior, but it does matter when individual research in this field is 
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stifled; and it matters when the American people are denied the right to know 
what kind of powers they may be up against. Persistence in this dogmatic atti-
tude will only tend to deteriorate public morale if not the public trust in the Air 
Force when irrefutable proof of the existence of these objects manifests itself. 

Those behind this official "blackout" should be displaying real responsibility 
to all of us by desisting from the practices of ridiculing sincere witnesses and 
belittling sightings that defy explanations and at least extend public acknowl-
edgement of some credence to the evidence that abounds. Instituting a policy of 
dealing honestly, for a change, with the people would prepare the way to a mini-
mum of possible panic ( assuming this to be the basic reason for the censors~ip) 
upon arrival of that "moment of proof." (Please, excuse the pun.) Consider 
the contrast of the disrespect shown Americans to the consideration extended the 
citizens of Argentina and Chile. For example, on August 3, 1965, the radi? and 
TV stations of Santiago, Chile, alerted the populous to view the three lummous 
discus hovering over the city for some 25 minutes before moving slowly away. 

With the hope that we may yet receive such courtesy instead of treatment as 
children, I respectfully urge that you consider the undertakil!-g of a hearing into 
this despicable situation. Until this condition is brought out mto the open, much 
of the news media will continue to refrain from giving the UFO's serious consider-
ation they so justly deserve. 

All statements made in this letter can be substantiated by the National Investi-
gations Committee on Aerial Phenomena (NICAP) located at 1536 Connecticut 
Avenue NW. Washington, D.C. Documented evidence and authentication re-
quired to support the assertion that a censorship does in fact exist will be put at 
the disposal of your committee by NICAP upon request. 

Respectfully yours, 
JOHN R. GRAY, Huntington Beach, Calif. 

[From Life magazine, Apr. 1, 1966] 

A WELL-WITNESSED "INVASION"-BY SOMETHING 

FROM AUSTRALIA TO MICHIGAN, A FLURRY OF EERIE UFO SIGHTINGS 

Call them what you will: flying saucers, unidentified flying objects (UFO's), 
optical illusions, or the first symptoms of the silly season. Thef are b~c~ 
again-and seen by more people than ever before. Some are greemsh and 1n-
descent, like the mystery thing that swooped down over Perth, Australia. several 
weeks ago. Others are football shaped and aglow with pulsating lights. Last 
week the manifestations seemed almost to have reached the proportions of an 
invasion. Near Ann Arbor, Mich., 52 witnesses, including a dozen policemen. 
saw 5 strange objects hovering over a swamp. The next day a glowing thing 
floated over a small college in Hillsdale, Mich. and was sighted by 87 students. 
an assistant dean and the local civil defense director. Whatever the explanation 
of the peculiar phenomena-seen and described similarly by so many-something 
surely was in the air. 

"IT WASN'T No HULLABILLUSION," SAID THE FARMER, AND 52 A.GREED 

(By Paul O'Neil) 
DEXTER TowNSHIP, MICH.-Frank Mannor has never believed in flying saucers. 

Hasn't any need of them. Wishes he'd never seen one. Frank should have been 
born in the day of Dan'! Boone. Since he wasn't, he's on the unemployment. 
Still, he's a happy man. Or was. 

He is a husky, grizzled fellow of 47 who has 10 children, a well of water with 
an outside pump, a solidly build privy, a TV set and a battered refri!\"erator with 
the coil on top. Four disembodied automobiles rest beside his white, tumble-
down, two-story farmhouse in the open country 12 miles northwest of Ann 
Arbor. They provide parts for his good car. He has an ancient schoolbus for 
hunting expeditions. He also has six dogs. The dogs started it all. When tht>y 
began "barkin' and bellerin' " at 8 o'clock that Sunday night, Frank ran outside-----
even though he was wearing his suit pants-and looked east into swampland 
from the rise of ground on which the house is built. He saw lights and a faint 
red glow "like cigarets being smoked." 
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Frank called his 19-year-old son, Ronnie. Suit pants or not, they started down 
toward whatever it was. "I thought a meteor had hit, that maybe we could 
pick up pieces of it," Frank said. . . , 

It never for a minute occurred to him that ·the Uruted States ~adn t had a 
good, mysterious flying saucer manifestation fo~ a co?n's age, that it was proba-
bly time for a new visitation from the myste_rio~s li~tle men from ou_ter space 
and that they had decided to use southern M1~h1ga_n m general :in? his swamp 
in particular for the dangdest display of flashmg lights and whizzmg half-~een 
objects since Frank Perkins fired a .22 rifle at a New York crow-and hit a 
fireworks factory-back in 1951. . . 

Frank Mannor soon realized that he and his son w~re stalkmg some _kmd of 
thing. The ground between his house and the swamp is h~ockr., rolli1;1g, hut 
the night was clear and moonlit and the glow ahead was plam. Just llke _w~ 
were hunting deer," Frank said to Ronnie, "Don't. talk, we'll sneak up on it. 

They jumped a creek, 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 c0;al 
rock" It seemed to be sitting perhaps 8 feet off the ground m a patch of mist. 
"Like a man in a boat on a misty lake in the morning-you can see the man 
but can't quite make out the boat." 

Suddenly it turned blood red. "Look at that horrible thing,. Dad," blurt~d 
Ronnie-and the lights instantly went out. Both began runrung toward it. 
"I was a-puffin'," said Mannor. "But wben w~ got fhere it wa~ g~ne. I hunted 
for 4 hours but there was no sign or smell of it. I m glad I didn t have a gun. 
I'd a shot it and I might have harmed someone." 

Back at the house, meantime, Mannor's wife Leona-a wo)llan who wears 
shapeless slacks and a flannel shirt with the tail out-decided to call the nearby 
Dexter village police. "We've got an object out here," she said formally. "that 
looks like what they call a flying saucer. It's got lights on it down in the swamp." 

Since the Mannors are on an eight-party line Leona told a great many ot~er 
other people, too, and the word spread like lightni1;1g-or the glow from a fly~ng 
saucer. Cops and deputy sheriffs were soon tumblmg out of cars and th~ash~ng 
off toward the marsh and the road beyond the house was jammed sohd with 
the cars of gawkers. ' Most of them were rewarded for their effort. Dexter 
Police Chief Robert Taylor and Patrolman Nolan Lee saw the red glo'Y as they 
stumbled around in the dark; so did Washtenaw Cou_nty Deputy Sheriffs S~an-
ley McFadden and David Fi~patric~. All reported_, h~e Mannor, th~t the llgh,~ 
eventually vanished. But unhke their host, w~o said, I ne_ver seen it ta_ke 
the cops felt it had zipped away over Mannor s house makmg a sound llke an 
ambulance." 

"I seen it" said McFadden, "but I still don't believe it." 
Dexter Patrolman Robert Hunawill saw a "strange, lighted object" appear 

over his patrol car as he waited in the road for those who had set out for the 
swamp. It had red and white lights "which at times had a bluish tinge" and 
made continuing sweeps over the swamp at a height of 1,000 feet and then, on 
being joined by three other "objects," flew away. Chief Taylo_r's 16-year-o_ld son 
Robert saw one lighted thing at 10 :30. It flashed red and white and hurried off 
to the west. 

Ann Arbor, though sharply divided between scoffers and believers ~he next day. 
still seemed to feel a unanimous civic pride in the fact that the Air Force had 
taken cognizance of its lurid phenomenon by dispatching Astronomer J. Al~en 
Hynek director of Northwestern University's Dearborn Observatory, to weigh 
the tal~s of the elect and, no doubt, send a message of gravity and import to the 
Pentagon. They were even more heartened to hear that Hy~ek did not instantlr 
announce that Mannor and his fellow bushwhackers had simply seen the Um-
versity of Michigan's dish-shapecl Peach Mountain radio telescope, which stands 
against the sky beyond the area in which they saw the glowing thing. Hynek, a 
bearded man who has investigated a hundred other "sightings" for the Air 
Force in the last two decades, was sure Mannor was too accustomed to the tele-
scope to ever mistake it for anything else. 

"I believe the people who made these sightings are entirely honest and sin-
cere" he said. "But I am not willing to guess what they saw." He hedged when 
ask~d if he thought the thing might conceivably ha ,·e been a new "test vehicle" 
of some sort. "I think I know much more of what is going on than * * *" he 
began, but then halted and said, "so I don't think I should say anything * "' " 
I'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 the cars of the 
expectant; one man scraped away at a violin for an hour in the hope of sum-
moning creatures from outer space and another blinked a light in what he 
described as a "pi code"-which he believed to be the key to interplanetary 
understanding. Many came to scoff. Mannor grew more indignant by the hour. 

"People are trying to make a fanatic out of me," he complained. "They was 
still tramping around here at 3 o'clock this morning and look at them now. 
They say, 'How much money are you going to make off this?' That's crazy. I 
don't want no money. I didn't want no publicity in the first place. I don'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 foxfire or hullabillusion. 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 gh·e me a lie-detector 
test I'll take it." 

Leona, his wife, was more succinct: "W,e ain't Martians-theJ· act like you're 
not human or something because you seen it. I'm about to get a gun and shoot 
some of these smart alecks if they don't stay to hell away." 

10,147 FLYING SAUCER SIGHTINGS 
(Ever since the Old Testament prophet Ezekiel recorded an encounter with a 

fiery flying wheel, people have been seeing saucerlike things in the sky. In the 
following report Life Correspondent Bill Wise tells of the Air Force's efforts to 
make sense of all.) 
DAYTON, OHIO.-There have been 10,147 reported UFO sightings since a pri-

vate pilot named Kenneth Arnold claimed he saw a set of rapidly moving 
"things" in the air near Mount Rainier, "\Vash., on June 24, 1947. Arnold's widely 
publicized report set off the first of the modern epidemics of saucer sighting, and 
the Air Force has been in the saucer business ever since. Its "Project Bluebook" 
occupies a single room on the second floor of a windowless red concrete building 
here at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. Its functions: (1) to try to find an 
explanation for all reported sightings of unidentified flying objects, (2) to dis-
cover whether the UFO's pose any security threat, and (3) to determine if UFO's 
exhibit any advanced technology which the United States could put to use. 

To assist Project Bluebook, there is an UFO 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 Maj. Hector Quintanella, Jr., 
a physicist who heads Project Bluebook, most UFO sightings have a rational and 
usually very simple explanation. The most common reports stem from bright 
stars, planets and meteorites, particularly when viewed through broken clouds or 
haze. 

Others turn out to be satellites-few people realize that there are now more 
than 30 of these in orbit that are visible to the naked eye. Thousands of bal-
loons-some as large as 300 feet in diameter, some carrying running lights-are 
released daily at airports, weather stations and research centers, and these lead 
to a great many "saucer" reports. Conventional aircraft 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 balloons and aircraft are being carefully 
tracked and logged by military or civilian agencies, and Project Bluebook rou-
tinely checks sightings against these records. Unreported local flights by private 
aircraft 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 base at an estimated 
4,800 miles an hour before making a tight turn and disappearing. But these can 
generally be traced to pulsating "bugs" within a receiving set or to interference 
from other neighboring electronic gear. Wright-Patterson experts have 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 training devices. Many of these are, 
of course, seen as flying saucers and it is obvious that for security reasons the 
Air Force is reluctant to talk about them. 

•·1 have looked at the records of nearly every UFO case back to 1947," says 
Major Quintanella, "and my feeling is that the vast majority have involved 
simple misinterpretation of natural phenomena." 
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Of the sightings so far checked out, less than 2 percent of the total are listed 
on Project Blue Book's file as unidentified. The Air Force officially concludes 
that none of these has given any indication of posing a threat to national safety, 
or offering new technological data, or of originating from some extraterrestial 
source. However, some of these files remain officially open and the investigations 
on them continue. 

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, director of Dearborn Observatory at Northwestern Uni-
versity, who is heading up the Ann Arbor investigation for the Air Force, is an 
old hand at checking on flying saucers for Blue Book. Dr. Hynek notes that 
sighting reports usually do not originate with persons who believe in outerspace 
visitations. "Believers" don't need sightings to convince them, and are irritated 
by the embarrassment and skepticism with which most UFO spotters, like Frank 
Mannor, report what they believe they have seen. 

"It is easy to dismiss the cases of birds, balloons, and the like," says Dr. Hynek, 
"but when good solid citizens report something puzzling, I believe we have an 
obligation to do as good a job as we can. I regard our 'Unidentifieds' as a sort 
of blot on the escutcheon. Somehow we scientists should be able to come up 
with answers for these things." 

Major Quintanella, although certain that no evidence turned up to date has 
even hinted at spacecraft of unearthly origin, agrees that it 'is impossible to 
prove that flying saucers do not exist. In any event, the Air Force is not about 
to give up chasing UFO's. 

"We are spending millions to develop our own rocket boosters to get our space-
craft to the moon and beyond," says the major, smiling. "Imagine what a great 
help it would be to get our hands on a ship from another planet and examine its 
powerplant." 

The CHAIRMAN. What I want to ask you is, why do they always see 
them in the nighttime? 

Dr. HYNEK. There are a number of reports from the daytime al-
though it is true there are many more night sightings. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. Then there is another thing, if anybody wanted to 
spy on this country why would they go to this expense, when you can 
go to any newsstand and get all the information you want, and if that 
doesn't help you get a roadmap, and if that doesn't help you, hire 
a Hertz car. 

Dr. HYNEK. Maybe they don't know this. 
The CHAIRMAN. I:f the Martians don't know this by this time they 

will never know it. 
Sp,Ying on this country is so simple, I cannot understand why the 

Russians or anybody wants to put something up in the air to spy 
on this country, when they have got so many avenues we don't police. 

Dr. HYNEK. No comment on that, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Well, iou ought to comment on it. 
Dr. Chamberlain, we will hear from you. 
Dr. CHAMBERLAIN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I really have no 

questions, but I will say the sightings in Michigan were near my 
area, but not within it. I am pleased to hear your recommendation and 
to have the Secretary's statement that he intends to implement it. 

I am :further comforted to know he is giving it :further thought and 
he is 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 cursory look, and disposing of it, 
because I feel we have other scientific achievements and advances, and 
that there is going to be a growing importance of surveillance of this 
phenomena. 

I would say, further, the people in our area are concerned about this. 
There has been considerable responsible editorial comment in our 
newspapers. It should not be "poo-pooed," as you say. 
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I am pleased to have your statement. . . . 
And, Mr. Chairman, I thank you for havmg this hearmg, and the.se 

people in to put some attention on this matter. Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you. 
Governor Stafford. Governor Stafford, you are from Vermont, how 

close is this to your district ? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I was going to com-

ment on that. 
Mr. Bates has pointed out there have been uFO sightings_ in ~ew 

Hampshire, Vermont not to be outdone last week has had s1ghtmgs 
there, also, some within 16 miles of my hometown. 

The CHAIR~IAN. That is getting awfully close. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Yes, sir. 
Since our States of Vermont and Kew Hampshire are known as_ the 

twin States, M:r. Chairman, this may be simply a case_ of ?ad nav1g~-
tion on the part of the UFO's, although some of us tl11nk it may_ be if 
they are extraterrestrial they are simply looking for a warmer climate 
than Kew Hampshire possesses. But in any event, in se~iou~ness, the 
people in Vermont are very much concerned over ·the sightmgs that 
have occurred in our State, and reputable people have seen phenom-
enon which they cannot understand. 

I would simply hope that the Secretary of the Air Force and the 
doctor could assure me that if these sightings have not already been 
evaluated, that in the course of investigation and deliberations they 
will be. 

The CHAIRMAN. I hope if you come in contact with any of them you 
don't have to tell them where South Carolina is. 

Mr. Hebert is next. 
Mr. HEBERT. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
·while these objects have not been seen in my district, I just want to 

prepare myself, because after next election day I might have seen 
some of them. 

Doctor, have you conferred with lfr. Ray ,valston on this subject 
matter? 

Dr. HYNEK. No, sir. 
Mr. HEBERT. Does that ring a bell with you, Mr. Ray Walston?, 
Dr. HYNEK. No, sir. 
Mr. lliBERT. It does not ring a bell? He is the most authoritative 

man in the country on space. He appears in every home every Sunday 
night, he is "My Favorite Martian." 

Dr. HYNEK. Oh. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HEBERT. He has an antenna out of his head, too. 
Dr. HYNEK. I think I have been talking to the wrong people. 
l\fr. lliBERT. He can shed a lot of light on the subject. I just 

wanted to direct your attention to that. 
That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIR..."1:AN. Dr. Hall, you are next after Mr. Price. 
Mr. PrucE. Doctor, if in fact they exist and are from outer space, 

don't we have have a tracking system that now does a real compete~t 
job tracking every satellite in outer space so we know every one that is 
iaunched somewhere else, and as they circle in outer space we have a 
record of each of these, do we not? 

Dr. HYNEK. It is my understanding that we do. This is the point 
I made earlier. 
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Mr. PRICE. I£ they did travel in outer space there would be a record 
somewhere of their travels in outer space? 

Dr. HYNEK. I would certainly think so, and this, of course, is I 
think one of the most potent arguments against extraterrestial visita-
tion by intelligences, unless they were so superintelligent they knew 
how to evade completely our surveillances. I thin&: this would be 
pretty difficult. 

Mr. PRICE. As they left their normal orbit they could be tracked 
and followed? 

Dr. HYNEK. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PRICE. As they left the orbit? 
Dr. HYNEK. To the best of my understanding, they certainly could 

be. 
The CHAIRMAN. Dr. Hall. 
Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to thank the Secretary and 

his distinguished guests for this, and say for some time we have even 
!1ad space conventions down in the Ozarks, in the last 13 yec'trs, and 
1t 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 number 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 hulluci-
natory influences in the first place. 

Thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Stratton? 
Mr. STRATTON. You mentioned something from Life magazine, Mr. 

Chairman. There were two 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 Harbor, one at one position and one at 
another, and then there was the third photograph. I wonder if the 
Doctor could give us what the explanation is of these? 
. Dr. H!NEK. Well, sir, unless one has the original negative, there 
1s very httle photoanalysis that can be done. It is said a picture is 
worth a thousand words, but I think in this case it is the other way 
around, because generally it has been our experience, and I think 
Major Quintanilla will bear me out, that when we do have hoaxes 
they very frequently are accompan~ed by photographs. 

Mr. STRATrON. I appreciate it is possible to doctor up negatives. 
Let me put it the other way around. 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. HYNEK. No, sir; they have not been examined by me, because 
I do not have the original negatives. 

Mr: STRAITON. _Are these incidents listed in the list that you have 
compiled, and which the Secretary has told us 95 percent are explain-
able? 

Dr. HYNEK. No, sir. These particular pictures are not in my list 
since I don't know enough about them. 

Mr: STRATTON. Doctor, I would suggest since these have had very 
promment circulation, in a magazine of some prominence in the coun-
try, that we ought to examine these particular things and determine 
whether they are hoaxes or not. If anything is disturbing the Ameri-
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?a~ people, I would assume picture of this kind would be disturbing 
m J_ust the_same way that Life's story of what happened to some dogs 
up m Baltimore has now resulted in legislation being recommended to 
the House. 

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 
24and25? 

Dr. HYNEK. I just learned of the Life article last week. 
Mr. STRATI'ON. Is'that correct, Doctor? 
-Dr. HYNEK. That is correct, I have not examined the photographs 

and information published by Life. 
Mr. STRATTON. Has anybody examined them in the Air Force? 
Major QurnTANILLA. 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 QUINTANILLA. You will have to ask them; I don't know. 
Mr. STRATrON. 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? 
Maj or QUINTANILLA. What is that, sir? 
Mr. STRAITON. How can you have examined these particular in-

stances without finding out what Life has? 
Major QUINTANILLA. The Air Force has not investigated these in-

stances, sir, and the photographs have not been examined because the 
negatives have never been turned over to the Air Force. 

Mr. STRATTON. You have not been in touch with Life magazine to 
find out what they have? 

Major QUINTANILLA. No, sir; we have not. 
Mr. STRATrON. 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. _STRATTON. ~ell, I think, Mr. Secretary, as I just said, I am very 

~uch 1mp:r:esse~ w1~h the doc~or's state~ent, and with yours, but this 
k11;1d of thmg m Life magazme makes 1t appear that there is some-
thmg _there, ~nd you say that you have examined these things, and 
th~re 1s nothmg there, and I think that you· ought to have examined 
this so that we can have an explanation of these particular phenomena. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let me say something. 
. ""\Ve cannot ask the ~ec:retary to look into every magazine that is pub-

lished, or every per1od1cal that comes out of everybody's printing 
press. ~ow, it seems_to me like Life magazine is not exempted or ex-
cluded, 1f they are as mterested as they appear to be in this magazine, 
that COf!l~.to my office free, an~ which I seldom look into-that is my 
respons1b1hty, I have other thmgs to do-it looks to me like these 
people wh? giv~ such great dissemination to ,these things would be 
mterested m seemg what the DOD has, without imposing on the Sec-
retary of Defense the responsibility of tracking down everything that 
comes out of everybody's camera. 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 your negatives, give me your reasons. Is this what 
yon want? 

Mr. STRA'ITON. 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 CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
Mr. STRATrON. And it does seem to me when a national magazine 

that has as much influence as Life has, prints some photographic-
what purports to be photographic-pieces of evidence of these objects, 
we ought to if we are going to allay the concern of these people who 
have started this investigation by our committee in the first place, that 
we ought to have an answer to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. I think so, too, but I don't think we should criti-
cize the Secretary for not having done it. 

Mr. Secretary, here is what I am going to request you do. You get 
in touch with Life magazine and request them to furnish you with this 
information that Mr. Stratton has brought to your attention, or any 
other magazine, and report back to this committee. 

Secretary BROWN. We will be glad to do so. 
_ The CHAIRMAN. I am sure Life magazine would be eager to do this. 
Mr. Stratton, I think you are wise in suggesting it, but what I didn't 
~vant to do is to unwittingly criticize the Secretary for not having done 
it. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, will ;you do it? 
Secretary BROWN. We will do it, Mr. Ohairman, and we will I think 

continue to follow our ground rules--
The CHAIRMAN. You get those negatives if you can and turn them 

over to the doctor, and I want a report on it. 
Mr. STRA'ITON. Mr. Chairman1 I have one more question. May I 

say I wouldn't dream of criticizing the Secretary, he and I are good 
friends, and he knows I am only trymg to be helpful. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, and I know he cherishes your friend-
ship, and so do I. 

Mr. STRATTON. The other item that has really led to all this concern 
today are these sightings in Michigan. The Secretary has given us 
a report, but I have only had a chance to skim over it. The doctor 
here a moment ago commented with respect to these people in Wiscon-
sin that only two 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 understand 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 
watching it, and people came and we~t, and all saw whatever it was. 

Now, I wonder if you could give us in a nutshell what the explana-
tion of this is? Marsh gas is what I understand is the explanation. 

Could you tell us, doctor, in a few words the gist of what you dis-
covered out there that you have reported here? 

Dr. HYNEK. I will be happy to. I conducted a detailed inquiry 
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 
I talked with about 32 persons. 
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The CHAIRMAN. How many, doctor? . 
Dr. HYNEK. With about 32 people. I ~alked :with some o~ these 

briefly, but spoke with at least 15 persons m considerable d~tail. 
These two sightings, although separated by some 65 mih:s, :w~re 

a localized phenomenon. They were in the swamp area. No individ-
ual that I talked to, and no group of persons, could agree that they 
has seen anything either enter or leave the swamp. There '_Vere 
several isolated 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 saw a glow, a~d 
red yellow and ITTeen lights in the swamp area in both cases. So I said 

' ' 
0 hed h" to myself, "What is common in swamps?" And I_ rese~rc t _is gues-

tion with the aid of several professors at the Umversity of Michigan. 
They have been very helpful to me in this, since an astronomer doesn't 
know about swamps; he usually has his ~yes a little higher than that. 
They informed me, and I later fo~d i_n_ sev~ral _books, that marsh 
aas, resulting from the spontaneous igmtmg m air of such gases as 
CH4 , methane, H 2S, PHa, phosphine, and particularly important, 
P 2H 4 an impurity in phosphine, is a common occurrence a~d produces 
what' appears to be glowing lights of di~erel}t colors. Smee the~ I 
have had several letters from people saymg 'What_ are t~ey gettmg 
all excited about in Michigan, I have seen the:3e ~hmgs smce I have 
been a kid on the farm." As these gases are 1gmted, they can pro-
duce red, yellow, and green glows. There is nothing mysterious about 
these colors. • 

The lighting goes out here, and goes on here, thus giving t~e im-
pression of motion. The light was moving smoothly, they said, n_ot 
followina the train which was bumpy, and they also rose some dis-
tance and came down. They were reportedly observed for a period of 
2½ to 3 hours. . . . . . 

In a book, "Light and Color m the Ope~ A;r," it !S pomte~ out 
that swamp lights, commonly known as w1ll-o -the-wisp, fox hght, 
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 unlikely these gl~ws would have.taken place. . . . 

Furthermore, Michigan had experienced an unusually mild wmter. 
They tell me there wasn't much snow. However, the swamp had 
been covered by ice. . . 

Now in a swamp rottmg vegetation produces these marsh gases. 
When thaw comes, it seems entirely logical to me, that these gases 
would bubble up, and be spontaneously ignited, and you would see 
these things. To me it is a logical explanation. I said in my press 
release I couldn't prove it in a court of law but it seems to me to be a 
very logical explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, Mr. Ichord. 
Then I will come over to the other side. 
Mr. lcHoRD. Let me first differentiate, Mr. Chairman, my position 

from the chairman, and Mrs. Rivers, and also Mr. Nedzi. 
I am neither a believer nor a disbeliever. I am from Missouri, and 

I have got to be shown. 
The CHAIRMAN. You go right ahead. 
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Mr. lcHoRD. I would like to ask, along the line Mr. Stratton was 
inquiring, how close was the Life magazine article to April Fool's Day? 

Mr. Chairman, one of the members of the committee staff has handed 
me a question that I think should be in the record. 

Doctor, are you familiar with the NICAP, the National Investiga-
tions Committee on Aerial Phenomenon? 

Dr. HYNEK. I would think anyone who has been looking into UFO's 
for the past many years as I have couldn't help be acquainted with 
their work. 

Mr. lcHoRD. What is the makeup of this committee? 
Dr. HYNEK. It is called a committee, but it is a rather large group 

of civilians over the country, as I underdstand it, who volunteer to 
investigate the cases. 

Mr. !CHORD. It has no official standing, then? 
Dr. HYNEK. No official governmental standing; no, sir. 
Mr. IoHoRD. This committee does not always agree with your ex-

planation of the various sightings? 
Dr. HYNEK. I believe that is correct. 
Mr. IoHORD. How many, Doctor, of the 10,000-plus cases, have there 

been photographs allegedly taken of UFO's? 
Dr. HYNEK. In a very few cases. This is another thing which 

bothers me. 
Mr. lcHORD. Can you give an idea of how many,? 
Dr. HYNEK. How many? 
Major, would you venture a guess? 
Major QUINTANILLA. I don't know. 
Dr. HYNEK. I would say only about 1 percent, or less, of the cases 

reported have included photographs. 
Mr. lcHoRD. Then I take it you can't tell me how many of these 

photograph cases have not been explained by you, since you can't 
tell me how many photographs have been taken? 

Dr. HYNEK. This is right. But the point is that you cannot make 
a scientific analysis of a photogral>h unless you have the negative. 

As the major has pointed out, time and again when we request the 
negatives, they are not forthcoming. 

Sometimes other groups get them. . 
Mr. lcHoRD. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Now, Mr. Clancy. · 
Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Chairman, just one short question for the doctor. 
Have any of the 5 percent of the unexplained cases been observed 

on radar screens? 
Secretary BROWN. I don't know the answer to that one. 
Major QUINTANILLA. No, sir. 
Mr. CLANCY. What percentage of the reported incidents have been 

reported on radar screens? 
Major QUINTANILLA. About 1.5 percent, sir. 
Mr. CLANCY. That is all. 
The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Schweiker, we are finishing up now. 
Mr. SCHWEIKER. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 
First I would like to request the Beaver County photograph be 

included in the Air Force investigation, the one that appeared in 
Look magazine, and was verified by the Beaver County Times. I 
hope that will be included. 
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The CHAIRMAN. We will get an Air Force rep_ort on that, too. 
Mr. SCHWEIKER. Do I understand that you said none of the unex-

plained objects have been sighted on radad 
Major QUINTANILLA. No, sir; I said 1.5 percent. 
Mr. SCHWEIKER. No, the first question he asked you was, have a~y 

of the unexplained objects been sighted on radar. I thought you said 
"No" to that just a couple of minutes ago. . 

Maj or QUINTANILLA. That is correct. We have no radar cases w h1ch 
are unexplained. 

Mr. SCHWEIKER. All right. J 
Let's o-o back to the story Mr. Bates ~vas talking abou~, Exeter, N .H., 

the one Mr. Fuller has written about m several magazmes. . 
I understand this is an unexplained sighting on your part, is that 

correct? 
Major QUINTANILLA. That is correct, sir. . 
Mr. SCHWEIKER. He specifically says in his story-and I quote his 

words now-
Confidential comments made to me by the C?ast Guardsmen and militar_y in 
the area support the laymen's testimony and confirm the reports of radar sight-
ings and scrambling by jet fighters from Pease Air Force Base. 

Major QUINTANILLA. No, sir; that is not correct. We have no 
radar information on that sighting. No jet fighters were scrambled. 

Mr. SCHWEIKER. Let me ask you this: In the Pease Air Force Base, 
you had an investigation by Major Griffin, and a Lieutenant Brant, is 
that correct? 

Major QUINTANILLA. Sir? . 
Mr. SCHWEIKER. In the situation at Exeter, N.H., did you have a 

report filed to you folks by M~jor Gri_ffin and Lieutenant Brant? 
Major QUINTANILLA. Yes, sir; we did. 
Mr. SCHWEIKER. Could we have copies of their raw report? 
Major QUINTANILLA. Yes, sir; you may. 
Mr. SCHWEIKER. What were their conclusions? 
Major QUINTANILLA. They couldn't explain it. 
Secretary BROWN. They sent them over to us. . 
Mr. SCHWEIKER. They made no mention of planes scramblmg from 

Pease Air Force Base? 
Major QUINTANILLA. There were aircraft in the area on regularly 

scheduled missions but they were not scrambled for the purpose of 
observing the repo;ted UFO's. 

Secretary BROWN. Two of my staff have .P?inted out to me, Mr. 
Schweiker, that Pease AFB has no fighters; it is a SAC bomber base, 
and is not a fighter base. . e 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any other questions, Mr. Schweiker• 
Mr. ScHWEIKER. Yes, sir. 
I would like to ask the doctor: 
You said to have some bona fide sightings we need a lot of people 

and a point-to-point situation and some other things. poesn't the 
Exeter, N.H. sighting, at least as rep01:ted-I ~ant l? pomt ou~ that 
in this sighting there were several policemen, mcludmg the clue£ of 
police and several news people who all reported the same pheno~en~, 
60 people. Doesn't that meet your criteri~; a lot of people saw it, it 
was a point-to-point situation, at least tlus observer says there were 
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radar sights. This apparently seems to be in disagreement at the 
present time. 

Wouldn't that be a classification of what you said we don't have? 
Dr. HYNEK. No, sir. I said there were several cases where we had 

a lot of witnesses. It does not have to be a point-to-point situation. 
When an airliner leaves New York for San Francisco, it is seen over 
Ohio, Nebraska, and so forth. These sightings were confined to a 
relatively narrow area. I want to know what happened to these 
objects. Why weren't they seen over Fort Wayne, Ind.? 

Mr. SCHWEIKER. The fact one officer reports he went to the scene 
after someone else sighted it, and returned back to the same point, there 
it was, according to the police officer's testimony. 

Dr. HYNEK. Yes, sir, but it was in the same area. We don't know 
what it was. I would like to know what it was. 

Mr. SCHWEIKER. One of the other witnesses in this story--and all I 
have to go on is what the reporter's writing says, they did, in fact see 
it go from point to point, while they were watchmg it. 

Dr. HYNEK. "Within a relatively narrow area. But I don't recollect 
whether they saw it leave for distant points. One of the things that 
seems to be so odd about this particular case is that we did not find 
horizontal trajectories over any length, as you would expect from a 
craft. 

Mr. SCHWEIKER. Is the Beaver County sighting unexplained or is 
that explainable, this photograph I referred to? 

Major QUINTANILLA. Is this Mr. Lucci's photo? 
Mr. SCHWEIKER. Yes, sir. 
Major QUINTANILLA. We have asked Mr. Lucci to submit the nega-

tive for photo analysis, but he has refused to do so. 
Dr. HYNEK. It needs a double exposure, as we can judge from the 

print. 
Major QUINTANILLA. We asked the gentleman to submit the nega-

tive for analysis and he refuses to do so. 
Mr. ScHWEIKER. On what basis? 
Major QUINTANILLA. I don't know, sir. "\Ve requested the negative. 
Mr. SCHWEIKER. He submitted it to the Beaver Times. They pub-

lished it. Maybe these people are a little 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 QUINTANILLA. I have a copy of our letter in my files asking 
Mr. Lucci to submit the negative for analysis, and he declined to do 
so. That is all I can say. 

Mr. SCHWEIKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Mr. Schweiker. 
We will go to Mr. Leggett. 
Mr. LEGGETT. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Wilson and I want to go on record 

at this time that we do not believe; we are intelligent people. 
Mr. BATES. "\Vhich Wilson? 
The CHAIRMAN. 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 be excused. Some people say whenever 
you all have gone we are going to get down here in exec~tive session 
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and you, Dr. Brown, are going to tell us-here is what I meant to tell 
you-and this is far from the truth. 

I know of nothing else to ask him. I think we have explored every-
thing. 

Mr. Stratton, have you had any afterthoughts? 
Mr. STRAITON. Just one question. . . 
Was there not a sighting, back it see~s to me_ m 1947, when _an obJect 

was observed on radar, either at N at10nal Airport or Bollmg, _both 
coming in and going out? It seems to me there was also a vISual 
sighting that went along with that. 

Do you-Major Quintanilla, I don't know how long you have been 
following this, but is this in your record~ at all~ . 

Major QUINTANILLA. I am sure that if the s1ghtmg wa~ repor~ed to 
the Air Force it is on record, but I am not aware of this particular 
one, sir. . 

Mr. STRATTON. It seems to me both the radar and the rep?rted visual 
sighting were relatively in agreement. I just wondered 1f you were 
familiar with it? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Mr. Stratton. 
Are there any other questions from any other member of the com-

mittee? 
Mr. lcHoRD. We will be back here at 2 :30? 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will reconvene at 2 :30 for the pur-

pose of taking up 412. . 
Dr. Brown, we have no more require!Ilent ~or the major :i,nd ~r. 

Hynek, and the resumption of the hearmg this afternoon will be m 
executive session. 

It will have to do with 412. We will take up where we left off. 
Dr. Brown, if you and General McConnell will be back at 2:30,_we 

will meet. We don't plan to have a meeting Thursday, because I thmk 
a lot of members will have gone, if we finish on Wednesday. But 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.m. the committee was adjourned to recon· 
vene at 2 :30 p.m. of the same day.) 

0 



• GE ,l.D R. FORD 
F'IFTH DISTRICT• MICHIGAN 

f 
t MICHIGAN OFFICE: 

425 CHERRY STREET SE. 

\.__ h 28, 19 

<tongttss of tbt llnittb ~tatts 
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-oust of l\tprtstntatibts 
Mlasbington, ~.€. 

llep. G or P. Miller, Chairman 
Science and Astronautic• Committee 
u. s. Houae of pr .. eatativea 
Waahiogton, D. c. 

Dear Chairman iller: 

GRAND RA,..DS 

o doubt you have not d the rec t flurry of newapap r etories about 
uui entified flying object• ( O's). have taken special int rut 
in th se account• becau•• many of the lateat reported aightiogs have 
b in JII/ home atate of Michl an. 

e Air Force amt a coneultant, aatrophyaiciat Dr. J. Allen Hynek 
of Northweatem Univeraity, to Michigan to inveatigate the various 
r port•; d he diaaiaaed all of them•• the product of college 
atudent pranka or avaap gaa or an illpreaaion created by the rlain 
crescent moon and the planet Veaua. 1 do 110t agree that all of 
these reports can be or ahould be ao easily explained away . . 
ecau•• I think there may be aubetance to some of these report• and 

b ause 1 beli ve the erlcan peopl are titl d to a more thorough 
explaaatf.ou than baa been given th• by the Air Force to dat, I a 
proposing that either the Science and Aatronautice Committ e or the 
Armed Service• Coaaittee of th• Hou•• ecbedule hearing• on the sub• 
ject of UFO'• and invite testimony from both the executive branch of 
the ov rnme11t and a<ae of the persona vbo claim to have seen CFO'• · 

I enclose material which I think will be helpful to you in •••e aing 
the advisability of an inve•tiaatiora of UFO'•• 

y I f irat call to your atteotioo a colWDD by lloacoe Drwaond, 
publiabed last Sunday in vbicb . Drumood aaya, ' ybe all of these 
reported eightin • are vb1maical, imaginary or unreal; but we need 
a more credible and detached appraisal of the evidence than we are 
getting." 



lep. George•• Miller, Cbairua 
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Mr. J>ruaaond gou on to atate, "We need to get all tbe data drawn 
together to one place and examined far more objectively than anyone 
haa done ao far. A ata'ble publi4 opjmon vUl come from a ~uat• 
worthy look at the evideaoe, not froaa belitt11Dg it. 

''the Uae ha• ccae for th• Preaident ol' Congreaa to n•• an objective 
ad r••P•t•d panel to uaveatigate, appraiaa, and report on all 
preaut and future evideace about what la going on." 

1 agree fully with Mr. Drwmaond'• atateHnta. 1 alao euggeat you 
acan the encloaed ••riu of aix article• by Bulkley Griffin of the 
GriffiD•Wlffabee N.,. Bureau here. 11\ the laat of his articles, 
publiahed laat January, Mr. Griffin ••Y•• 0 A utn conclusion can be 
bd.eflJ atated. It 1a that the Air Force 1a af.aleading the pubU,c by 
ita continuing campaign to produce and maintain belief thaC:all 
lighting• cen be explained away aa aitidentific:atioa of familiar 
object•, auch •• ballooua, •tar• and aircraft." 

1 have juat today received a aaber of telegrGlS urging a congressional 
lnveatiaation of UFO'•• One la from ret1red Air Force Col. Harold a. 
Brown, Ardmore. Tena.a••••• who eaya, "1 have••• uro. W'f.11 be 
available' to tati.fy." 

' Allother. from~•• lchyle M. Davi•• lugene, Oregon• rude, "Nine out 
of ten people waat truth of UPO'•• Pre•• your inveaCigation to the 
full .. t. 11 

llonald Coli81' of Loa Angelea, who identifies hlmaelf •• - n• Kientiat 
from M. l. 1'.," urgea that you "do everything ln youf power to make 
Air force Project Blue Book (the Ar n•• for 1tl study end verdicts 
on UFO reports) knOWD to the people." Are we co uaae that everyone 
who •ay• he haa aeen uro•a ta a11 unreliable witneaat 

A UPI acory out of .Ann Arbor, Michigan, ctated March 21, 1966, at&t.M 
that "at least 40 peraon1, including 12 policemen• aaid today that 
they aav a at.rao1• flyiag object guarded by foui- aiacer ahipa land 
1• a ,vamp near her• Sunday night. 11 

Matt Surrell of Station WJt, Detroit, cites an eye vita••• account of 
a recut uro aighting by laile Grenier of Ann Arbor, an aeronautical 
engineer •ployed by Ford Motor Company. He point.a out that an 
aeronautical engineer can hardly be considered al\ untruat.worthy vitnua. 
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111 tbe firm belief that the American public deaervea a better 
explanation than that thua far gl.veo by the Air Force, I atrongly 
rcacamaend that there,. a c~ittee ialveatigation of the UPO 
ph8D01Nna. • 

I think we owe lt to the people to eatabllah credlbllity regarding 
UFO's and to produce the greatest poaaible ealightellaeDt on tb1• 
aubjec:t. 

Kind.eat peraODal regards. 

Sincerely, 

Gerald a. ford, M.C. 

GRP:plr 

lnclosurea 

bee: Rep. Wi11'iam H. Bates. R•Mass. 
Armed Servktw Conmittee 

Rep. Joseph w. Martin, Jr., R-Ma••• 
Science and Astronautics Conmittee 

Rep. James G. Fulton, R-Pennsylvania 
Science and Astronautic• Committee 
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Rep. George P. Millar, Chairman 
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u. s. House of Rein-esentativea 
Washington, D. C .. 

Dear Chairman Miller: 

GIIAND RAPIDS 

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

The Air Force sent a consultant, astrophysicist Dr. J. Allen Hynek 
of Northwestern Universiey, to .Michigan to investigate the various 
reports; and he dismissed all of tnem as the product of college 
student pranks or swamp gas o~ 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 baa been given them by the Air Force to date, 1 am 
proposing that either the Science and Astronautics Coomittee or the 
Armed Services Coamittee of the House schedule hearings on the sub• 
ject of UF0 1 s and invite testimony from beth the executive branch of 
the government and some of the persons who claim to have seen Ui'0 1s. 

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 coluam by Roscoe Drummond. 
published last Sunday in mich Mr. Drummond says, 11Maybe 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." 
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Mr. DrWD1DOnd goes on to state, "We need to get all the data drawn 
together to one place and examined far more objectively Chan anyone 
has done so far. ·A atable public op:lnlon ·rlll come from a trust-
wortlly look at the evidence, not from belittling it. 

"The time has come for tb.e President or Congress to name an objective 
and respected panel to investigate, appraise, and report on all 
present and future evideuce about what is going on. 0 

I agree fully with Mr. DrUIIIIlond's statements. I alao suggest you 
scan the en<.losed aeries of six articles by Bulkley Griffin of the 
G1:iffin•l.arrabee News Bureau here. ln the last of bis articles, 
published last January, Mr. Griffin says, .,A main conclusion can be 
briefly stated. It ill that the Air Force is misleading the public by 
its continuing campaign to produce and maintain belief thatall 
.aightings c<1D be explained away as misiden~ification of familiar 
objects, such as balloons, stars and aircraft." 

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

Another, from t-r..rs. Ethyle M. Davia, Eugene, Oregon, reads, "Nine out 
of ten people want truth of UFOas. cress your investigation to the 
fulleat. u 

Ronald Colier of Los Angeles, who identifies himself as - na seientiat 
from M.l.T.," urges that you "do everything in your power to· make 
Air Foree Froject 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 uro•, is a.n unreliable witness? 

• A UPI story out of Ann Ai'bor, Michigan, dated March 21, 1966, states 
that "at least 40 persons, including 12 polic:emen, said today that 
they saw a strange flying object guarded by foui- sister ahips land 
1D a. awamp near here Sunday night. 11 

Matt Surrell of Station WJR, Detroit, eites an eye witness ac;count of 
a recent UFO_ sighting by J?mile Grenier of .Ann Arbor, an aeronautical 
engineer employed by Ford Motor Company. He points out that, an 
aeronauti-:al engineer can hardly b~ cons_4dered an un-trustworehy witness. 



Rep. George :P. Millar I Chairman 
Page Three 
March 281 1966 

In the fini belief that the American public deserves a better 
explanation than that thus far given by the Air Force. I strongly 
recommend that there 'be a coamittee 1nvestisation of the UPO 
phenomena. 

I think we owe it to the people to establish credibility regarding 
UF0;3 and to prod~e th,e greatest possible enlightenment on this 
subject. 

Kindest personal regards. 

Sincerely, 

Gerald a. Ford. M.C. 

Enclosures 

bee: Rep. William H. Bates, R•Masa. 
Armed Servic.es COJJ1Di ttee 

Rep. Joseph w. Martin, Jr., R-Mass. 
Science and Astronautics COD111ittee 

aep. James G. Fulton, R•Pennsylvania 
Science and Astronautics Coamittee 



ARE UFOs EXTRATERRESTRIAL SH~ -U t9--
James E. McDonald, University of Arizona* ___-p 

Abstract of a talk given March 26, 1968 before the American Inst 
of Aeronautics and Astronautics, International Hotel, Los Angele 

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 AIAA 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 question. 

After nearly two years of intensive study of many facets of the 
long-standing UFO problem, after examining around a thousand UFO 
reports and directly interviewing several hundred witnesses in 
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 is, 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 scientific 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 
UFO 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. I 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 generally at finding 
any "explanation", however inadequately it might match the reported 
facts. 
*Dr. 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 to 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 stud¼ 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 si~ht-
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 
lid" 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 explained 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 quantitative terms. 
Examples will be presented. 

8) Many obvious questions 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 phenomenon? How can 
we be sure UFOs aren't secret test vehicles (ours or theirs)? If extra-
terrestrial, why no contact? Why no crashed UFOs?-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 turns 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 UFOs? 
If not of intra-solar-system origin, how could UFOs accomplish inter-
stellar transits in reasonable times? Where could they be coming from? 
How is it possible that other military radar systems throughout the 
world have failed to detect UFOs if they are real? Why aren't they seen 
by airline pilots and military pilots? Why aren't they seen by astro-
nauts in orbit? Why aren't UFOs seen occasional!~, by larg e 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 q uestions, there exist no satisfactory 
answers,to date. 

9) The first need in accelerating UFO research is for many more 
scientists and engineers to review carefully and critically the existing 
evidence in order to design new sensors. [Electromag netic effects 
acco~panying UFO sightings offer real promise herein.] Al s o, it is 
urgently important to exploit already existin0 radar networks. Data 
from the latter networks should be brought under scientific scrutiny to 
search for systematic patterns of UFO a ppearances and movements. 
Present anecdotal data, plus fortuitously revealed radar data, are 
inadequate to define such patterns accurately (due to the ridicule-lid 
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 urg ed tha t various 
organizations and agencies take steps to establish exploratory UFO 
study programs, even if these involve onlv two or three scientists 
per organization~nyaerospace organTzation oragency that is 
interested in organizing such a small internal study can s e cure 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 
UFO question with adequate scientific talent and manpower, the less 
embarrassing will be the ultimate admission that we have, for two 
decades, been overlooking a problem of potentially enormous scientific 
importance to all mankind. 

SEE OVER 



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.O. Box 57, Riderwood, 
Maryland, 21139. Current price, $5.95 (obtainable only from UFOIRC). 

3. REPORT ON THE UFO WAVE OF 1947 by Ted Bloecher. Obtainable from 
NI CAP, $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. Keyhoe. 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 pric~ $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. 7 5. 

11. FLYING SAUCERS AND THE STRAIGHT-LINE MYSTERY by Aime 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. UFO Research Institute, Suite 311, 508 Grant st., 
Pittsburgh, Pa., 15219. A reprint of 3 discussions. Paperback, $1.00. 
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Note on attached CASI paper: 

on March 11-12, the Canadian Aeronautics and Space Insti-
tute (CASI) held an Astronautics SFesium in Montreal. The 
afternoon session on-Maren 12 was evoted to the UFO problem. 

The attached paper, "UFOs - An International Scientific 
Problem", is the final version of one of the four presenta-
tions made at the latter session. Another one of the four 
was "UFOs - An Atmospheric Electrical Mystery", by Philip J. 
Klass of Aviation Week and Space PsohnoZogy Magaaine. 

I have used this opportunity to offer an extended critique 
of Mr. Klass's position, especially as developed in his recently 
published book, "UFOs , .. Identified". 

Some press comments and book reviews convey the impression 
that Klass has perhaps now solved the UFO problem. As Ptms 
Magaains puts it in a March 29, 1968, review of Klass' book, 

"In this int•ttigently written and rationaZ 
book (a raPB phenomenon in UPO itteratur•J~ 
Ktass,desc7ibos the soientifio dataotio• 
woz-k that Z•d him to dt1oide on th• probabl• 
oauec af mcu1t pl'o'IJ-l.011.s Zy 1,ms:r:p 1.ained UFO 
sightings. The enigmatic, inoand•aasnt 
obJsats, he oonotudt1e, are P•atty a famity 
of atmoephsz-io phenomena that inalude not 
onty coronas but bat't 1,ightni.ng~ Sto E'Lmo 's 
firs and 'Poo Pight•rs,' the sam• tuminous 
gZobe that tai%sd Wortd War II mitita~y 
ail'Oztafto o •" 

On PP• 18-37 of the attached CASI paper, I present some of 
my own quite different views on the soundness of Klass' argu-
ments. I call your attention to that section because it seems 
important to have it known that at least one person familiar 
with atmospheric physics has examined the Klass book rather 
carefully and finds his arguments characterized chiefly by 
error, confusion, and unjustified inference. 

J.E .. McDonald 
Institute of Atmospheric Physics 
The University of Arizona 



Introduction 

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) 

At the outset, let me try to summarize concisely the main points of my 
position: 

1) From my studies of the UFO problem, I conclude that, quite apart from 
being the ''nonsense problem" it is so often labelled, it appears to be 
a matter of extraordinarily great scientific interest. 

2) Over twenty years of evidence (admittedly largely, though not solely, 
anecdotal in nature) suggests that machine-like objects, products of 
some technology rather than atmospheric optical or electrical anoma-
lies, have been repeatedly seen - often by observers of very high 
credibility. I favor an extraterrestrial hypothesis for UFOs. 

3) 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. 

4) 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. Air 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. 

5) 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 to 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. 

6) 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 quite disappointed with 
the lack of scientific vigor with which that group has prosecuted its 
study, and I am disturbed by the frequency with which its Director has 
publicly indicated that he had already taken a position (negative in 
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 quite recently. 

7) I 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 
hypotheses to account for the UFO phenomena. It seems quite pos-
sible that a group outside the United States, entirely free of the 
obstacles one encounters within the U.S. as a result of twenty years' 
officially negative attitude towards the UFO problem, might rapidly 
make very real prog ress towards clarifying the scientific issues at 
stake, given adequate scientific personnel and support. The UFO 
study program now developing at the University of Toronto's Institute 
for Aerospace Studies, here in Canada, is a laudable step towards 
solution of the UFO p roblem. More such groups in other parts of the 
world are needed. 

Matters of Definition 
It would seem logically necessary to frame, early in any discussion of 

the "UFO problem'' a working definition of what shall be understood by "an 
Unidentified Flying Object." The effort quickly 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 quite unfamiliar with the phenomenology 
of fireballs and bolides, and will turn in sincere and often rather accurate 
descriptions of fireballs under the claimed heading bf UFOs. Aircraft running 
lights, aircraft landing lights, aerial reconnaissance strobe lights, re-enter-
ing satellite debris, bright plan~ts, and a wide miscellany of other sources 
of night-luminous objects are reported from time to time as "UFOs". The U.S. 
Air 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 category . Only a little experience in 
querying observers makes clear that, of all reports that temporarily bear the 
label "UFO", 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 prob~em'' which I have come to regard as so extremely important, 
centers around 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. In 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 working definitions are simply not yet possible. Such a 
situation is really not new in science; think of the semantic ambiguity, in 
earlier days 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 
predict. So let's proceed. 
Matters of UFO History 

Although 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 
problem, I do not choose to elaborate that history here in great detail. Much 
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of my own view of that history has been summarized in a form now available 
elsewhere 1 • It appears to me that, following an initial flurry of official 
USAF concern that American UFO observations of 1947 might be hostile aero-
nautical devices 2 , an era of puzzled investigation (generally devoid of solid 
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 official 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 1 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-
vities, I form the impression of a brief but futile attempt to look for some-
thing of interest, followed by CIA's request 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. 

For further insights and facts concerning the past twenty years' history 
of UFO matters see Hall 3 , Stanton 4 , Young 5 • For information on many cases in 
the Air Force files prior to about 1953, and for what appea:r:sto 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 6 • For the view-
points of a UFO investigator operating through those years, but outside of 
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official channels, see the several books of Keyhoe 7 . When the full history of 
the UFO problem is written, Keyhoe'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 inadequacies of their own UFO investigations, 
mistook his criticisms and his efforts to press for Congressional investiga-
tions as ill-conceived. I 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 scientific 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 tnternational conspiracy to which the USSR, the US, the UK, France, 
Australia, Canada, and many other countries would have to be party! Stanton 4 
has some pithy remarks on the conspiracy theory. Young 5 , 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 equated 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 earlier 1 : 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 inadequate the Bluebook work has been since 1953; they may have con-
fused incompetence with inscrutability. 

Scientifically, what's sorely needed is a number of entirely fresh starts, 
free from all pressures of governmental bodies that have taken an established 
position. This may be better achieved in countries other than the United 
States because of twenty years of Air Force assurances that there's really 
nothing to all the talk about UFOs, 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 scientific UFO research on an adequate national 
scale, with adequate science-agency support, seem to have generated only very 
slight response. In 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 8 , so need not be 
reiterated here. 
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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, outbound 
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 sixsmaller 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. James Howard, the pilot, stated, after landing in 
London 9, " ... 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 request. Just before it 
reached their 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 Strata-
cruiser was cruising 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 
explanation. 

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 
A half-dozen years after Case 1, and halfway around the globe from Quebec, 

a well-documented sighting bearing a certain resemblance to it (a number of 
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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 east 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 10 . He and Mrs. Browning quickly 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 not 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 lost 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 
and substance." That impression is attested to by many others who know the 
Brownings personally, as I established by direct queries in Hobart and 
Melbourne last year. 

My questions as to the ultimate public explanation which the RAAF put on 
the sighting elicited somewhat bitter comment from Rev. Browning, comment that 
I later found elaborated in press clippings made available to me by the 



7 

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 curiously familiar ring to anyone who has 
studied large numbers of USAF "explanations" of UFO sightings. One can 
quickly 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 ricges 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 question. (Because USAF explanations have many times asserted, as 
has also Dr. D. H. Menzel in his writings on UFOs 11 , 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 UFO explanations invoking such optical absurdities are unreason-
able. It might be added that Menzel has repeatedly erred in referring to 
sundogs, i.e., parhelia, as resulting from "reflection", since that familiar 
optical effect is caused by ice-crystal refraction.) In asserting such a 
meteorological 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 Air Force Project Bluebook files comes the material summarized here 

for this officially UNIDENTIFIED case involving airborne-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 encounte~ 
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 
number of different intelligence reports that are not mutually compatible on 
certain quantitative details (closure distances, etc.). 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 Forces 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 moon-
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 believed 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 
present, 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, they stated in their report. USAF ground-
radar stations at Shigamo-Shima and Fukae-Shima had the F-61 on their scopes 
intermittently as it moved in and out of ground clutter, but at no times 
obtained a radar-return from the unknown. 

Ruppelt 6 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 
existence in 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, inquiring into the UFO problem after the 1966 Michigan 
''swamp gas" episode, were told on April 5, 1966, by the USAF Bluebook officer, 
"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. 

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-
borne sighting by the crew of an Air Force B-29 flying over the Gulf of 
Mexico at 18000 ft in bright 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 area of the unusual sighting. It remains an 
UNIDENTIFIED in USAF files. 



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 
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and moisture 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 seem3 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. Hynek 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 question: 
''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 Bluebook work as 
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scientifically incompetent and superficial. Yet it has done the trick: it 
has kept all of us unconcerned about the UFO problem. 

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 
earliest, still carried by Bluebook as one of its UNIDENTIFIEDS, is a 
July 4, 1947 UAL sighting near Boise 2 • 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 1947. 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 
airborne 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 unknown was about 30° to 
the left of their northbound flight path, heading towards the west at an 
altitude slightly above theirs. Its 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 ~e 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. A check with Barcelona flight controllers indicated there 
were no known aircraft in the area, but reports do not indicate if radar cover-
age was available. 

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 they 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. 

Capt. Robert Millbank's report stated that the unknown was first spotted 
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 pair 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). AV-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 
to us." Other sighting details will be omitted here. After a few minutes of 
pacing to the DC-S's port side, the object was seen to accelerate, pull away, 
and climb rapidly out over the Pacific to the west, where it was lost in the 
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 is 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 quite 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 reportedly 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. Press 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 Munger 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 
from the underside. A dark gray or black band encircled the mid-section of 
the object. When first sighted, it lay almost due west, at a distance that 
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they estimated at a quarter 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 obscure the two lights on top and bottom, they stated. 

Munger, thinking to get an independent observation from a different part 
of Corning, returned almost immediately to telephone his wife; but she never 
saw it for reasons of tree-obscuration. At my request, 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 Highway 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 UFOs. This is a difficult question 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 is that even those witnesses who do have 
loaded cameras nearby may not recover from their surprise before the object is 
gone. 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 drivingrouth 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 
that the object lay only a few city blocks to their west. 

The weather was clear, no haze, no wind, according to the witnesses. 
Munger's concise comment was, "I've never seen anything like it before." He 
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 it 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-sources. 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 look, yet no wings or empennage is seen. What is it? Lack of 
sound at as close a range as a quarter-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, and 
the rest of the constellation of frequently-invoked explanations do not appear 
to fit such a sighting. It appears necessary to describe the object as an 
unconventional machine-likecbject - or reject the witness' testimony. The 
scientifically embarrassing point here is that many other such hard-to-explain 
observations of machine-like objects are now on record - and being ignored. 



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 
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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! Indeed, 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 
interest 12 . 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 Old 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 
several minutes. They did not get out of the convertible, from which they had 
a quite adequate view. Phipps could not recall whether he stopped his engine. 

The size was estimated at 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 Bluebook file report indicated that its shape was 
compared to that of a "sled with running boards", yet neither witness, when 
I questioned them,rad 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 
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 is almost the rule, 
not 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 expression 
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. 15, 
1963, when an unusual object swooped down nearby. 

It was already light on this summer morning, although rainclouds lay over-
head. Trevor was working in a part of the milking shed where his view of the 
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 cloud 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, and those 
already inside the fenced area were strongly disturbed for some time. Brew 
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 
hovered. Brew himself reported an uncommon headache persisting for a number 
of hours after the incident, but whether this was fortuitous cannot be con-
cluded. 

Brew has been interviewed many times by Australian UFO investigators 
without any 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. 
Her July 13, 1959 observation, like Brew's, and like that of many other UFO 



witnesses, is extremely difficult to explain in present-day scientific 
or technological terms. 

* * * 
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The foregoing constitute ten UFO 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 scoffed out of court by the skeptic) is the 
remarkable variety of shapes, sizes, and maneuvers reported. No mere sample 
of ten cases can give 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~ priori 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, to 
suggest that possibly we do have ' here a problem of considerable scientific 
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 quite 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. 

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 1 , 8 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, is 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 problem. 
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 if it might prove 
essentially correct). 

Hoaxes, 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 
"misidentifieds'', 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 is that intelligence personnel at the airbase levels from which 
the bulk of Bluebook's reports originate simply do not bother to go through 
the quintuplicate-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 
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 query, 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 person~el 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 
However, it is not only Bluebook that stresses misidentifieds. For about 

15 years, Dr. D. H. Menzel, former Director of Harvard College Observatory, 
has been saying that UFO reports fall almost entirely in that category. His 
two books 11 , 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. Consequently 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 1 ' 8 , I shall not give numerous examples here. 

But one category of Menzel's explanations that has evidently influenced 
Bluebook thinking of recent years (since similar explaining shows up in 
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official files) deals with "reflection" of light from atmospheric inversions 
and "haze layers." Menzel's explanation of the August 20, 1949, Las Cruces 
N.M., sighting by Dr. Clyde Tombaugh is a case in point (11, p. 266). Menzel 
argues that lights from windows on some house, reflected off an elevated 
inversion layer produced the appearance of six yellowish rectangles that 
Tombaugh, along with two members of his family, 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 is to be acceptable. 

For ideally sharp refractive index discontinuities, the Young-Fresnel 
equation (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 gualitative discussions about how UFO appari-
tions stem from reflection off atmospheric discontinuities frequently involve 
such near-normal incidence. Hence the question becomes that of asking about 
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, i.e., by inserting into 
the Young-Fresnel relation the magnitude n = 1.0003. The result is seen to 
be roughly R = io- 7 

This negligibly small reflectivity could not conceivably yield window-reflec-
tions of the type adduced by Menzel to account for sightings such as Tombatgh'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 in 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 15 will be found a Letter 
discussing an observation of an odd aerial apparition seen by Lt. Col. R. G. 
Hill, and treated by AF/SD 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 
AF/SD. 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 AF/SD, this is quantitatively 
quite out of question, Menzel's and Bluebook's arguments notwithstanding. 

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 
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it is obvious that it must be orders of magnitude more reflective than adjoin-
ing air 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 generally quite difficult, but Rayleigh 16 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. I emphasize that such 
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 

R = 10- 19 

I repeat; even this is an overestimate by a very large margin of what to expect 
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. 

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 UFOs 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. I 
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 quite credible witnesses as resembling machines of some type. 
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Klass' Plasma-UFO Theory. I reiterate that latter strong objection to 
the "plasma-UFO" 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 against so much of Menzel's UFO argumen-
tation - it fails to deal quantitatively with parts of the argument that are, 
in terms of existing scientific knowledge, amenable to quantitative 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 
grounds that we do now know something about prospects of interstellar travel 
and certain quantitative objections about propulsion difficulties can be 
raised against such travel. Indeed - and many have already cited these quan-
titative difficulties, including Purcell, van 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 17 and a just-
published book 18 • He does not assert that all UFOs are plasma-UFOs; other 
misidentifications contribute, he feels. But he does argue that most students 
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 
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. In 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. 

Summaries of BL reports have been given by Brand 19 , Dewan 20 , Rayle 21 and 
McNally 2 2 ; 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 23 has presented a brief summary 
of models developed up to about 1963, and other notions are to be found in 
a volume edited by Coroniti 24 . None of these models, or those subsequently 
offered by others such as Oman and Helstrom 25 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 illustrate 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 quite interesting case -
when they are electrically attracted to aircraft bearing tribo-electrically 
induced charges. Let us examine that notion, therefore. 

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 quantitatively 
absurd by some elementary computations. The fair-weather earth-air current 
is known (28, p. 150) to average about 10- 12 amp/m 2 , 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 equal to a modest esti-
mate of 100 watts (cf. 25, where 1000 watts is taken as perhaps more repre-
sentative), we obtain an area of 10,000 km 2 as our answer! Obviously the 
assumption of a slab 100 m deep was quite 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. 



21 

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 quantitative assay? No. 
Let's examine that idea quantitatively here, then. 
For simplicity, 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 limit (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 a will satisfy E = 4na, 
each object will then hold a charge Q = r 2 E (esu), where r is the object-
radius and Eis taken as 20,000 V/cm 65 esu/cm. If dis the separation of 
the centers of aircraft and plasmoid, then the force F (cgs) acting between 
the two entities is 

F = Q Q /d 2 = r 2 r 2 E 2/d 2 
a p a p 

where subscripts a and p correspond, respectively, to aircraft and plasrnoid. 
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-distanced= 
100 meters. We get, then, F 4xl0 7 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, 

D = k: p V2 Cnr 2 
2 p 

and setting D = F to determine the allowed airspeed V, 
V 2 = ( 2 r 2 E 2 ) / ( n p Cd 2 ) • a 

Thus the radius of the UFO plasmoid disappears from the V-relation. Using 
p * 7xl0- 4g/cm 3 , C 0.2 for the high Reynolds number regime here involved, 
and the previously suggested values for the other parameters, we get 

V 4xl0 2 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. 

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 26 , 2 7 that steady leakage of autogenous charges keep surface 
field strengths down to values generally under 10 3V/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 
be so decidedly non-neutral as to have surface charge densities anywhere near 
the breakdown limit, as assumed in the above calculation to give Klass full 
benefit of doubt on that socre. When some allowance is made for those 
factors, it is seen that a plasmoid could not be drawn through the atmosphere 
at the pace of even a very slow walk by the Coulomb interactions which Klass 
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invokes 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 qualitatively ad hoc assump-
tion that can now be seen to be irrelevant. 

In one of his articles 17 , 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 
never catch up with it. This is equally absurd. 

Other objections could be raised: Klass fails to confront his hypoth-
esis with cases where UFOs 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-Whitted 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 
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 quantitative sense for trailing 
UFOs. It can only be concluded that Klass has not provided an explanation 
for why UFOs sometimes come near aircraft. --

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 
approaches it." 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 plausibility is 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 floor 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 is certainly not open to question.] 

Formation of Plasma-UFOs in Wingtip Vortices. For the most part, Klass 
offers his readers no hint of the origin of the plasmoids to which he wishes 
to equate UFOs. But one 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 collected in the tip vortices 
(18, p. 168), somehow form a plasma-UFO. 



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 26 , 27 , so Klass is in serious initial trouble on this score 
alone. Furthermore, when an aircraft is undergoing such impact-charging, 
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what actually occurs is that the surface charge densities build up to an 
equilibrium value such that the leakage-rate just equals the charging rate. 
(One great value of charge-dissipating whips on wing trailing edges is 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 
is quickly attained on entering a dust or snow cloud, the air passing off the 
wing has zero net charge, since the leakage 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 for 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 requires 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 is 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 UFOs. 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 Brand 19 

finds a diurnal peak frequency 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 frequency 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 maximum 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 is 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 2 8 that increased ionization would, per se, 
increase the air's conductivity and thus decrease 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 ignore 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 
increase it. 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. 

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-
quency 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'' serv~ 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-
ing free electrons (ejected by cosmic-ray or air-radioactivity bombardment of 
neutral air molecules) shall be accelerated within one free path to energies 
sufficiently high to cause an additional impact-ionization event. Being con-
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 only 1 m2 • 
From the Poynting equation, we then wish to estimate the maximum electric 
field strength prevailing near the antenna with a flux density of 3xl0 5 
watts/m 2 . Since P = 1.3 x 10- 3 E0

2 (Pin watts/m 2 , E0 in V/m), we find by 
this order-of-magnitude estimate that E0 = 150 V/cm. Even after allowing 
for the reduction in dielectric strength of air at the radio frequencies 
involved, this generously high estimate of 150 V/cm is 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, e.g., 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. 

Air 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 idea, 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 it 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 its output into a walk-in 
size resonant cavity filled with selected gases at atmospheric pressure, the 
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, N2 , 0 2 , or N20, though not in A or CO 2 . It was hypothesized that 
the rf "pumping" stor'ed energy in certain energetically accessible long-
lived (metastable) states of N2 , or 0 2 , or N20, 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 
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 
oxides'' (his plural) with the "nitrogen oxides" of air pollution literature 
(18, p. 153). As a matter of fact, nitrous oxide, N20, is a natural 
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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 2 , the primary photon-acceptor in 
photo-oxidation air pollution of the Los Angeles type. N2O, 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 dangerous only in concentrations of 
about 90 per cent and then has mainly an anoxic effect'' (32, p. 149). Indee~ 
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 atl N-oxides except N2O! Briefly, through an 
error of interpretation of elementary chemical terminology, Klass misidenti-
fied the N2O of the Brookhaven experiments with true pollutants and was off 
on one of the many error-chains that so weaken his treatment of the UFO 
problem. 

Next, he failed to appreciate relevant quantitative aspects concerning 
the "air pollutants" he thus began to discuss. Average concentrations of 
N2O 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 pre sent in such trace quantities could 
play theenergy-reservoir role of the test-gases with which the Brookhaven 
group filled their tuned cavity is to 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 muqh 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 proc~ss, for they clearly assert that the N2 and 0 2 
of ordinary air do quite weil 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 is 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 energy 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 bland~y assumed to exist aft of a wing-tip, or under 
an inversion in a rural arep, 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 "poth 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 is it coincidence again that many of the high-altitude UFOs 
are reported by pilots while flying along well-traveled airways, where air-
craft also leave a trail of combustion-engine pollution products in their 
wake?" 



Other Misconstrued Laboratory Experiments. Although it is the Brook-
haven experiments that Klass misuses most extensively in his book, three 
other experiments are discussed in a manner purporting to provide support 
for his basic plasma-UFO hypothesis. Because in each instance Klass fails 
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to recognize quantitative factors that render the laboratory 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 question, 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 quantitative considerations is absent here, as elsewhere in Klass' 
treatment. Jenzano is quoted 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 quotes Bostick as saying " ... the plasma 
travels ... not as an amorphous blob, but as a structure (called a plasmoid) 
whose form is determined by the magnetic field it carries along with itself." 
He also quotes a passage that may seem to some readers to still further 
support the Klass plasma hypothesis fer 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- s mm HG (about 
a hundred-millionth of an atmosphere), except when the pressure was raised 
to that of "a poor vacuum (10- 3 mm Hg) in order to slow the plasmoid down". 
And about equaily remote from any conditions prevailing in situations where 
UFOs have been reported, Bostick used externally applied de 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 UFOs. 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, "a 
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 
rim or turn upside down." Interesting, from a scientific point of view; but 
what can this have to do with the UFO problem? Klass answers that question: 
"The ammonia gas that Melpar used in its experiments ... could be found over 
newly fertilized farmlands - another possible reason why UFOs are more 
frequently seen in rural areas." Here is one more good illustration of 
omitting highly relevant quantitative considerations. 
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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 NH 3 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 concentrations of NH 3 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 £Y_ Concatenation - Thunderstorms, Dust Devils, and Ball 
Lightning. Throughout his book, 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 Band C. Then C may have something or other in common with 
D, and Klass is soon asserting that A and Dare 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 into positively 
and negatively charged clusters by the action of a lightning stroke," a 



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 
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the early evening of Nov. 5, 1955; the object hovered for an estimated ten 
minutes, at a height estimated at 500 ft and at a distance from the two 
witnesses of about a half mile before it began to slowly move away and pass 
out of sight. Out of all this, Klass t a kes the point that dust was visible 
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 
ignored. The important point for the idea-chain is that dust was present.) 

So next (18, p. 111), Klass ponders "swirling, charged dust particles, 
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 -
'dust devils' ... ". So he then spoke with several persons who gave him infor-
mation about the well-known fact that dust-devils and dust storms (28, p.122) 
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 outflowing cool air that spreads out from 
thunderstorm downdrafts in summer storms over the arid Southwest, the last 
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 
of this section. That is how he established the bond between dust devils 
and ball lightning, with swirling, dust-laden vortical plasmoids created out 
of the rhetorical exercise. 

The term "vortex" is one Klass likes to conjure with; it comes up 
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 argumentation 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 book (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 
UFOs may be distantly related members of the same family," and evidently 
"micro-tornadoes" and angels are also in that family. If in approaching 
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 easily show that volcanoes are 
related to hurricanes and earthquakes to blizzards. 
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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 qualitatively correct beginning, with-
out further attention to all-important quantitative matters, he proceeds to 
explain instances of UFOs seen on radar. 

Citing (quite 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 followed 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 radar 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 30+ 
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 conventional radar practice, the 
requisite electron concentration runs from about 10 10 to 10 12 electrons/cm 3 • 
But recombination processes go on at rates that rise very rapidly (roughly as 
the square) with increasing free electron concentration, so that lightning 
channels quickly quench 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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(Sudden disappearance of unknowns from radar screens, following uncon-
ventional behavior, is encountered in many UFO radar cases. Significantly, 
"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 g round-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 
sightings 3 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 equally 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, and 
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 
UFOs. My reply to that is to ask why he feels so sure that they do not? 

S~inning 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. e ., we ask for 10 1 0 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 Harris 38 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 effects 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 believes that arc 
discharge is involved in either of those phenomena. One more instance 
wherein Klass either fails to understand what he is talking about or else 
crowds it into his mold - probably the former. 

The just-cited section of the book is followed by another 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. 161). 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 is 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 in 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 havereported 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. I 
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 8 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 opaque, 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. 
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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 quarters in darkness." Commenting on use of lights 
in concentrating a subject's attention in hypnotic experiments, he notes 
that "the plasma-UFO, 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 is, such warping of 
familiar scientific principles seems only depressing. 

Interference of Non-Coherent 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 continues to suggest that 
the reason that the light from the UFO was polarized was that motions of 
charges in the plasma that it really was generated magnetic fields that 
caused the polarization of the emitted light that then interfered with sky 
light when viewed through the chemist's Polaroid sunglasses. With arguments 
like that, one might hope to show that the moon is a plasmoid. 

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 quote 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 We a t her . 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 could even give a silhouette effect." 
Then, in a non sequitur he adds that "the raw materials for such a phenomenon, 
beyond 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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But returning to the foundation on which the above series of steps 
rests, let us see just what Vonnegut actually reported in the cited note. 
What he reported was a pilot observation of a bright band that propagated 
across the top of a thunderhead, a ground observation of a bright streamer 
of cloud that built up slowly and then disappeared suddenly at the moment of 
lightning discharge within the thunderstorm, and finally some field observa-
tions by Vonnegut on brightness changes (amounting to a mere few tenths of 
~percent) of thunderclouds at instant of lightning discharge within the 
cloud (as detected by radio-frequency noise 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 Vonnegut's note 17 , 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 electrical 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 electric fields ... a 
very pronounced silhouette could result. If 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 
solid spacecraft with small lighted windows." All of this suggests the con-
clusion that if someone sets out to create UFOs out of 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." 

However, he then comes up with an extremely curious suggestion that may 
be some measure of the 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 
effects. This is a puzzlingly erroneous misconception to be held by an 
electrical engineer. 

Aeronautical engineers in the CASI audience can appreciate the parallel 
to another closely similar situation where boundary-conditions can be handled 
by a similar ruse: The use of "image-objects" in flow problems near solid, 
plane boundaries. For instance, the enhanced lift that accounts for the 
familiar "flare-out" as an aircraft comes down to within a few feet of an 
airstrip can be treated, mathematically, in terms of an identical aircraft 
imagined to be upside down and moving along at a distance below the real 



aircraft's true distance above the ground-plane. In 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 out 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. 
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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 1 7 , 18 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, opt'Ical 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 UFO Evidence 3 • 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 contain 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 question. 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. l have, myself, interviewed so many wit-
nesses who have seen such objects that I can only smile weakly at the 
unreasonableness of Klass' intimation that he has "identified" such UFOs as 
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 quite 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, except when suit-
ably contained and provided with sustaining energy sources. Klass 
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. 

3) 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. 

4) Through a quite 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. 

5) Through failure to understand elementary principles of atmospheric 
electricity (the field in which he claims 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. 

6) 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 quan-
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. 
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7) It seems entirely fair to suggest that part of the reason for the 
c:edence and attention given Klass' plasma-UFO hypothesis in press 
and non-scientjfic journals rests on his being an electrical engi-
neer (the other part being, of course, his senior editorial posi-
tion with a well-known aviation/aerospace magazine). In this 
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light, his almost incredible misconceptions about "mirror-image 
charges", as noted above in connection with the lonq-pt.:.zzling 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. 
Finally, the most pervasively disturbing feature of Klass' book 18 

is the frequency with which it relies on argument by innuendo, 
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 
reflecting 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-
cussion. 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 now,that UFOs are all explainable in 
quite conventional terms has had very deleterious influence on the 
UFO problem; Klass will now join Menzel in extending that influence 
if the serious deficiencies 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. 

Summary and Conclusion 

Returning now to more positive considerations, let me stress that my own 
studies of the UFO problem have forced me to 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 itill leans predominantly in the direction that UFOs con-
stitute a "nonsense problem", a bothersome host of reports of misidentified 
natural phenomena. However, one finds that the spokesmen who most strongly 
emphasize that view are (with almost no exceptions) quite uninformed as to 
the real nature of the UFO evidence. Ridicule and official mishandling of 
the problem have kept the true nature of the UFO evidence well out of sight. 
As one American writer recently quipped, "The American 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, in my opinion, the greatest international scientific problem 
of our times. 
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SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY, AND UFOS 
James E. McDonald* 

Presented January 26, 1968, at a General Seminar of the 
United Aircraft Research Laboratories, East Hartford, Conn. 

---- ----

Science has, over the past few centuries, erected a strong framework of 
fact and theory that successfully compasses much of our experience. On this 
impressive and steadily rising framework are supported our ever-broadening 
technologies - the kinds of technologies so well represented by the aerospace 
technology in which many cf you are engaged. These Laboratories here in East 
Hartford where we a ::::-e meeting today exemplify the symbiotic interrelations of 
technology ~nd science that mutually support and nurture both of these impor-
tant activities of modern man. 

Some Truisms About Science, Technolog:{, and UFOs: 
A truism about science 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 
knowledge. Indeed, do we not all subscribe to the spirit of the closing 
lines of Alfred Noyes' moving trilogy about science, "The Torchbearers", 

"Wh o that has once seen how t Put h leads on to tI'u t h 
Shal l eveP daPe to set a bo u nd 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. 

Finally, a truism about UFOs themselves: Today, as for the past twenty 
years 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 p PioPi 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, 
I 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. 
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Other Hypotheses Competitive with the ETH: 
Although I shall not here examine them in any detail, it will be well to 

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 (meteorological, 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, i. 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 expiained 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, aware that 
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 vehicles 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 
articles, mainly aimed at the suggestion that the Space Brothers from Venus, 
Mars, and Saturn are here to save us from such hazards as "unbalancing the 
atomic state of the upper atmosphere with H-bomb radiations". This all-too-
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). 
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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. In other 
instances, I would object that he simply ignores 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 agq (see, e.g., Ref. 6). Both pilots reiterated 
to me, quite recently, that each saw square ports or windows along the side of 
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 qualitatively reasonable can be found in a 
multiple-witness sighting at Vandalia, 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 
viewing1t from a moving platform), Dr. Menzel concludes (with Bluebook) that 
this was a case of the planet Venus misidentified as a UFO. 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). Anyone 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 quali-
tatively unreasonable is the testimony of one of the commercial airline pilots, 
whom I have quite 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: 

u ... weather conditions the first day would have distorted 
the image and made it unlike the pale light of Venus 



occasionally visible i n the daytime . It was not v i s i ble 
at all the f ollowing day because o f di f f ere n t weat he r 
condi tions . " 

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 
(i . 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 ligh tning effects represent failure to confront the fact that the bulk 
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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 h~gh 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 looking 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, 



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). 
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I have now made brief comments about all of the listed hypotheses except 
6, the psychological 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 th~ 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." Stanton asserts that " ... until the well-publicized 
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 
years asks: " ... What is the motive for identifications so absurd that they 
fool no one, destroy public confidence, and insult and anger the people who 
report such things in good faith?" He rejects, as do I, the suggestion that 
the Air 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. 

Another journalist who has, 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 Government 
is trying to keep flying saucers out of the realm of serious, public 
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discussion," 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 
Project 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 Bluebook handling of the 
UFO problem. 

For the record, let me reiterate (see Ref. 5) that I have never been dog-
matic about insisting the "grand foulup'' theory, and I have never scoffed at 
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 
which I regard as having made by far the most significant contribution toward 
past clarification of the UFO question, the National Investigations Committee 
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 NICAP 
has based its preference for that theory. I have attempted to examine much of 
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 question, and I cannot do much 
more in this limited space towards elaborating my position than the above. 

For deserved emphasis, 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 question. 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. 
foulup question. 



Evidence For and Against the Extraterrestrial Hypothesis: 
The ETH seems, of course, 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-
tion might be. 
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That's too bad, since it crowds into a tight corner the supporter of the 
ETH. He is, 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 
results. 

My own inclination (supported by months of study of the UFO evidence) is 
to appeal to the implications of that boundless future of science and tech-
nology that we seem to be able to discern as an extrapolation of our own 
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 
astronomer Simon Newcomb published an article showing why heavier-than-air 
flight by man was out of the question. 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-lb class, only one 
human lifetime later than his "conclusive" 1903 analysis. 

Propulsion is indeed very much at the heart of the ETH puzzle. So com-
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 
pause to those who would insist that there are no Tau Cetians who can do that 
which we still regard impossible. 

I like to put it in this way: Imagine the consternation, the sheer dis-
belief of a Solomon Islander who, with only the most shadowy prior contact 
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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 seen. 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 UFOs 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 
priority 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 Tru e Magazi n e !) 

Not only would science move ahead enormously, once it got over what can 
now qnly be predicted as a dreadful shock of recognition, if the ETH is cor-
rect, but also the technological gains that could accrue from contact with 
and study of a technological society far beyond ours could be enormous. I 
cannot refrain from smiling a bit at some of the arguments made in recent 
years 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 
sense; doubters can review some facets of it in Cameron's book (Ref. 8). 

Still, there might be other consequences 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 -
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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 led 
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. In 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. 



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 
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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 adequate 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 
questions 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. 
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ADDENDUM 
In the discussion following the UARL 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 objects maneuvering in our global airspace, 
{b) that this has been occurring for more than 20 years, and (c) that despite 
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 thereon 
seems to be diminishing. 
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2. Assuming accomplishment of Step 1, a first escalation of scientific 
effort would be justified. A number of task groups should be created to 
investigate certain specific questions: (a) An extremely intensive examina-
tion 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 lid" 
holding them below the level of visibility. This lid 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 
wor1a:=--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 quantitative 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. 
Once new reporting procedures and reporting questionnaires 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 questions 
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 question 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 frequent 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 
to current sightings. The important "airship episode" of 1896-7 constitutes 
only a single such topic warranting the most careful study. Much amateur 
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speculation on pre-1800 sightings is, at presen4 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 own 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 needed 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 frequency-
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. 
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 
would, of course, involve greater total expenditures, but still at a level 
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 is a UFO 
problem. 
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Rife Secref 
Ho11se Quiz 
on 'Saucers' -- ' ~rElf'fi"oiisT 

Chief of Our Washington Bureau 

WASHINGTON, April 2. 
-A secret investigation of 
unidentified flying objects 
--(CfFOS) was conducted five 
'year.s ago by the House Sci-
ence and Astronautics Com-
mittee. 

The results never were made 
public. 

No printed record of the 
"hearing" was made and there 
are no secretarial minutes. 

But according to the man 
who conducted the inquiry, 

"Those Fantastic Flying 
Saucers," the first of two 
articles . by Jean Pearson, 
is in the Passing Show Sec-
tion (Section H) today. 

Rep. Joseph E. Karth, Minne-
sota Democrat: 

"I am absolutely convince<: 
there are no objects visitin! 
earth from other planets. 

"I am also convinced tha· 
people are not seeing the re 
suits of any exotic researcl 
work bearing a top-secret label 

"I was convinced then an< 
I am now." 

•• HEARD SPECIALISTS 
The convincing of Karth wa: 

done by Air Force specialist 
on UFO · manifestations. Ai 
Force · representatives were th• 
only witnesses he interrogated 
Karth said. 

Karth said he made "a ful 
report" to the committee chait 
man, the late Rep. Overtoi 
Brooks, Louisiana Democrat. 

Brooks requested Karth t 
give the report to the full con: 
m.ittee. 

"And that's what I did," h 
told The Detroit News. 

(Conciuded on Page 8A) 



) THE NATURE, ORIGIN AND PURPOSE OF SPACE PEOPLE 
AND THEIR MYSTERIOUS FLYING SHIPS 

The COSMIC STUDY CENTER was organized by a group of adult students, who 
are gifted with extra-sensory or super-physical perception, for the purpose of 
Cosmological and Metaphysical research. We investigate fascinating phenomena 
encountered in the invisible realms of the Cosmos, the existence of which is 
acknowledged by physicists but the aspects of which extend beyond the field of 
Science. 

One of our projects has been an investigation of the nature and origin of 
Unidentified Flying Objects, which are still mysterious to many, even though 
they are often seen in our skies and have been visiting the Earth at various 
times and places down through the ages. 

Dr. Carl Sagan, a Harvard University astronomer, states that "The statistics 
we now have on the universe suggest that the Earth has been visited many times 
by representatives from various galactic civilizations." Myths and legends of 
ancient cultures have recorded varied descriptions of UFO sightings similar to 
those of this Century. Such historical sightings were the prelude to today's ' 
world-wide reports of the visits of Flying Saucers to all parts of our planet. 

In addition to the invisible matter here, on Earth, such as air and gas, our 
studies support the scientific view that matter, also, exists in finer degrees 
of density likewise invisible to our physical eyes, and that each density vi-
brates at a different frequency or velocity--the most dense having the slowest 
and the least dense the fastest rate of vibration. Only the very dense Earth, 
having the slowest vibratory rate, is visible to our 3-D human eyes, but the 
others are just as real to the beings who inhabit them as our physical surround-
ings are to us. 

In the evolutionary process of growth, all planets and their inhabitants 
evolve successively from life in one degree of awareness to that of the next 
higher degree of consciousness. According to our research, human life on the 
planets of our Solar System, with the exception of Earth, has progressed to 
higher planes of existence, which are composed of finer degrees of matter invis-
ible to our physical sight. 

Our research show~ that there are on other planets beings that we cannot 
see. This explains why the recent US spaceship that flew by Mars took pictures 
that did not show any signs of human life on its surface. Recently, there was 
a newspaper article that referred to past life on Mars. The fact that our 
scientists have reached the conclusion that these other planets do not bear 
human life is due to their lack of knowledge that the inhabitants .have already 
evolved to a higher plane of existence and so cannot be seen by most Earth peo-
ple. Nevertheless they are there functioning at a faster rate of vibration than 
that of our scientists who, if they land there, will find only the remnants of 
what they call a former civilization. This explains why Flying Saucers are 
misunderstood and why there is no visible human life on Mars although it is said 
that Space ahips come from Mars, Venus and other planets of our Solar System and 
from other Solar Systems as well. 

The physical realm contains seven states or degrees of matter. We Earth 
people exist in all seven, but we are conscious only of the three lower states 
known as solids, liquids, and gases, The Space People of other planets exist in 
the four higher degrees of physical matter but also can function in the three 
lower levels. The next evolutionary step for the inhabitants of Planet Earth 
will be to raise their consciousness out of the lower into the higher degrees of 
the physical plane, as the inhabitants of other planets of our Solar System have 
already done. 

An interesting point is that people functioning in the higher phases of 
life have the ability to see into the lower ones, but people on the Earth plane 
do not have the ability with normal physical sight to see into the higher phases. 
However, people with clairvoyant ability can see into these other realms, and. 
can observe other people living there. 

c 1966 Clo Diroll 
7835 Northdown Road, Alexandria, Va. 

Phone - SO 5-7982 



Since life on each higher plane is known to function at a faster ra,te of 
vibration than that of the one next below it, beings who originate on these 
higher planes normally function at a faster vibratory rate than that of the 
Earth's people. So, in order to make their spacecraft and themselves visible 
to us, it is necessary for them to lower their rate of vibration or frequency 
to synchronize with ours. This is what occurs at the time Flying Saucers sud-
denly appear within our octave of sight. Conversely, when they disappear from 
our range of vision, they simply increase their rate of vibration until their 
original vibratory rate is resumed. In other words, before we Earth people 
can be contacted by more highly developed interplanetary Space People, their 
rate of vibration must be lowered to ours, or ours raised to theirs. 

How do we know that they have to lower their vibratory rates? This would 
necessarily be true because our physical eyes do not have the abil·i ty 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 in space ships, may have 
done this while they were in the sleep state. In that instance, the three-
dimensional person took the ride in his higher dimensional body. You see, we 
co-exist in both a physical body and a spiritual body. · The Center's research 
shows that the Real Self resides in the fourth-dimensional world in another 
body, a finer body in which we travel while we are asleep when the physical 
body is motionless. We have found that this body is, also, the same one in 
which we will function after we make the transition of so-called death. The 
only difference being that when one goea out in bis finer body during sleep the 
magnetic life-line, the elastic-like ''silver cord" which Joins the two bodies, 
is not severed as occurs at the time of so-called death. 

During the time a person is awake, these two bodi.es are in perfect align-
ment, but the moment a person falls asleep or becomes unconscious for any reason, 
his finer body moves out of and away from the physical form to distances varying 
according to the person's stage of evolvement. The Real Self when functioning 
in this co-existing finer body can look down and see his physical body. He may 
go to school on the inner planes and do many things that the person upon awaken--
ing usua],.ly is not aware 'of. On occasions when people do remember their activi-
ties during sleep, they say they had a dream. The experiences I have referred 
to are not what we w·ould call dreams, but actual four-dimensional experiences 
whicq most people do not have the ability to distinguish between. They classify 
them all as dreams. 

You and I, and every human being, possess a flner body, even though most 
of us are not conscious of the fact. So-called death does not suddenly bestow 
upon a person a new body which he did not previously possess. He already has it. 
He bas had it all his life. The physical body, which is a facsimile of the other 
body, is merely the vehicle which the Real Self uses while living on this three-
dimensional plane. • 

According to our research at the COSMIC STUDY CENTER, there is no death. 
There is only a discarding of our physical garment of flesh and a continuation 
of life in our finer body on the other side of life, where we have co-existed 
since being born here as a babe, and where we have been functioning each night 
of our earthly existen-0e. 

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 disclosed the fact that there are many sights and sounds that our 
physical eyes alone cannot see o~ hear. Our eyes and ears receive 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 existence teems with life and activity, the fourth-dimensional plane, which 
parallels the world and life we know. Some people see it and hear it by tuning 
into its higher vibration. These people possess extra-sensory perception, which 
,enables them to see, and hear, and know much that is hidden from their normal 
physical senses. 

We also have found that many people reach the stage of consciousness which . 
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enables their minds to get in tune with their higher or fourth-dimensional 
selves and thus acquire the ability to function consciously interdimensionally 
on two planes of existence simultaneously while awake. People who possess 
extra-sensory perception have the abil1 ty to see and hear with the eyes a.nd ears 
of their fourth-dimensional selves. Like radio and TV instruments, they tune 
into the higher vibrations and register various light and sound frequencies 
which occupy the same place at the same time. 

Likewise, the fourth-dimensional plane of consciousness interpenetrates 
this physical plane right here. It consists of seven phases of energy sub-
stance, each having a rate of vibration faster than the preceding one--tbe 
lowest rate of 4-D energy substance being hi gher tr.an the highest rate of 3-D 
matter substance. For example, if one visualizes a glass bowl filled with a 
mixture of large marbles, small marbles, smaller beads, sand, and water, with 
Cosmic Raya radiating through it all, one gets an idea of how varied densities 
of matter can occupy the same space a.t the same time. 

Likewise, various dimensions or planes of consciousness, each one having 
a different rate of vibration, interpenetrate each other. The particles of the 
different densities, which comprise the areas of the various interpenetrating 
dimensions or planes of existence, are distinguished from the particles of the 
adjoining dimensions by their alternating negative and positive polarities as 
well as their varying rates of frequency or velocity. 

I mentioned earlier that the rate of vibration of Space People must be 
lowered to synchronize with our frequency before our physical eyes can see them. 
The same thing seems to happen when we see their so-called Flying Saucers in the 
sky. Our visitors from Outer Space have this power of speeding~ and slowing 
down the vibratory rate of the matter of their ships as well as of their bodies. 

Evidence that UFOs have suddenly appeared and disappeared in the Earth's 
atmosphere is provided by many verified reports from reliable observers. For 
instance, in 1957, mi 11 ta.ry personnel in Korea saw a white, luminous ob.1 ec t 
hovering above the ground that went out suddenly and disappeared 11 like a bulb 
turned off." According to the research of the COSl.UC STUDY CENTER, the principle 
by which UFOs suddenly appear and disappear is based upon the interchangeability 
of matter and energy. Matter is energy at a slower rate of vibration. It 
disappears from our vision ~ben its vibratory rate is increased beyond the point 
at which matter becomes energy. Likewise, the various densities of matter may 
be changed. Therefore, when Space People wish to disappear from our sight, they 
merely increase their rate of vibration beyond that of ours. If they wish to 
appear to us, they simply decrease their vibratory frequency to the point at 
which their density is the same as ours. 

What is the principle of the locomotion used by these UFOs? our research 
indicates that within each Solar System there exist powerful magnetic fields of 
force which bind the planets to their~ and to each other. Also, we have 
learned that from the sun emanates a balanced pattern of magnetic rays having 
tremendous negative and positive energies. Moreover, each spacecraft contains 
a powerful electro-magnetic system having an instantly reversible polarity from 
gravitational attraction to magnetic repulsion. This system also nullifies or 
suspends the pull of gravity and thus enables the ship to hover in mid-air and 
to move in any direction and at any angle. A highly magnetized pillar, towering 
from the center of the ship's base to the dome of the ship, is the instrument 
by which the powerful magnetic forces, which pervade all space, a~e used for 
propulsion purposes. Cables carry static electricity from the magnetic poles 
to condensers, which are also the landing-gear balls under one type of ship. 
The top of the pillar is normally positive while the bottom is negative. Its 
polarity as well as the ship's direction of movement can be reversed merely by 
pushing a button. 

Apparently, the operators of spacecraft simply select from their charts of 
Cosmic forcefields the proper ray of energy which beams to whatever planet they 
desire to visit. In order to travel to a different planet, they merely switch 
their vehicle into another stream of force or energy and ride upon it faster 
than the speed of light until they reach their journey's end. In other words, 
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it appears that UFOs are not driven by propellers, or jets, or rockets. They 
are irres1stably drawn to the opposite magnetic pole of the planetary fiel~ at 
their chosen destination. 

What are Space People like, and what is their purpose in visiting us? To 
us at the Study Center, they seem like elder brothers, who have experienced all 
the sorrows and suffering that accompany the limited consciousness of Earth 
people, who have gained spiritual wisdom and kindliness, and who have volunteered 
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 parti-
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 Flying Saucers, 
have accepted them without understanding them. Now that former ridicule has 
been removed from the subject, this may be the time when an explanation, such as 
this, will help clarify the situation. It appears, however, that the Space 
People will not be free to make themselves known to us in greater numbers until 
they have been recognized by the Government and welcomed by an enlightened public. 

These visit.ors from Outer Space have proved that they are not hostile. If 
they ha.d been intent upon harming us with their advanced electronic instruments, 
they surely would have done so a long time ago. Therefore, our investigators 
have no doubt but that the Space People are here to enlighten us., and no doubt 
that when the time arrives that we can accept them with understanding., that they 
then will make themselves knowa in a much more public way and in greater numbers. 

I would like to close with an explanation of the relationship of the fourth-
dimensional plane to the third-dimensional plane of existence. Actually 4-D is 
the parent of 3-D. The viewpoint that the 3-D world is the materialization of 
the 4-.D world is supported by Plato who logically assumed that the world which 
we behold is shadowed forth from some other world beyond physical matter and 
that the Reality of matter is something other than its physical appearance. 

Absolute Consciousness existing everywhere simultaneously is stepped down 
from the ultimate source, the highest level or the 7th dimension, through a 
sequence of lower dimensions - 6th., 5th and 4th - each having a reduced rate of 
vibration., until that which was the one Unlimited Consciousness becomes veiled 
in denser energies., and finally is subjected to the limitations of lower matter, 
or 3-D. Since the ultimate source of matter and form in its final reduction of 
velocity is in the appearance of physical matter., it is concluded that the 3-D 
physical world would necessarily have to be the projection or child of the 4th• 
dimensional 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 
density than that of air and gas. It bas been suggested that our earthly civili-
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 is required for mutual visibility. The activ-
ity of the co-existing or fourth-dimensional body during sleep baa been explained. 
The principle of spacecraft locomotion has been described. The idea that the 
fourth-dimensional plane is the parent of the dense 3-D world has been supported. 
It has been indicated that the purpose of our visitors from space is a friendly 
one intended to be beneficial and enlightening to the Earth's inhabitants. In 
conclusion, let us recognize the profound effect that these revolutionary dis-
closures will have upon traditional religious doctrines. 
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This pifture, purportedly ,of a FlyinM #aucer, wa, taken Dec. 26, 1965, at Cappoquin in County Waterford, Ireland. LarJ:c, bri,:ht area was describe,;l a.s plume of saucer at left.hand tip. 

ARE THEY FACT, FICTION OR ILLUSION? 

Those Fanfasfi€ Flying Saucers 
' Scientists in 3 Special Fi·elds Explain 

Michigan1s Eerie UFO Sightings 
By JEAN PEARSON 

Udrull Hew• Science. Writer 

The House Republican leader has called 
ror a congressional investigation . 

A national organizalion for the investi-
gation of aerial phenomena, with high-
ranking, retired military officers and ·pro-
fessors on its governing board , has urged 
a nationwide tracking network , 

People arc puzzled: 
Are the UFOs rnal, illusions or Just 

natural events oeoule can't exulain? Is thP. 

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 rire 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 it into locus, 

(iivcn a blur, the viewers Immediately 
tried to determine what ii was they were 
looking al. Once they had reached R con• 
clusion that seemed to satisfy, they clung 
tn ;, 

Constructe,/ 
in France, 
this concept 
of a Flying 
saucer ma• 
chine was Utl• 
veiled in 
July, 1955, 
but there a,;e 
110 published 
reports of it 
Flying. It /, as 
a diameter 
of almost 21 
feet. 

·1 



State Flying Object Report 
Bring Plea for Federal Sif: 

ANN ARBOR (AP)- A Mich-
igan congressman planned Tues-
day to ask the Defense Depart-
ment to investigate reports of 
unidentified flying objects sight-
ed near Ann Arbor. 

U.S. Rep. Weston Vivian. D-
Mich., left for Washington, D.C., 
Monday after conferring with 
Sheriff Douglas J. Harvey of 
Washtenaw County. Harvey said 

I Vivian also planned to talk wi th 
the U.S. Air Force. 

Three times within a week, 
residents of the nearby com-
munity of Dexter have reported 
sighting objects flying in t h e 
night sky. 

-AP Photofax. 
"I didn't believe those re-

ports," said Harvey. "But with 
so many trained police person-
nel and reliable citizens having Frank Mannor, Son Des·cribe UFO 
se~n t~e~, I must believe some- ty Civil Defense director for 10 
thmg 1s m the Washtenaw Coun- years. said he watched the un-
ty skies." identified object through binoc-

And Tuesday, the Hillsdale ulars for three hours. 
County Civil Defense director The Air Force announced it 
and 87 college coeds said they was calling in Dr. H. Allen 
watched an eerie, hovering fly- Hynek, chairman of the Dear-
ing object settle in a swampy born Observatory at Northwest-
hollow near a school dormitory em University, Evanston, Ill., 
Monday night. and scientific consultant to the 

William VanHorn, 41, the coun- Air Force 's UFO study program, 

to inves~igate the rash of sigh1 
ings. 

Hynek will work from Sell 
ridge Air Force Base near Moun 
Clemens, the Air Force said. 

In Hillsdale, VanHorn said h 
joined the 87 Hillsdale Colleg, 
coeds and their housemother t: 
watch the object. He said i 
emitted wavering orange, rec 

(Continued on page 2, column SJ 
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if ·Force Investigating 
R~port d Flying Objects 

I!~_:.:, _,.. , j ::_,_ !' 1. ... 

re-
po ts of unidentified flying ob-
jects mounted in southeastern 
Michigan today the United 
States Air Force began an in-
vestigation of the m;,ny sight-
ings. 

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, a North-
University astrophysi-

cist and UFO project cons·ult-
ant, was askeri to visit the Ann 
Arbor area and investigate re-
ports of strange, glowing objects 
in the night skies. • 

The Uniaenufied 1' .~u,g Ull-
jects Office at Wright-P atterson 
AFB at Dayton, Ohio, asked 
Dr. Hynek to investigate Tues-
day. Maj. Hector Quintanilla, 
project officer, said Dr. Hynek 
would conduct interviews and 
assist officials at Selfridge AFB, 
Mt. Clemen:;, in gathering 
information: 

Quintanilla emphasized 
knowledge of the Michigan 
sightings "is extremely limited 
at this time." But he mid noth-
ing he has heard indic:.>.tes proof 
of "extratere~tial objects" any 
more than numerous other re-
ports the office has checked in 

: the past 18 years. 
Sightings were reported three 

times within a week m the Ann 
Arbor area an<l the nearby town 
of Dexter. 

The last sighting S u n d a y 
night brought hundreds of per-
sons, many with cameras and 

. binoculars, to the area Monday 
night. No sightings were report-
ed, .but 65 miles southwest of 
Ann Arbor, at Hillsdale, a group 
of college coeds watci1ed an ob-
ject several hours. 

William Van Horn, civil de-
fense director of Hillsdale Coun-
ty, said Tuesday the flying ob-
ject he observed east cf Hills- · 
dale Monday night was "defin-
itely some type of vehicle." 
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-Photo Adds New Wrinkle to Saucers 
• By DOUGLAS BRiDFORD that they saw the :str3:nge glow- The, object in the picture can a~count for the fact ~hat 

. . . . . . ing objects cavortmg m the sky doesn t seem to have much ma- the thmg they saw was bnght 
While -Air Force officials and that the dark area on the terial substance. and shiny with flashing colored 

prowled ·th.rough the coun- picture represents one of them. Neither Paul nor his mother lights while the camera rec 
tryside looking • for • some corded a dark smear. 
sign of · the strang!:! • ni~ht Pa'.11 said his Argus Fl00 was 
visitors that have been zip- on tune exposure at f2.8 and 
ping through southeastern was loaded wit~ fast film when 
Michigan skies, a Monroe he_ took the. picture at about 

b. . with what 11.30 p.m. Friday. area ?Y came up . The News photographers con-
he said was a picture of ceded that the darkness in the 
on·e. . . . . . picture "might" be the indica-

Paul R1chwme, 16, • who hyes tion of something moving quite 
in Woodland Beach, three miles swiftly on a time exposure, or 
n?rth ·of _Monr?e, produced· the blob could be a water spot 
piece of film with a blob on 1t on the negative or a wrinkle in 
tha:t he· says· his camera "saw" the film. 
_when he pointed it at a "flying Mrs. Richwine said the ob-
s~ucer" over his home . Friday ject's appearance was preceded 
mght. . .. by four glowing shapes about 

Detroit N-e w s photographers 10: 30 p.m. Friday. She saw 
say the blob could be due to a them from her front window 
wrinkle in the film. • h . , h she said. ' 

But Paul and his mother, Mrs. This is what Paul Ric wine s camera saw w en 
Mariannice Richwine, insist .he pointed it at the unidentified flying object. See SAUCER-Page 13.A 
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iputy Sheriff 'Shoots1 o U F 
;BOR, Mich. (AP)-A 
foputy sheriff said an 
d flying object sight-
mthern Michigan last 

trapped-on film-
another UFO was 

• esterday. 
Sheriff David Fitzpat-
tshtenaw (Ann Arbor) 
>Ok the photographs 
1 camera roughly the 
nan's two forefingers 
1er. 
,ere delayed because 
lm had to be sent to 
ls, N.Y., for develop-

Over Michigan 
distinct ~teaks of light in th 
sky high above street light 
leading into Milan. No details c 
the objects are visible in th 
photographs blown up to 8 by 1 
inches from the tiny flim. 

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, a Nortt 
western University astrophysi 
cist, was sent here by the Ai 
Force to investigate recen 
reports. 

He has scheduled a news con 
ference in Detroit .today to dis 
cuss his probe. 

Meanwhile, reports of uniden 
tified flying objects moved soutl 

v sighting of an un- into Ohio today. A farmer wh 
flying object near lives near Upper Sandusky i1 

'.Iich., came from both Northwestern Ohio told sheriff' 
Mrs. Robert Nichols, deputies that an object shape, 

across Michigan's "like a top" or a "Christma - United Press International :..ower Peninsula near tree upside down" hovered ove 
. . They said it flew The two unidentified objects photographed over Dexter, Mich. a wooded area on his propert: 

highway ahead of early today. 
more than 150 to 200 round circle glowing red on the reported sightings in the Ann light in graceful swoops which Deputies were called to th, 

inside and white on the outside." Arbor area in the last 10 days. he and Sheriff's Sgt. N. K. farm three times, but the farm 
24, said the object. Nichols' description fits Fitzpatrick, howe·1er, said the Schneider observed from about er said the object, with lights 01 

about half ,tJhe size of roughly that given by several of two objects he photographed 4 a.m to 7 a.m. March 16. its outer edges, disappearec 
10bile and was "a more vhan a sc,ore wiho have gave off a brilliant yellow-white The photographs show two each time before they arrived . 
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40 in Michigan Say 
A Mysterious Craft ! 
Hovered in Swamp 
ANN ARBOR, Mich .. ·March 

21 (UPI)-At least 40 persons, 
-including 12 policemen, said to· 
day that they saw a st.range 
flying object guarded by four 
sister ships land in a swamp 
near here Sunday night. 

Dexc1,iptiions of the unidenti-
fied flying objects tallied close• 
ly. A pat1·olman, Robert Huna• 
wm, said he and other residents 
of the area saw similar craft 
before da,vn last Monday and 
Wednesday. 

In Washington, the Air Force 
saiid it knew nothing of the 
reports. The Airr Force's Michi-
gan headquarters in Battle 
Creek would not comment. 

Two persons who slogged 
through the 300-acre swamp to-
day and looked for traces of 
the -craft found notrung but 

. marsh grass, quicksand and 
muck. 

However, the .two persons who, 
reportedly were closest to the 
object, F1rank Ma.nnor, 47 years 
•old. and his son, Ronald, 19, said 
it did not appear to touch the 
ground but sat on a base of fog. 

Fredrkk E. Davids, state po• 
lice commissioner, who ds also 
head of civil defense for Michi-
gan, opened an dnvestigation. 

"I used ,to discount these re-
ports too but now I'm not so 
sure," he said. 

Mr. Mannor and hi s son said 
they had run to within 500 
yards of the object. Mr. Mannor 
sa1a w1e craft was shanerl • likie 
a football and was ab.out the 
length of a car with a ·"grayish 
yellow" hue and a pitted surface 
"like coral rock." •• 

It hact a blue light on one 
end and a white light on · the 
other, he said. 

"They were pulsating and 
each of them looked like they 
had a little halo around 'it." he 
sa-id. 

Other witnesses saw only the 
lights, but their descriptions, 
including t11ose of policemen, 
agreed dosely. 
Stanley McFadden. 'V\Tashtenaw 

County sheriff's deputy, said he 
and deputy David Fitzpatrick 
watched the objec,t fly over 
their car about the same time 
the Mannors 1·eported it had 
taken off. 

Officer Huna,vill said four 
other unidentified flying ob-
jects had hovered in a quarter-
drcle over the object in the 
swamp. 
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vJ.~ 1 re-if 3 - d_ C/ - fv·C., 
Truth About Flying Objects. 
Hidden by AF, Faithful Say 

By Howard Simons 
Washington Post Stal! Writer 
Firm believers that • 

unidentified flyin,g objects 
are for real and from a far-
off superciv,ilizati-on 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" R•ep. Gerald Ford 
(R-Mich.) who wants a Con-
gressional investigati-on of 
un1dentified objects which 
have • lately pla-gued his 
home state. 

But most of all, the be-
lievers want to be believed 
and loved. 

"We want ,the Air Force 
merely to end its secrecy on 
sightings and stop ridiculing 
competent witnesses," said 
retired Mavine Gorps Major 
Donald E. Keyhoe, a UFO 
skeptic until his conversion. 

Keyhoe now is director of 
the National Investigations 
Commi!ttee on Aeri-al Phen-

organization 

whose major aims to eva-
luate all UFO sightings; get 
the Air Force to own up to 
the "truth," and to expose 
UFO 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 D-0na:ld Bel"li-· 
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 be-
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 missle track-
ers - had sighted objects; 
roughly 100,000 persons in 
aill. 

The Air Force, which has 
been investigating UFO re-
ports since 1948, • has stead-
fastly maintained there is 
no evidence any flying ob-
ject has come from some-
where else in the universe. 

Keyhoe's view, shared by 
the Committee's board of 
governors, is radically dif-
ferent. The Committee con-
cludes, Keyhoe said yester-
day, that "these things are 
real and must be_ extralter-
restrial because they are so 
superior to anything we 
have." 

According to Keyhoe, 
UFOs have been observing 
the earth for 200 years. He 
gave two reasons, essential-
ly, for why no contact has 
been made with whoever it 
is that pilots the UFOs. 

One reason is that the Air 
Force has orders to scare 
the UFOs away. 

A second reason is that 
until humans demonstrated 

the atomic bomb and space 
flight the UFO ·peoplle· re-
garded earth as too primi-
tive a society to •bother with 
other than for surveillance 
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Ry Roscoe Drummond 
YOU CAN'T dismiss the 

possibility that some of the 
unidentified flying objects, 
which so many people have 
sighted in so many places, 
are real. 

There ,are, of course, UFO 
buffs who seem to want to 
believ·e everything ,and dis-
count logical explanations. 
But Air Force officials as-
signed to check up on these 
sightings seem so bored and 
skeptical that many people 
have the impression that 
they think the public would 
panic i.f all the facts were 
brought into the open. 

Let's not leave the search 
for more knowledge to those 
who tend to accept every-
thing uncritically or to those 
who tend to dismiss every 
UFO as 1·idiculous. 

The time has come for the 
President or Congress to 
name an objective and re-
spected panel ito investigate, 
appraise and report on all 
present and future evidence 
about what is goin,g on. 

Last week, more -than 100 
(some of ,them 

trained observers) reported 
seeing "flying saucers" in 
seven states, from Maine to 
Texas to Colorad'o. • 

Last year, project Blue 
Book the small Air Force 
unit ~reated to keep tabs on 
these things, received 886 re-
ports of UFO sightings. 

Durin" 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 5Uch reports. 

During the past ten years, 
the NICAP received some 
8000 reports and says that 
1500 of them "seem pretty 
sub st anti a 1 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 
detached apprai-sail of the 
evidence than we are getting. 

Maybe there is no intelli-

UFOs / 
gent life on other planets 
Many scientists think other 
planets could not sustain 
such life. But we don't really 
know. 

One fact about the UFOi 
gives me pause. There haVE 
been no really solid reporti 
of creatures being seen get• 
ting off landed saucers. Tc 
venture from one planef tc 
another involves great intel 
lectual curiosity and I woulrl 
think it almost impossiblE 
for someone from oute1 
space, once here, to stiflE 
that curiosity. to the exten1 
of not trying to make person· 
al contact with Earth people 

Conceivably, we have been 
seeing only preliminary un 
manned orbitings of the 
Earth precisely controlled al 
grea,t distances. But we don'1 
know. 

We need to get '3111 the dat.;; 
drawn ·bogether in one placE 
and examined far more ob 
jectively than anyone hai 
<lone so far. A stable public 
opinion will come from 
trustwol'thy look at the 
•evidence, not from beHttline 
it. 

© 1966, Publishers Newspaper Syndicate 
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First UFOs 
Of Seaso-n 
Are Sighted 
Spring's first flying sauce 

have sprouted right alongsi, 
the forsythia. 

Scores of people in Michig: 
have reported strange flyir 
objects since the weeken 
and a former fighter pilot sa: 
he saw several over his B 
thesda home Saturday nigh 

The Air Force, which has ii 
vestigated more than 10,0C 
such reports since 1947, ser 
Northwestern University's D 1 
H. Allen Hynek, its top scier 
tific adviser on unidentifiei 
flying objects (UFOs), to loo: 
into the Michigan reports. 

The latest was Monday nigh 
at Hillsdale College, where ; 
county civil defense . director 
a former reporter and assist 
ant dean, and 87 coeds say the) 
watched a glowing object zip 
ping around campus for fom 
hours. 

This report coincided with 
one near Ann Arbor, where 
about 50 persons - including 
12 policemen - said they saw 
an eerie object cruise over a 
swamp Sunday night while four 
sister ships hovered overhead. 

In Bethesda.. .re.tired - Air 
Force Col. Howard T. Wright, 
of 5119 Newport Ave., s,aid 
he and five other persons 
saw several o·bjects outside his 
home and they were "definite-
ly not in my imagination, nor 
were they satellites or air-
planes." 
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87 Michigan Coeds 
and Official Sight 

THE 

that of a football. This w~ 
roughly the same 'descriptic 
given by a man an-d h!is son wh 
repo11ted. that they saw an eeri 
object ,land .in a swamp Snnda 

M t • Qb • f night 45 miles northeast of he1 ys eflOUS JeC near Ann Arbor. 
The Air Force announced 

was bringing in Dr. H. Alle 
HILLSDALE, Mich., March Hynek ehairman of Dearbor 

22 (UPI)-A civil defense di- Observatory at Northweste1 
rector an assistant dean and 87 University, Evanston, HI., ar 
c-oeds reported a gilowing ob- scientific consultant to the A 
ject fly past a rollege dorrni- Force's Project Blue Book pre 
tory and hover in a swamp for gram to track ,down the report 
hours. of unidentified flying objects. 

Their description of the ?b- Dr. Hynek set up his heac 
ject seen here last night tallied quarters at Selfridge Air Fore 
closely with that of one seen by Base, Mount Clemens, Mich 
more than 50 persons, including nea,r .the southern Michigan sec 
12 policemen, nea,r Ann Arbor, tion where the objects ha, 
Mich., the previous night. been reported several time 

The Air Force· dispatched its lately. 
top scientific adviser on un_iden- "It was definitely some kin 
tified flying objects to begm an of vehicle," Mr. Van Horn sai, 
investigatlion. "Through the glasses [binoc1 

The witnesses sai-d they lars] it was either round c 
watched from the second floor long." 
of a Hillsdale College dormitory The object 's shape was .b11iefl 
as the object wobbled, wavered, outlined by lightning as 
glowed, and once flew Tight at veered over and near the dorm 
a dormitory window before stop- tory before retreating linto tl 
ping suddenly. swamp, Miss Kohn salid. : 

Mrs. Kelly Hearn, for seven stayed fuere for four hours b, 
years ,a newspaper reporter be- fore vanishing, witnesses :,aid. 
fore becoming assi-stant dean of 
women, assistant professor of 
Eng~ish and housemother of the 
dormri;tory, ha-d the coeds take 
notes as they watched the ob-
ject for four lhours. 

Thev and William Van Horn, 
41, years old, Hillsd:we County 
civil defense directo,r, said the 
object dimmed its lights wlhen 
police cars approached, bright-
ened again when they went 
away, and dodged an airport 
bea,oon light. 

Barbara Kohn, 21, of New 
Castle, Pa., and Cynthia Pof-
fenberger, 18, of Cleveland were 
the first :to see the obj-ect. They 
described its shaipe as roughly 
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~ucer • Observers 
Over Air .Force A 

Upset 
I , . • 

nalysis 
DETROIT (UPI) - The U.S. the-scene investigation by tell-· conditions that night-were sue 

Air Force closed its books Satur- ing a press conference it ap- as to have produced this u: 
day on the case of two "visits" peared "very likely". that usual and puzzling display," l 
by unidentified flying objects. swamp gas was responsible for said. _ . 
41:ts verdict: Swamp gas. mass ~eports _of strange gl?W· Frank !l:{annor ana . his sc 

ing obJects this week at Hills- had described the obJect th; 
1 _But some of the people who dale and Dexter in Southern hovered in a marsh at the 
;witnessed _what they ~bought MicrJgan. farm near Dexter as footbal 
was a lan~mg by a glowmg, ex- Hynek, an astrophysicist from shaped with a pitted surfac 

~haterrestnal space c_raft, were Northwestern University, said "like coral rock." But Hym 
tnhot comp/etely co!i~ired that rotting vegetation can release a told reporters Mannor and h 
tt e exper s we~e ng • gas, especially at springtime, son were 500 yards away fro! 
ti And even w~ile_ the h~o ~ost which can glow like fire and the "visitor" and couldn't ha, 
spectacular Michigan s1ghtmg_s even make "popping" noises. distinguished such detail. F 

t]n?w wore t~1e !~g of a~ "?ff1- He said both instances he in- said distance was also a factc 
0
.cial .expanat10n, UFO sightmgs vestigated took place in marsh in the Hillsdale case, where I 
·contmued to pop up across the land. coeds, their house mother ar. f country, in rural areas and ci- "It appears very• likely that a civil defense director watche 11ties alike, the combinations of the condi- an object in a nearby swam 

H Dr. J , Allen Hynek, the top tions of this particular winter- for several hours. 
Air Force adviser on UFO sight- an unusually mild one in this . "A dismal swamp is a mo; 

d:ings, climaxed three days of on- area - and particular weather (Continued on pa,e 2, column S) 

d u • ci< I ,,. 

ut-,ui; - ~wamp gas ana less 1 
time watching what I took to be 
UFOS," she said. J 

William Van Horn. the Hills-
dale County civil defense di- ' 
rector, said he was "dissatis- /, 
fied" with the Hynek explana- : 
tion because his investigation of 1 

the sighting was too brief · and • 
because he sidestepped mention 
of the report from two of the 
coeds who said they saw the 
UFO close-up as it swept past 
their window. 

"I'm not satisfied until there 
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r t~es Ire 

/F 

Obs-ervers Conte'srt 
Prof's Explanation 

(Continued from PIH 1) ' nlikely place for a visit from 
uter space," Hynek said. 
"It was in both cases a very 

,callzed phenomenon." he said. ;,_ 
I think that this 18 a . most ~-
ignificant point. It would seem C.J' 

··1 me that the association of 
1e sightings with swamps, · In ;,_ 
1ese particular cases, is more • 6.1, 
1an coincidence." '-' • 
"I emphasize . in conclusion 6 

iat I cannot prove in a court 'If"' , 
f law that this is the full ex- .,,,.,_ ,. 
lanation of these sightings." - fl!!'_ -_.__ 
e added. <>~. Q 
ousemotker Doubts J%, 
Mrs. Kelly Hearn, the Hllls•~<?'.,,. 

ale dorm housemother, said .o" .,,. • 
.1e still re.tained. ii "reasonable ~c:,'% ?._.;, ;,..._• / 
oubt" ~bout Hynek's findings.~ % 'W . 
If the phenomena were gas as ;,, ~<>"<?' \,. 
tr. Hynek stated, then it be-·, ., '{i ,-: 'J,. 
ooves me to spend more time O <><?' :.; i.,; ""' 
:udying swamp gas and less % i· -, ,;. ,;.')J / 
me watching what I took to be .,,. <>,."' / 
'FOS," she said. 0 "b 
William Van Horn, the Hills - '(I~_.,,.;:, 
de County civil defense di- l, %, ,:.; 
?ctor, said he was 11dissatis~ • ,. 
ed" with the Hynek explana-
on because his investigation of , 
1e sighting was too brief and 
ecause he sidestepped mention 
f the report from two of the 
oeds who said they saw the 
JFO close-up as it swept past , 
beir window. 
"I'm not satisfied untu there , 

: a more thorough investiga. 
\On," he said. 1 Mannor said he would like to 
alk to Hynek to compare notes. 
[e indicated be was not satis-
led with the explanation and 
till believes he saw something 
oncrete. 
'ord Donbts, Too 
House Republican Jeader Ger. 

Id Ford, R-Mich., Included him-
ilf among those dissatisfied 
ith Hynek's report. He called 
,r a full-!ilown congressional 
1vestigation of UFO sightings. 
·e said Air Force investigators 
have come up with nothing 
Jnclusive" for years and a 
;udy by a congressional com-
1ittee would be "a very whole-
1me thing:· 
Other UFO sightings, mean-

·hlle, came in from a drive-in 
!Staurant in Des Moines; from 
ime police officers In St. Lou-
:; from a truck driver on a 
Uchigan interstate highway; 
:om sheriff's deputies in To-
ido, Ohio; from a !armer in 
fpper Sandusky, Ohio; from a 
ousewife at McComb, Miss.; a 
ewsman at Tomah, Wis. ; and 

man at Bangor, Maine, who 
iok a potshot at his object. 
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UPI -1 73 
<UFO) 

FLY~~~ i§j~~fsM§~¥n-i1~~YT~~c~i~ k~~g~T~X~fRl S~o~~igr~J~efDSEEN 
THROUGHOUT SOlITHERN MICHIGAN ARE "MORE CONSISTENT" THAN MOST HE HAS 
INVEST !GATED. 

DR• H. ALLEN HYNEK OF NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY CHIEF SCIENTIFIC 
ADVISER FOR THE AIR FORCE PROJECT BLUE BOOK.1 REFUStD TO SPECULATE, 
HOWEVER1 ON WHAT MIGHT BE BEHIND THE RASH OF UFO SIGHTINGS IN 
RECENT DAYS• 

Loo~Y~fKA ~~~~irEEi~ bgf~~;5
Mf~R.HiI&Hf~~Tl ~~~M~~sR~~g~fr~PTHE 

GHOST SHIP LANDED SUNDAY NIGHT, SAD ~I'M STILL GATHERING THE 
FACTS•" • 

HYNEK HAS BEEN IN THE AREA SINCE TUESDAY 1 Il\iTERVIEWING WITNESSES 
AND EXAMINING AREAS WHERE THE OBJECT WAS REPORTED. HIS 
INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN CARRIED ON BEHIND AIR FORCE SECRECY Btrr 
HE MADE TODAY'S COMMENTS WHEN ENCOUNTERED AT THE DEXTER POLICE 
STATION WHERE HE WAS QUESTIONING THE POLICE CHIEF AND SEVERAL 
OFFICERS• 

"IT'S LIKE REPORTS FROM PEOPLE ti.THO SAW A FIRE," THE 
ASTROPHYSICIST SAID. "YOU GET AS MANY DIFFERENT FACTS AS YOU GET 
PEOPLE WHO SAt,J THE FIRE. SO FAR, ALL I'VE BEEN ABLE TO COME UP 
WITH IS REPORTS OF A VARIETY OF LIGHTS• 

"THESE REPORTS ARE MORE CONSISTnrr THAN MOST OF THE OTHER 

SIGWvi~is sl~iE "si~E
5~hgr (X;RAPHS 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 our TO BE USUAL THINGS SEEN UNDER 
UNUSUAL CIRCUMSTANCES," HE SAID. HYNEK ESTIMATED THAT OF THE 
UNEXPLAINED 10 PER CENT OF UFO' S REPORTED SINCE 19'-! 8, MOST COULD 
HAVE BEEN !DENT IFIED WITH A SPECT OGRAPH• 

HYNEK SAID THAT AS AN ASTRONOMER HE WOULD HAVE TO ADMIT THAT 
"POSS !BLY YES " THERE ARE INTELLIGENT BEINGS IN Ol"HER SOLAR 
SYSTEMS, "Btrr'IT'S A LONG STEP TO SAY WE ARE BEING VISITED BY 
THEM." 

3/23 --MJ622PES 
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' UPI-1 7~ 

<UFO) 
WASHJNGTON--JEANE DIXON, SELF-STYLED PROPHETESS WHO HAS BEEN 

FORETELLING THE FlITURE FOR THREE DECADES, THINKS THAT UNIDENTIFIED 
FLYING OBJECTS ARE OF TERRESTIAL ORIGIN• 

"I THINK THEY ARE PLANES OR MI LIT ARY CRAFT OF S OMEKI ND--Bl.IT 
NOT FROM OUTER SPACE," SHE TOLD UPI TODAY• "I THINK THEY ARE 
FR OM THE afHER SIDE--THEY ARE EITHER FROM THE ENEMY, RUSS IA, JAPAN 
(CORRECT) CHINA OR OUR otJN 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 U.S. ARE 
EXTRATERRESTRIAL. AND THE UFO'S SIGHTED IN PAST YEARS WERE 
"DEFINITELY NOT 1 " SHE SAID• 

3/23--MJ626pES 

UPI-18 
(UFOS) 

ovr~ 1}l~gA}Yl1~§c~Ni-f~~it1~~~gEP!~~i~1i~1I~1v1E~~P1~f:~ 
OF UNIDE.NTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS. 

SCORES OF PERSONS 1 RANGING FROM FARMERS TO POLICEMEN TO COLLEGE 
COEDS AND A DEAN, SAID THEY SAW THE HOVERING OBJECT DURING THE PAST 
FEW DAYS. 

DR• H. ALLEN HYNEK THE TOP AIR FORCE SCIENI'IFIC ADVISER ON 
UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OgJECTS, YESTERDAY QUIZZED A FARM FAMILY NEAR 
ANN ARBOR, MICH. FRANK MANN OR 1 THE FARMER, HAD REPCP.TED THAT A 
PULSATING OBJECT LANDED IN A SWAMP ON HIS LAND SUNDAY AND WAS 
OBSERVED BY HIS FAMILY AND BY SHERIFF'S DEPlIT !ES. 

3/23--JD1 OAES 
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March 28, 1966 

Rep. George P. Miller, Chairman 
Science and Astronautics Committee 
u. s. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Chairmen Miller and Rivers: 

Rep. L, Mendel Rivers, Chairman 
Armed Services Committee 
U. s. House of Representatives 
Washington, D. c. 

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 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 1 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 1s, 

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 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, 11A 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, and 
aircraft." 

I have just today received a number of telegrams 
investigation of UFO's. One is from retired Air 
Ardmore, Tennessee, who says, 111 have seen UFO. 
testify." 

urging a congressional 
Force Col. Harold R. Brown, 
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." 

(MORE) 



Rep. George P. Miller, Cha!rman 
Rep. L. Mendel Rivers, Chairman 
Page Two 
March 28, 1966 

Ronald Colier of Los Angeles, who identifies himself as 11a scientist from 
M.I.T., 11 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, 11 

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 Force, I strongly recommend that there 
be a committee investigation of the UFO phenomena. 

.• I think we owe it to the people to establish credibility regarding UFO' s 
and to produce the greatest po·ssible • enlightenment on this subject. 

Kindest personal r~gards. 

Sincerely, 

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

GRF:plr 

Enclosures 



UPI -1 73 
<UFO) 

ANN ARBOR.J MICH. --THE TOP AIR FORCE EXPERT ON UNIDENTIFIED 
FLYING OBJECTS SAID TODAY RECENT REPORTS OF A GLOWING OBJECT SEEN 
THROUGHOUT SOUI'F!ERN MICHIGAN ARE "MORE CONSISTENT" THAN MOST HE HAS 
INVESTIGATED. . 

DR~ H. ALLEN HYNEK OF NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY, CHIEF SCIENTIFIC 
ADVISER FOR THE AIR FORCE PROJECT BLUE BOOK.1 REFUSED TO SPECULATE, 
HOWEVER_, ON WHAT MIGJIT BE BEHIND THE RASH OF UFO SIGHTINGS IN 
RECENT DAYS. 

HYNEK DRESSED IN FATIGUES AND HIP BOOTS FOR HIS CLOSE-UP . 
LOOK AT A S!·JAMP NEAR DEXTER, MICH. 1 WHERE A FARMER REPORTED THE 
GHOST SHIP LANDED SUNDAY NIGHT, SAID "I'M STILL GATHERING THE 
FACTS." 

HYNEK HAS BEEN IN THE AREA SINCE TUESDAY, Il'-ffERVIEWING WITNESSES 
AND :SXAMINING AREAS WHERE THE OBJECT WAS REPORTED. HIS 
INVESTIGATION HAS BEEN CATlRIED ON BEHIND AIR FORCE SECRECY BUT 
HE MADE TODAY'S COMMHITS WHEN ENCOUNTERED AT THE DEXTER POLICE 
STATION WHERE HE WAS QUESTIONING THE POLICE CHIEF AND SEVERAL 
OFFICERS• 

"IT'S LIKE REPORTS FROM PEOPLE WHO SAW A FIRE,"THE 
ASTROPHYSICIST SAID• "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 OF LIGHTS• 

"!'HESE REPORTS ARE MORE CONSISTENT THAN MOST OF THE OTHER 
SIGHTINGS I'VE INVESTIGATED " HE SAID• 

HYNEK SAID "I HISH WE HA~ SOME PHOTOGRAPHS OF THIS AND MORE 
TECHNICAL OBSERVERS. THE IDEAL SITUATION WOULD BE TO HAVE A 
SPECTOGRAPH TRAINED ON THE OBJECT TO DETERMINE ITS MAKELtp. 
I WISH WE HAD THEM AVAILABLE. 

"FREQUENTLY THESE THINGS TURN OUT TO BE USUAL THINGS SEEN UNDER 
UNUSUAL CIRCUMSTANCES," HE SAIDo HYNEK ESTIMATED THAT OF THE 
UNEXPLAINED 10 PER cnrr OF UFO'S REPORTED SINCE 1~8, t'!OST 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 GrHER SOLAR 
SYSTEMS, "3UT IT'S A LONG STEP TO SAY WE ARE BEING VISITED BY 
THEM." 

3/23 --MJ622PES 
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UPI-1 7~ 
(lJF O) 

WASHlNGT CN--JEANE DIX ON, SELF -STYLED PROPHETESS WHO HAS BEEN 
FORETELLING THE FUTURE 'FO~ THREE DECADES, THINKS THAT UNIDENTIFIED 
FLYING CBJECTS A~E OF TERRESTIAL ORIGIN• 

"I THINK THEY ARE PLANES OR MILITARY CRAFT OF SOMEKIND--BlIT 
NOT FROM OUT:£:R SPACE," SHE TOLD UPI TODAY. "I THINK THEY ARE 
F~OM THE OTHER SIDE--THEY ARE EITHER FROM THE ENEMY, RUSSIA, JAPAN 
(CORRECT) CHINA OR OUR mm AIR FORCE." 

SHE stds SHE GETS HE?. PREDICTIONS FROM A PSYCHIC REACTION--A 
KIND OF VIBRATION. 

SHE SAID SHE DOES NOT GET ATMOSPHERIC VIBRATIONS THAT THE 
UFC'S NOvJ BEING SIGh'TED IN THE EASTERN •PART OF THE U.S. ARE 
EXTRATERRESTRIAL. AND THS UFO' S SIGHTED IN PAST YEARS WE:RE 
"DEFINITELY NOT," SHE: SAID• 

3/23 --MJ626PES 



UPI-18 
C UFOS) 

HILLSDALE MICH. --AN AIR FORCE I NVESTIG AT I NG TEAM TODAY LOOKED 
OVER YARM FiiLDS AND INTE'.iVIEWED PERSONS WHO HAVE REPORTED A RASH OF UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS. 

SCORES OF PERSONS/ RANGING FRO~ FARMERS TO POLICEMEN TO COLLEGE 
COEDS AND A DEAN, S.A. D THEY SAW THE HOVERING OBJECT DURING THE PAST FEW DAYS. 

DR. H. ALLEN HYNEK THE TOP AIR FORCE SCIENfIFIC ADVISER ON 
UNIDENTIFIED FLYING O~JECTS, YESTERDAY QUIZZED A FARM FAMILY NEAR 
ANM ARBOR, MICH. FRANK MANNOR1 THE FARMER, HAD REPORTED THAT A 
PULSATING OBJ:SCT LANDED IN A s&JAMP ON HIS LAND SUNDAY AND t.JAS 
OBSERVED BY HIS FAMILY AND BY SHERIFF'S DEPUTIES. 3/23--JDl OAES 



J P.+l~li<I. Mal , E~•riint h!l'Mi, nday, Jan. 17, 19U 

Those -Flying Sauce1·s'... . 

Air Force Explainings Away Of UFOs 
• Deepens Mystery 

WWI' li'I NO'ili:: TW. 11 an lf,f>lrinl Air Y(;rce IKk of ond curloia than ,,er about of the Ul-'O perfonr.onct. On "ReJM>rt• poured In" from "11,e Air Fo1ce contencii. the office or Coniirh.murn John 
111lh111la1111 -•~clllllY at hlah u, .... •transe. u,ually 11qhted. 1'ueaday, AUK J, 'nit New Yorlt 21 Cl!IH ond tc."IU . continued moil of the llilll)UU .. en Jarma11 •DI of the O~l•hoh>a 
ltv.11 _ to do I Jub obJertl In the 'uy. Toe Air and other neupapara the AP dlailatch . Tl\f ll are probably .tan or pl111eta .. . City Convreulon1l l))•lnct •nd 
of Ull'eatlaathlv alihllnlli. Puru and the burdtn2d Project carried an AslOClalcd Preu named se,en 11e 11,te.1 In Tex - It wu the fourth conae uUve to the Nallonal 1111e.t11,alio:ia 

• fl..l 6' a -In allolll 
trtoi, I u&•i'-lUklt n) la« IU• 
•ut 11, 11w111e, 11. Grut1 ... 
SMHU•• ditw "' tu ll~cnlri6 
a.., a W.....,.t... ar"•"· 
U. ,n6&11 tu ~riu afla' ,b, 
......, VJf'O •filt• &f Ibo 
11.L Alt i'wu. 

Billi Book have often rc4()ited dl1palch from O~lahoma City, a&, three lR Ntw Utxlco, five nlihl o( UFO •klht111aa . A Commltl<t on Aeria l Phc,,.,11,_I 
lliiADQUAllTt:llS of u,e Alr 1o the upedlent of lumptna a dated Auv 2 It bt,au: 111 Oklahoma "nd .Ix In Kan- lot or people took l&Sue with eh& 1NICAP> tn w .. ,1 ,111~1.,n a 

l'orca lnv111Uutlon and ronclu- nuruber c,f ll11htll1111 looelhu "Authorlllu In Texu. New the Air Fo1ce·, cl*lln that th Y st1D1me1y of lht ltkl;p., ir-
alona on urudenllfl d fiYlnll oil- - not 11au1ln11 any particular Me~lco. O~l•homa atld Kan.a• . were or planet.>" 1>01t• lltll l Into ti,. Oki .. ~""' 
J ell - the call the enterprlae one - and fwnlahll11 a ~fl>el'· were deluaed lut nlaht and 'tUi l'NIT1'.D Pllt:!18 Inter- Hlihw•Y Patrul Comi.1111111 • · ' 
p 

I 
t si' Book _ 11 11 allud catch-Ill e.plaruillon. orly today 1Au1. 21 by 1e1,01ll 111t1oua1 .. In I dispatch In the It can tie ment1011ed In pua- !Ions Ne wo,k Center JIIIY 31 • 

:,~
1 
":;t. p .. ~~ri/J 

1 
Air Force of unidentified obJocta •ttn evenh111 .. of Aull: 2, nemed ei~ht lni lhat radar do .. not pick Alli . 5, Imm the i·vrl~u, hl~h-

WABHlNOTON. DC:. _ The 8 O I Tiib Is what 11 did respec• !lylnir In the •kY. st•les. Repart• of •l&hth1tl• by up &tan or plan l• lhlY p.iu·oJ heodiiu•i l,u our 
Air Jl\lrc handllni Q! the wll near O..yto~ ~10 -k Una an uuaordlnary num- '"I11e &diwlck County •htr• •>e l)()Ul'td 111 lrnm Kan,a•. In one UPI dl•P•t ch It Is the •late 

111 ,IUII'~ flYlllii ubJacta •Ul'Oi; c ll'tl• 0! Project ~~la 00 btr or •h1ht1nr1 In th• South- lff'g octlce at Wlchllll, Kanus. Tens. Oklahoma. New l\lexlco. 5lalrd that "Oklahol\1111, prob- TI11• 1 a I u ab 1 t documrnt . 
tolltlnuu to~ M>melhln of a )hJ. Uector Quh>t.lin • 11oc.l around ,'1>• b•11lnnl11a of ,al~ the, _Wealher Bureau had Colorado. South Dukol•. Neb- ubly .""" .°" nv,st • of tho"" "l,lch ""' not ol»u>e~ h, 111, 
Ill 1tery lt. •ral&l II Rec ally this wrlltl hu made lut Augu.;t. I11e -ery 111llllber uacked 11tv_ ... 1 or them at •I~ 1aska and Wyo1nl11w . Okl•h.?lll· 6lihl lllijS, [hr Oklahoma •lllhl- Ille• ol Pn,iect Btu, Bvok v.111 ' 

lo·~)( 
1
:i:. tilt end av- two mole vu.It.a 00 Wrliht-Plll· ol th~ UFO• a11d uf the .l~hl• llludts or o,000 IO a.ooo feet . ans pn,bably saw th• most . lnlli. 1henlo1t 1>1ovtde 111 Ulu- be utlll, <l tn one r.r "'"" 101.1 

P •II the UI'O terwn lo ,tud U\f CU of en of them shook 10me 1111bllc "The Oklahoma H111hway ml11alln11 csarn,,le of how the lo-..·ln11 a111cle. d~•llll~ 1<·llh th• 
•lihth,u a• ml.udenttllcatlon of p J Bl s!k d to talk confidence thereabouts In ooth Pauol said that Tinkcr Air 111 a dbpatch from Oklahoma Air t\Jrce deal, with lilt pub - - ---- --·-
ordluary l>b)ecu, auch ao atara e: J Qu~tanll~11

11 h- tilt Air koowledwe of l'orce Bue heie <Oklahoma City d•ted Au~ . , . the UPI de- Uc In auch a llluatlon • 1cu1loU1 t..havl<>r of the Air 
•nd b.alloona. hu beC41'111' 110 w I a • •. ~• arc U\t ,ubject and In the &ood City I had tracked lour of the clared thlll "tho11&1md1 ol ~r- For~ touchWll th, U~Oa and 
conaptcuo1U u lo raise que•- I~: 01 ~le 11uh:1~~flnal faith or explalnlni•••way unldenUl,ed tlyl111 obJrcts on .on, M:10:,i, th• nation·, mid- BY GOOD FORTIINI am tl,e public 

In the ialnds ol a 1row- ~u ic VH on l •· IU r. dar •cretn kl one um,. la11d, 01,d Soull,"c•t a11>11n last d~• not have l-> r,)y ~alnly 
11'111 numb r or cltlu111 &me A rnultltu~ or Ul"O a1aht1ns1 t:XTilACT!i from d1s11utdw• e~tlmatln& their allllude •L 11twht re1NJrted ..,,1nw n1nter- 011 11•w•1>•1>.r 1epo111 1,.me-
o( th<i.e xplan11llon1 ...,111 10 111 the l••l doun wo11lh11 hu

1

..,11 t oul al that time Ly the about 22.000 fttl A Trnker ,ou, Uuhh1ij, wtnktna and time, tneRi•r. or 1111(,n tile Air 
run counter t.o, , uoth lo;ilc ai,d k1pt the Air F'i>rce bu•y 11ylna t .,0 nat1011at t.lre 11n1ct• v.111 apokwnan refused to co11lhm •1mkh1s phwomena that aptd Fo1ce .iatonenta nit Dciiait-
eolJUllon .. ,II<'. Run11l11a alo1111 I to explaln-a11'&y and ren- refresh memm I•• and piu,1.111 or d ny th• report. of radar1a11d wm,11me1 1111 • uned nient uf Publk IMitly of the 
•Ith U- QPlam111p-a"'o 11 ,der,id the public wme e0111Clllu1 a 100<1 Idea of the m111nlt.ude ob.ervattona ac1uu ~h• ai< lu ______ a.tat, or Okl11.hom• hu unt to 
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llSe "Flying Saucers' ••• 

IIighway Patrol RepOrt Fires Controversy Over UFOs 
uu1·oa·1 NOTl: Thi• 11 

1kt iL M ef I .. , lea &kill 
l:i Ou l iwl.Ju,lfkd IIJl01 ol.-
J,, &.. I l,y BulllkJ Iii. Grllll , 
eutall,, ,me, "' tile t:v •-
lnr t: 1 i;,~w w .. Wni11•" 811-
,a .. . H, "'' " ' Ille ollirl,;1 di-
e, ,ld lln.- llit l ~0 Q,UlO d 
11,1 1!.li. Alt tor..>. 

111 1111 '. L&U!I' GlilD.flN 
WA.8HlNO'l'ON. DC - Re-

aaarch Into the matt.er of the 
Unld:mtlflall Plylt11 Obi clll 
rnroa,. the Untuct &ateo Air 
Force and the public. r-he1 
aubitanllal help from • report 
luriilohed bt • I.ha Oklahowa 
Dl11&rlm~ t of Publu: SafelJ. 
Thl.1 1U1JW1arbe, the m.,..su 
deallni \.lltb UPO lll&hUnaa 
that llll-.l ovu Uie Oklal\OIJI& 
H°i,ih"'• Y Palla! network ln Iha 
P#tlOd Juli SI -Aua. ,. 

A SI ·avt:Y of lhll lnforma-
tlu, ...... 11 lhe IU"< nUMbU 
ol ,.ljjhlln1• and the milch I.al I -
r nwn~r or ,.-,mu.ea of tho"2 

al1hlln111 .. and It.ls wine radar 
1lalit1n11• by the Air Poree. It 
041µa1 u with a ltl\t'rallud 

allcnttr,n u, th 111hUna1 i., 
lht Alt Folee I n4 Pi'OJ l 

Blue Book . t ht la Iler tltt name 
for the Ah f 'orce Ill\ eoll,atlon 
or UFO• 

Al 3:30 p .rn. All& 2. Proi...-1 
Blue Book I.Si Ued a •l•temeM 
l "5Ulllln1 to ,xplam the 11'11 ·· 
am.he of UFO lighlilll<I that 
had hil the South,.•• l - but 
p1obabl)• had hit Okl,homa 
lht heav1t•l - •t•rlln11 July 31 

Therefore. thi s 01 tlcle 11.lll 
-k to hit the hiah i,oint• of 
the &lat.tlna• r,ported on the 
Oklahoma Hlilh"'•Y Patrol nct-
-.ork be11lnnln1 •llh Jul~ 31, 
up to the 1"uance of the Pro-
Jec& Blue Book expl11.naUon. 

THI t'IKST REPORT on tht 
IA!~:,pe came the early morn-
l111 or July 31. A Wynne,.ood. 
Okla . police ofllcer. I.oull 
Slltt1. l eported a UFO The 
r,utar at Tmker Air Force B4"e 
located tht obJut A litllt lat-
er . contmu, d the lll11h1<ay Pa-
ll'III relhltl. .. C,rsv.·ell Air 1-'orca 
Ba&.e ,tort Worth . Tex> almtd 
their rad-r at the ••111• loca-
tion and Ulllt UP v.lth lh• .am• 
fix u Tlni<t r ., Bclh 1 tuker 
and Can,.ell followed lht ob-
Ject. ,. hlch once db.P~ •rtd 
and then ed . for 
wme time . Late-t U11l day an 
.uaoctatad Pr- d~u:h r,om 

Oi<lahonia City uattd flotly 
that Tinker and C•r.v.•IJ both 
had th• UPO <,n radar. 

11,e n•xl llli<hl .aw the U"° 
report, crnv.·dinv the ll!ih"•Y 
P•trol ie!Ltl P!' Some 11uota-
u o ru of fil t!i&al-.'.tS. ,,:111 W i\lvtn, 

Al 9 19 J> m. the Hli;huY 
Patrol tov.u .. nt out lhlS me•-
uae . ·•s ince 8 pm the to\\ er 
ha1 l<Cth ed In the hel&hbot-
hOod of 2; to 30 ,t.ual • ht-
ln11. many b,r poUce otllttr1 
and hlah,.ay patrol trooper, 
of various unldeotlfled fif!ns 
obJecll fr<>m the Purcell Ana 
north Lluu the Norman area lO 
C'h111dler and b&ci< lbrouah 
lleehr and Shn,nee. 

·THalEI: SHAWNEE elflcera 
ancl their e&Pllln have lour ol 
the obJtcl• In •lrhL at thu time. 
alr,o another hu cropped up 
from the &OUlh of Tecwnaeh 
a11d 11 app&rently ~olua to fly 
dlncUy O\fr 8luwi,ec. 

"TI>t 1lahllnaa \'ary r,om one 
lo four of the obJecLI al ,ar1-
ou1 U1nu 1tulln1 In a reddJ•b 
color and varyln11 to a white 
and blue luatt r. 

.. Sbav.·nt • reports the obJtcll 
i«m to 1w tlyln1 tour to a 
lonilaliull In a diamond-type 
forwatlon . Cu.hlnr bu report-

•d tour nr th t obq•n • . n,J1-
hon11 Hlah -.ay Puth1l Un11 , JO 
aud 40 ha •·• also made visual 
•IKhlllllf> . Repot l• hnt come 
from • three , Individual•·•. 
Names or t"o clv1ha 111 art Rh• 
•n : 1 hlrd v. •• a 1,ollcc ~Hlcer 
from Tuba . not m,rntd. 

"TISKlcK Al& t ·ORft: Bai.e 
hu had from 01 ,~ lo four or 
Ulem on radar at a time. and 
tha:r advlM tht;v are llylna ve1y 
hlrlt, al" appro>.lmalely 21.000 
i ft . wtJl:h ueui, to cotnclda 
with the vllllal •lllhlln,a, all 
or which are •-,ery hllh llyinr 
obJeda' ••. 

Otl .. t report, C. ,lle In Ule 
nt,hl or Aua I. The ahe-rtrr-1 
otr1ec: at Chandl•r reported 
t,.o UPOa Two l11dlvidu•l5--
namn alven - ,pott,ed a UPO 
btl"etll Norman and Purcell . 
.. nnktr Al'B looktn11 al lt.-or 
attemptlni to do iO at thl• time 
wllh radar - Wichita l"lll1, 
Tex . allo notified to look .. . 
Anoth r UFO 11.a• M"tn nur 
Por11an. and •tahter'I name and 
addru. ~lvtn. 

..Altl11l<l1Jh thtie were nwn r-
ou1 other repol'I• from othrr 
M>Utt.U whlth did not reach 
the patrol. thou abo\'e ,.ere 
all ot Iha rtporta which mo•.-d 

on tl,e b11hwa:, patrol wlr• 011 
AUill>t Ill .. It II •Ult d In tha 
i umma1 y t row tbe ~pai tme-n t 
of PublJc Safety. On Au~ 2. the 
teletype c•rr&td ii.I tint UFO 
r porl of that d•Y at 2 P ui. 
,e~ardi1111 a sli htln11 at J.2 ·50 
pm. near CU.,hllli Otl ,er re-
port.s tolloud throu11h the aft-
ernoon and nl11ht 

All lhia !rout Ju•t one 1Lue·1 
hh1h111ay patrol telety~. 

At 3 :30 pm. on Alli . 2. Maj . 
Hector Qulnt.anllla. In char&• 
or Prolect Blut Book. wued 
th• folio Ina atulmcnl : 

~INITIAi. liTIJDY or 1111 
rtl)OrU. tluia tar rteclved t.y th• 
Air I'll- lndlcatti that the 
obun,atlo • ,. •• ,.. utrollOwlcal 
In natui e. The obi«h moat 
likely ob.ened v.ere the plan-
et Jupiter aud the ,tau Riil• l. 
Capelli&. Bctel11t- ux. or Al-deb-
ar•n which are cleuly , 1, 1ble 
In u;e eastern >l<Y. The tLde of 
report.ell dihttnv•. the .. 1m11th 
and elevation of U,e rePo,lt d 
1iahUn11 suµporta thlJ con-
c1 ... 1on In addition . 011 Au,111!1 
l•l and 3nd the teniperktUrt 
dlllrlbullon and vuylni "Ind 
1petda ot1oe .. ed o• r Uu, 01.-1 
Pl£1111 . from no. them ,u 
to WyouillllL "'•' • •••uralil2 tor 

tblt plunoo1u1on, known u 
oc:lnWl&Llon Soma of thl re-
porl& wen the 111uartd mueor 
1ho en .. hlch (;C(.Ur betll. f.( ll 
26 July to 6 Au11 . Tt1t me,rou 
awro.u,11 from the liOutl}tu t 
and •tre•k ,,..Utly c1 Ii-" the · 
&.l.y Lrallini 1pa1k1 ·1110,e i,u 
been no co111lnnat1011 that ar.y 
of the 1iwhU1111 re i,o,t..d "ere 
trllckl!d 011 I •Clar •• 

n,11 otrltl11 1tal<:ment pn-
ents h,v chliract.c1hllc. typ-
ical of Air Fo1ce l•~•llllent of 
UFO reiiorw l'lrl.4. no ~• 
1iahtln1 la .auilu,lbd. Ju&& 
abou1 ever:, couc:Jvable ,_, 
I t 1&ell1J11 lo Uplalq •w&J 
th• ,nulUludr <if llrhlu\a• u-
dihl ot•t.e.. 11 lnclud..:d . 

Seoonu. l\O I l<IU sl~hlllli •• 
admitted. ·11111 11 <lt>~lte the 
lllilhway Pillu1'1 r,1...,, t d 
Tmk t r •nd Ca1•"•ll Air Ji'\,1 <0 
B•.,• han11M • fix on a July 
31 obJtct. and Tmktr ha, ln1 
I rtx on up lO four obJ Cli the 
niaht of Aua . 1-2; and d••PII• 
n1l1011al \l."ltf 1,tn lCt i r t:"p<,1 ta 
ol lht>e 11dar ••kl1llni• and 
ol a Wichita Weatl1t1 Station 
radar al hlln11 or a,-,ra l UFO•. 

kADAll 00£8 SOT pie~ up 
atara xnd pla11et1 . 11 hu bten 
1tated Pu11her, corrobo1111vn 

of ,i.ual .._1,unaa by I r 4az-
•l1hrln, - u lhe Oklal.tiula 
Hl&h,.·ay Paltol lndkat.td on 
c.ne occa.lon the nliht of Au1. 
I - woulti .iren11lhtn th• ar-
w11me11t th•t IODle UPOa ... 
re.11 and unkno1A1n . 

But that Alli 2 •1.t t ment 
from ProJect Blue Sook ,. • ._. 
J1,1mt Jiau:ly alticl.:. d hvul a 
diff~, <nl aual• by D!rccl.W' 
Rolle, t Rlo...r of the Oklah:.ma 
6d,ncl 111d A1t f'ou nct.lloa 
Planel•1 tui1, In Ok l• homa C1l /. 
To ljUOti! I UPI dlsl'-lt h: 

, .. J"hat , P&uJect Blut B..ult 
1lalemtnl) 1. J.I hr ! 1u.i1 t.h t 
U 11 th H } UU CiU ~tt : HL..t..i' 
lllld '& 111el.odt hu madat 
mut..lc• TI!lu 1tao a11i.l i,loon-
, ts ltt o.& U ,e Ot>IAWI~ wle of 
the t.rlh ,,_ OkLthooa Cllf 
at thi,; lime ot ) w r .' ·• 

MAJ. 4111N .tNIUA. ra-
cent!y llik«d about the co..1 -
men1 of Du t clOt fi l....w:r. pG!nt-
ed out the U ~'O reporla "•r• 
cc..11tn1 ln t, om • >tral wawa, 
and &aid Ins Alli 2 a r.nGUll ...... 
111ent reftrttd lo Wy....uln,r 
where lhe at .. ra In Qut..tli;n 
11.trt \'tsllJte. lie add J t~ 
nakmr nt •Pvll•J to Oklahoa111 
btl1ilc ,1 one and four 14 tlw 
mornin,. 
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Tlws1i 'Flji11g Saurers'. .. . 

New llampshire Sighting One Of Most Frightening 
IIOUOIC'S Non,: TW. .. 

IM 11..ltJ vf • 1<rl 1 •k•I 
I IH). luul ulilkd fbiu til-• 
jo.ta1 !,Jo 8111Lky II. (Mffi,1, 
u.,..uU,c ,itilw <>I lbe t, il• 
l"lf hi,n .. 'th&td,,110" llu• 
Naw. 

•nu~ WQUE'llU of t!\tl1U 11 Ir 
X'J. ltl' btilll at Olif o'clllrk t11 
the 11101 nlnw or la-r Stnt. J 
•·hen i:,elor Police Otflcer Eu-
1er, I>. lurl11nd Jr . 30. c .. ms-
lnr In hJ.i police car. came 
UPOn an 11uw drav.n un bv the 
•Ide ol tbe road and In It an 
h)atertcal v.oman. who acaml-
lne to lhe ottlc21'1 r•port Iii 

W .\SHINOTON. D C -One the lnvut1,atlVi officer from 
of tl>t 11101·• lmpreuhe 11whl- P<!ase Air Poru BaN. N'. H. 
11, 0, of a1, Unld•ntttl•J f'tyln1 "'.•1'Jltd w. waa too up.ct to 
Obied (UJi'O> occur,ed . 11,ar drhe.h She ata~ a lliht had 
l:uler. N. H • lut September. bun followh11 her and had 

nar,Ated. It was 111 utend-/ atoppM onr her ca1." The or-
ed clG1,e-111, oti..e, vatlon of • fleer •ta~ed with her about 15 
ll~hl<d ubJt t thu ua, nulse- mlnutu. llullilht t<> 1ussu1·t her. 
1._.. •nd cluse tn the wrou11d sa~ , 01111na- and dtpa1ttd tor 
& ,era I pe1 appareutly ob• the POilet station 
••1 ved II chree of thet11. lnclud-
mr 11<0 Pullcemen, at one 1Ju1e. 1'11£111,: Hit ronm Nonnan 

J lluecarello. 18. ot Exeter 
"ho had com. to the atatlon 
to ltll ol J.i1 ex~rltnce "'hilt 
a few 11111<1 out ol l!:xettr Ht 
Wld .. ,mrchllli' bi11 li'llh dazzl. , 
bli, fl:uhlnll' red l~hll had 
•PPf~Jed IIIOVlni Ju1t •bo•• 
the tr IGl)a. h had lllu~fd 
nath~, lllowly toward him. Be 
had Jumpa,1 Into the dllch for 
ahtY~itn ll10- thl11~ haddi; 

1 .• Cuh,IU&lon of Proltct 
lfo1e Bouk - lhe name of Uie 
"" f'ur,, UtO p1·ot;e tha t an-
r,uJ..ircs the ftnal \'et tilth on 
..i1l1U1..a •· th.it th Ni.., 
ll1m11ch1t, ._ • ithera uw lc.w-
f 1:,111, •h ,,l111u, 1, of • PieCII 
\o lll, 1m,ay <,lh.i Air Forte at • 
tu.,pccd , "J)l1l11lnr1-a.a1y ll 
d .. c~n u,.h """""· 

\kt So., lu ... •lilr• iJirhl-
luc LI tif .i.u1r1c~11« "'" au-
alb,o, .-vo1wJ. II ln•uhe• Ila• 
... ,...1..i <11.c1 .., a t•t·o Iii 
"1..t11,L1, ......... ,u ... 11111-
-q, 

IPJ/ft!U 
Ofllur ll.,tUIUld look Mlil-

&:arello "Ith him In hi, r,.tl.rol 
Ur and they 1 •turned to Iha 
field whe11 Utacatello h•d had 
hi. •l•1min.- experJtucc '11.ey 
b(;r h 101 out of the car • n d 
wallrtd into tlW' lltld. Bertrand 
lia>l.Jti a lluhllich: At llua 
l,lilJ1,1 Oltl~r &!l'!ra,,d·• 1e1>0rt 
I.I &Ii elllWtn1n, office, ol 
~w A.111 can laJ<en up_ 

"Wb n W-. had IOIW •bout 
f..,t a sroup of ll•e brllht 1-.d 

U,hi.. Cilllll hom b<-illnrt a 
1roup of Ut,eg •tear ua n .. > 
were Hli·•111ely r.111111, and 
fluhtd 011e IL a time. 

C u.., ot thl• ·•~hllnr. ·n .. 
tlu oboe, vr, s setm tu 1t1~ 
bl1, reJuiblc! 1~1 :;; 1rn t&~ctally 

1 the h110 ,);u,ohnrn I vle~ed 
tht area of the, Aliilhtina and 

"PrtUinlnu, •naltJa re-
Yt&la abJoct ..at u,lawLle In 
e.1ne,,t1,11ul luau OIIJ..ct 
u-• red" U.a in faraa 
~•• mllli f,_ h•g an• ""•· 
lull Uitl le 1,11e • ., ""'· 
llla14'tk4 kit u, n,u. C'•i.u.l 

t·owr Ul TALkt:ll i.llh .. ,1. 
lll'~ti a1!d ottwrs and said he 
•••• Cold that Pt• ,~ Al'B ot-
flct,g had asktd tit< r,ollc, and •·At •n• Uwe tllaey ~• .. 

el- I tell lo tho 1Nuud •11d 
1hrt•d I~ ........ lllJ' IUh. The 
ll&bla ••N .. brlaht I .... 1111· 
ar.le te •ale old .. ,,. term. 

'Tbe~ ••• m, .,.,md •• \'I-
Ln114n ~Ill llu farm ailhnat. 
•••• •-I 111 ti.. """' an• 
lill&IJm, a i.& •I,.__ Wbe" 
tu U,-bla tt.lrlN -lal DHT 

• qaii, 111-flio •"• I , .. 
lar the ear . , . 

"I 1adl0td Patrolman David 
Hunt who auhed In a few 
111i1111u. H• al&o ob..,rvcd Che 
lllht,; which 111·eie 11111 0Vtl' Ille 
field •t an Ultmate<t ollltwb 
of IUO f<el Nll.d llllally dl••D-
1>:aNld l11 tile di.Cance •t Che 
a.iue alllcude 11tt l~ht, n1e 
ll••Yi 111 an" at ab.:iut 60 de-
1,..., •nel• Wheu the o~Ji!ct 
m.iv~ the lo111a, 11111,,, ""• •l-
'lii)'a 10 ..... ~J ol lh, Olll!II " 

In ll,l!i cau the Air 1'01 u, 
•lu.:u 1ene1111ty 1111><·• i. co 
ball&' back from wucli im••cr • 
l&llni' &f UFO rep,,rla. dtd do 
ltlllll h1v••ll11111n,. It lncer-
vi,,,.-ec1 the •lwhl#u and 11t1wh-
l.o11 . 

Th• Peue Ai"il olflccr. "Ito 
hnckd t bl I local military 
Probe and •t.o. by the ,.-.y, ",u 
a wmmand pU01, Dlt.dt 1h11 
fllidllll: 

"AT '111111 TUO: have been 
li.11bw ta •rrlvt at a probabla 

, fouuct no1ht1111 111 llte uea th•t 
! could be the probable cause. 

Pu,e A~'fl had !l\e B47 alr-
cnft ltyll1, In Iha are .. durln1t1 

! this l>ertOd l>UI do not bl'l1e,·& 
, ther h,ct •nr conn«llan "Ith 
: thb tilal1tu11l ." 
i llowevtr. PtO)CCl Blue Book 
i U.t. loll' - flyll1K al, plane• as 
; probably rul-'<ln5Jbl1 for U111 
't.xeter ~lillur. l(aJ. HLctor 
Q,11 .. tanl!la, In cl111ra, or Blue 
Book. •lates that U1e Ith Air 
Poice SAC !BU&LeKtC Air Com-
n,.nd 1 1toup•11 Wutover Air 
l'orce B.ue, u,,.,.., ••• eon-
ducllnr a low-ltveJ ~Pter&Uo11, 
<•lied '·'Bli Bl.ul". at the Ume. 
ll• &aid he IM-Uevu the Elultr 
"people were • looklu1 11 low 
11,et altcratt." 

·•• le "°"'· • Tbt. .J1blln1, 
lt7 lhr wa1 Ii • at lhe >UY 
fltw Ilia& Pru.Itel Blut a...,k 
b11a -•ILNI "'Mnidtu lllle.i." 

The htleJ' Ul"O Pl'Odue<id a 
blr ly fatnlltar ch1111• nruoe-
lY that th,, Air Pore,: eouahl 
t.> &Ui,J>r••• n,., • ot ll,1 ll&ht-
lne:. In thi. ln•t111ce the char11• 
cam, horn Raymo11d P'o" Irr 
of Wenham. Uass. liead of a 
local area NICAP 1r11up, ,.ho 
went to the =n• to Inv atl-
ui.. for NICAP The I tier 

The ettut or a um Oil ul-
mala hid b< n rep01 ted ID a 
Hew Yo>rk Blau- cue about 
h,o w(da before the ~r 
event. An lnvouuu,,, ottkv 
!tom Ille HU11,ara Palla Air 
Por~ But, conuneuillla on ti>• 
ll1ht111rr of It IO.,•llown UFO 

I 
atanda for Nallonal Jnveotlsa-
11011• Co1nmttte, Oll AIJ"ial 
Phenomtna. Utt unofftclal b11t 
re.;pan• lbl• Wa.!tlnrton or-
k1U1lut1011 . Titt J,\}',,'1',f char•"' 

I are In tho f11t• of Blue Bwk 
llld of NICAP. 

near Cherry C'lwk, H Y., on 
Aue . II, illld: 

a lucaJ nc\4.·s,Jdi>rr c,,rre~pon .. 
dtnt not to nu•n1hm the ~bzht-
tnQ~ The 1tc1111t-. t \\a!i put 10 
the polkr on I ht iro1111cf peo~ 
pie "ould br ala, i.mJ If told 
UtP rurts h Is ~I U! t"'d 

Mal. 0111rttanllla lnlo1med 
or 1h11 rl1a1 ct. sa id that ''I 
would 1101 •1101<· any •uP1>101-
•lot1 of "'"'' " Ho" tver It la 
•n Imp <'S>lon In Wultlnvton 
lh•t ottlreu a ~ood deal hlaher 
tha11 Ma I Qul ntantlla 1.-ould 
t10t e'.ltcrl themstll'to lo im,>en, 
new1-'11pprei1I n of \JPO alabt• 
l11aa. 

The Have, hill I Ma.a l oa. 
aeile "TOie an editorial on 
t.hla UF'O 111 I he nelAhbo1·two.1. 
L, .. -hlclt It •<lid· "Sn llllny 
la,• ~PQftl'J -11111 It lll\a 
!'x•ter UPO, '"'"' their dl!-
..:,rlpU011s 1lb,, r.o clo~h tlltt, 
un i, lhry hHe banrl<d to-
ktlhrt III one larvt hon. th~lr 

,utp,- must bP 1h·,n era ... 
d.tnce" 
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2 Poi-+land, Maina, ~ven1n11 bprau, Thut1d•y, Jin. 20, 19~• 

1'1wse 'Flyiug S,uicers' ... 

AF B1·usl1cs Flc,od Of Sightings In 
1>1011,;: llalJ II !slop• Oil "" ll0Uillllu1e1 ol chi- till• aud n~w llltY arl. Thu are pallol otrlce1' lhll had ,t.htlr1a., ·1 ho11r .!•om peopl, ••i,orU111 ar,d ILOOd lllll . Uiall "' ent eut II dctlan 't onnc.w,ce - ...... , 

ilit l~llrlll ., a urlH olloul ze 1h lllli~ll i< 1111.t,lkto and in al•• •1tl&f well acqualalt. hrn&I ha,·t lhlaled l't,'0 do,rn IJl"lli • T11l1 re pot l refers I.a aud &Ud:leuly illlll)i,tlrfd !,cm ,-ally lrytna lo dlacov 1 " 'Uil 
tll'O• «MillaaWlu IIYUtl •lo· cludm1 a ,toteme nt 11am the "Ith alu1, wblch •I U. m•- arid 111nre Yet the lorm•l Auw IJttJI onr hour of lilt ••••••l day sl11h1 1'ht hr11 onu wart 01 a11 n lbt UrOa are Or 11 the Air 

ortlclal of a pla11elarl11m 111 O~ - uiral m<1 b• 1up1,>l•ulla1 Lal- iu , •1101 l ft om 'l'mker >l,ows in- 111h11n1 pedr,d ll11ht• . the 01ou lllal Jotuod th, m l'orce ah eady i.116,.;,_ il 11 palu-
Jlld1l IIJ lltJIIJey ii. Grilfln, l1hou,a Clll' lllltoot text .,u lw•• u lhe lnorll< n~lua• \el vt,w1 ,.llb b111 lv.o clvlll101 Cl,,.n,,u art , II 11 Hid lbat h~d 1ed and iletD lllhla like •takln,ilY keeptns lta lufo,lll•lloo 

... esu11U,,e ...W..r d Iii• E,ewa1 that " the 1,·era1r pe,.un 11 11n - u .. put r.,111 by Pr•.k•t Bl~• •11d 1v.·o l)<lllcr olllceu 111.e Alr Fo,ce handlh11 of the •lrplanes PO 1pollce depa,t ftom the public C:hlet blame 101 
11Qtftta Wwt.rlua llu1eau. educaltd u to what tbe al<y nor- a...,k. I M•J Hector Q11lnt1111l11 in lll~O p1olilcm may be allollled mcnti Cu,1ttn11110 obstl\CJ tJ,e lhla lac~ of action n,u,l u,,l "" 

m.Uy lcoka like... ~ommand ol Pro1ecl Blue llool< ., lo dra& alm11 by •n apalh~llc s.me lbtnu • the 1,,.euu.,enl 
WAilHUfOTON, O. C . A 1o;,d '!he Ttllktr At'B 1tpo11 did UY• the Air 1'01cc •••••Inlet - public Vtt one may •P•cu- But auoll,er culpill lhi! ict-

two weeq aflt:r Ille l1ood ol 110 - lnle1vlev.1 with milllary ex- no1 need 10 avutcl mentlo11 of j lew, v.Ult ~,.011• who call up late on v.hal au hunest and en- or .. Lile "apprudmat..ly JQ enllUc community , ~ual bHr 
ldent.lll&d R,tnr 11bJtcl , llr'Ol pel'I• ••·• 1tven which mention Pi11lc11I• r •illlttlnas l'he Okla- and ,. ho•• uam,s they lta1 o. 1 e1·11•llc tnve•t111ailou mlahL do. <alJJ ID Illa !l~t.,att poll•• blome acco, dlnll' 10 a.n Auau,t 
altihUnll lul Au <lll ovu OL.la- 1m11,ually b1lihl •la11 at O1l1 boma 11tvhway Pattol 1tlelype '!We •r; llul lntt1ca1ed In per•1 ••or one lltlrtli ll 1''0uld ln>e1ll- department reparUor l•wr r atllcli by Rouei1 C. Cuv.,n, not• 
boma wd oth r ~Jth~eo.letn lime ol year. a ha•• that rl?• repo1hd a numbe, ol , lahlln~• ,jons -.J,o 110 to th~. ne,.1,paptt .. • i"le 1ome ol th• •l&hll111_• •• live llrlilo!d e~J<,cta lra,elwir ural iclellce edltor 0111,e Ctul•-
otale•. Tluker All Potce SoUie. llecl& lllh1&1 Iron, the ll'Ottnd . w•II worth lnv i,sltK&llon and or tu ractlo and IV stallons .• ported by lh• Oklahorn• lllah 11011Lwut ,.1,1<~ ''111ah 118 cou- ll•n Science Monllor. 111 ,.,ult 
Okl.lboma City, ~roduc d lu lur• the l1cqueJICY ol utather bil · these lelety r,e tlPO t tP(UlS -.e,e lte u ld The Tol•dom ol lltls 1uy Pilrnl. veoUoo•l ••lat Holl u u alr- ln part: 
mai 1urvtf llltd JudamLnl. U 1~n11 and w ou . relilYed to all ma}u1; ne,.·spaµen. cxcluslon 15 of couu.- "'lde open J'or lnalancl. tak t tbl1 l'l::t.k'.)1 l cufl doea ~ut ra~er 1Uak\e • ''Thr nu,ln rea.s,m tbtre h1ts 
aelU thla 1tter1l-&iill t.1.Vli.na. - Au lmp1t~blvr but t,upcrfidal \\·lrt i.1 rv1ce~ and TV and u, - ln qm·xtlon -- 1uu111ln1 that llie lhat moved v.llh nu1.ny olhtrs , bununiu1 AUL.e". Or wlia& '1d Leen no, ,r1tnUflc •tuUy or the 
ll011 of 11t1bUu1• In II> ,.,,Je .. ,ca cue IJ made lor 11-talhcr bal- dlo atallnns ac,o'" the S1111, ol Alt t 'orce ls •••kine lnlu11ua - over th• leletn,e Allli l "T\o/e11- lhe fh• clll .. 11• of Marui••· IUFOJ pu,.:le 11 social pt a. ,Ht 
to Pro)ccl Blue -Boo,. lbe Air Loon& u loolln1 i,eOJllt lnlo Ol<lahoma . •ho In lht wewtlier lion. ly fl,·• people al a ch111ch 111 Okla., ••• l••kle1 al • wbllc wllhln the sclenllllc co11innrnllY. 
Por,e ldllce tu ch•r•• al the l1 1lnklua they ore seelna a UPO . •In t~ltt1pe ,y11t,n1. '11\ey .. ere Cushtna •Okl•hornar all ·o1aldied &lobe lll--11 lctl lu ~l•moler ll bu m,l ~een due 1<, lttk ul 
Ul'O lnvuU,atlom •nli conclu- lhe nu111bel' rtka•rd daUy In avallablr 10 , lnccie Air f'o1ce 8t"r .UB itself must l;everal Ut' O• Somelln,e• tho ll>roorb • "lolpgJ-meuu,,., lill• c~JJOrtnnlty 1o vathei· data . 
atooa. the Oklalwima area I• conalder- lnve•llkalnrs h•.e received dozens ol c•lls v.uuld •tay slllluua, y, l he II pewrr I lu<opt". "Many •clenllll• reel llt• i 

•lile. d11rinv the 1,eavy al11blln11 pedml " 'O<lld move 1l • lllah talt of 1,al• •ubJ,•c1 ta 'kwLy' Tl, t Y 
THUi llEPOllT la a 11000 ••· 

ample ol Air Force •nil-UFO Bui Ui, l1tl Is that lllf <ll-
propag-a,11da. Excepl for mtn- luns tbf'rratiuut1 ba't'e Uved 
tlon ol one apeclllc , 11,1i1tn~ .. uh u,,., ballu"D• day 111,r 
which was decrc:ctl t,J be a -a.-y 1ud year ah.er ,.,.., 1a.d 
weather balloon - Lhe 1t1;oJt 1•,; bv uow n1ua:t 1w ralrly wrll 
t1t11eralued, pulhn~ oul all the a,qual.ilNI wWo •~al 111,y look 

l11e failure to luten lrw .. 11 . ol Juli· JI 1b101111h Aur . lbl• l•peed. Were muvlnk •011th for a Th• evideto•·• I• ro11,11winv dlsml•• 11 ·,lt.b rldlculr 11 """ 
nt's~e!S co11ltJ bt lt•1mt:d 11e11atlvt nrnch is Indicated by • atntence "-hllt. then stopped Mnd slur.id 1h•t the Air Fn1re • tor r.euo111 be perMJ111t1lJ IJUbaHa~alnw:. ev-
Alr Force p101J11ga11da The ::.enl oul ovei tht lllKhwa:,' Pw. sttll tor MJme time . lhtn were - - --· - - ·- ·- ----
Jhglav,11.y Pillol mesuge1l llillnt>d t1ol nct~ork lht' olw:bl or AlUi jo h1td by l'N'0 and n,oved tu til dtt11111,utaJ \e & ,!i,C llnU:.t ·• 
close to a dozen civtllan v.•11 -12 "The security olllcer •l Tin• th, -.r•l al hl&h ,pe,ds , Ulen Clletr. to ll'Y t.J lako Ute , U· 
nesses u,ually \L'lth 11ddrcuea.

1
er F'l t> ld 1ep,o.rli he Lias \wen lurned and trav led ea1l for a ct r 1uublcp1 aerlow,1y". 

ond 1h• numb, 1 ol hl1b.,ay , .. amped .. -1111 call• lilt p&&l "hilt . lhtn atopp•d cornpltiely 
. ·-·. -· ·-· -- - ~---· -- -- - - · Ir Ill 1111& i. 1n,n1111alt; 

s<l,allllc ~n~•l&da• Of &Onll •• , l 
t Iii l~• UPO i,l,<nomeoou, 
utJ U1e wlit.r. 
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j Moi1,1, Estnin;J E,prm, FriJ1y, J11,. 21, 1966 

Tliose 'Flying S,uu!ers' ... 

Wl1at Sl1erifls Saw Wasn't Star, UF() Prober Adm_.-t 
WtiOiCS N<,TE: Yhb la 

Ille 111111 of I Hrlu •lui•I 
1')'0• tu .. ldt uUli d nrlur . ob-
Jtclal h.r Bulkley S. Grllll~. 
exer•llvt f ~ltor ol the E, e•l,iw 
Exp1.eu Wu.l1Ju1tc.n l\urtau. 

w .~blllNt,TOI~ D C ·,· TIie 
<'IU.e of the h.u 'fr~ii• deputy 
..,Jir lifL >v.hObt: pa11ol cur 'II,..,:, wl ~ 
h·~, dlr lnlluhtc<d IJ\ dll 1mtdu1U~ 
fl.eel fl ) 11,~ 1,bJt..:l • U }' 0' ~il that 
tl1t y hi t 110 mtkb .. n h1,m tu 
r11·l1it1~ iii\o.lY . l.a \lOJ lh 111rr,tlnn-
li'11i: fo1 t i!, vY..11 s1d,e lu 1itllY 
,t111h ol tht Air t'o1cc • UPO 
Umftti talluu 

Che Cli.!lt· 11L .i illu :ill .&les lht 
po~bilillih· vt a 11101 c 11 .., (l s. Uc 
ti l ud in P1 o.1rcl Ulue Book -
\\hkli ls the nu111c of the Alr 
F l11 L·r ·a tnvutHu1llo11 or Ul-'Oi:. . 

l'ROJITT BU'i: llj>OK llr>t 
u.,, J 11,e TH•• itvhlm11 ... 
.. n , 11 action of Star Ant ttrtt. rlil -
t OJ 1ed duf 1.o h1\t1&1011 ·· Tht• 
._ , ,dkt - ·•• a hi»l,ly 1iupJ1:L.:thle 

011e t, om tht •tart , u wtll be 
••,•n hum u,e tt1,ttnwny ol the 
t1o1·0 deputy 1l,e1 Ills . R•ctnUy. 
MaJ . Hector Qulntanlll•. lo 
rom1111111J of Pro1act Blue Bo<ik. 
slwte<I ht hw s wllhdrawn lhls 
co11cl11~1,in ~!1('1 t11lklnw u\'t• r tl1t 
phnne •Ith Depulr Shet Hf Mc-
Coy , ·n 11• .1.u \·e1dict d,dn't 
hrrm lo ht ~o Hlcu• l:kxik nc.,\11 
I rru1 dA \l it bh . h \ 111 ~ kl> Olh' (11 

rt1e \Cl\. f e'lA \Ult.'XPl.i IIJtJ (JOl'it 
Oil tl i,,, til lll. 

Allu lll t I r,ceut C: ti"" ur lt!lOJl• 
1ult'rat10n of a \' rrd1c t occurn d 
In thr ln~tanc:, of thr fr,111 llaht-
ul oOjt-cl& M'f H lC1 1tt,t:IIH·1 by 
11111ny o ll:,1··1 \t'1:- th 1 1111,:ht of 
A11~ 1 - 2 dl C"111 <i 1111,,: to thP 
l f le 1:i-11e l~Poil b (,f lht Ok la -
hom a Hhdn1.·ay Pnt 101 1111' lat-
ltr ,,titl Tl11se1 Al B hncl p1t1,ed 
th <'1 11 Ill) B1H Blue Hool, hnd 
thb &li.: h lh lR' h ::, t, d k~ 'AiltO 
1 Anrarr .. •" Radat tlotb not (.Itek 
11p !il au ,. a1 ~1 rvtuubly nottd . 

wriler " ·at dlaru1atn• lhb 
1tabllll.- al the btad,iuarltr. ol 
Project Blu• Book and polut•d 
0111 that Tinker Af B 
,r.,ui.drun tiorr1rant b.td rd.Ptrt-d 
tu h~·u liilli tluuary objrd:. and 
lt4u mu'o'UIJ ht tht fori,,allt)U, 
Piu-ji' t:t Blue &ok 11 rua>uaed 
tl ,;1 1 ll.it t'itl) 1taU.to•n oLJt:<"'8 
\ttrt' "lira - t.bt bra,hlul uf 
thero .\1.1hrt1 ~- au1J lhf' h•• 

le he ruo, Ina c<1utd be 
1lrplar.f'1. 

Tht• l v.o Cil6 t' i, OM' In Okla-
~1oma wort one ln Te).k!.. HllOlt'f.l 
to some ob!>e1·v,1.s that r1 oJt ct 
llh1e Book . 'It.h ilt \l l(Orou:, ly ll ,V · 
tnK" to cxplaw away ha ~ 1J r !al t 
occ.ittlunally 11,1111 ~l11 to lh rn'-' a 
11111, lllOl't- cr,·rhblltt )' lnlo.1 lts In 
, f' StlgaUom. antl cnnch16lurn~. 

Sul lo ael to the two 'J'e.x1u 
d PUI)' lll lCI Itta , \4.' hO . 1u. It Hile 
aboul. ..-11 • lullo1o1 <11 by a tJ fO 
lhr l8111t' nl1}1t 8tp1. 3 ()Q 

'It, hich IL lt a.,t ,,r,e P~l .,OD L., lht 

E,ctrr: N H .. case irported bc-
lni folio .. rd. 

unn· IJt;Pl'T\' Siltl lfl lltllY 
E ~lcC.1y Dei,ut y Shei ill 
Rubt1 l W Guu<le ,, er, on 
10lil 1111 • p .. trvl nrar n.._11wn Trx 
- u.hich is u1 ound .au mtle1<i oouth• 
e•~t uf Jfo1 ... 1,,n - v. htn thev 
>,\I'• b,1.111 pu1plt hwhl. "ld<h 
roon pt ut1uced a ~111allrr blut 
lhd1l , on U1e hot 1.!,un wbrnH the 
mllPb ~\.\ ii\' Ont ,>f the uft1c·rr, 
blud1t~cl th~ hw!its thrnuw-h l,lnoc-
ula n,. They had alO\n'd rlo"" u off 
111 .... 1 dwt- nf tl1r hh, h~ ay ~hln 
the liat1b at-.1tul 1af,ihJI)' 10 -...~od 
thlm 

Tiu• lf' Mlllluny ot Ch lPf Drputy 
~hcrtfr M rCoy, H td \'tll l11 a.n 
Jm-eslt~a\11111 olhc ,·1 l ,0111 Elllllll· 
ton Al 'B TeA , co 1n111 1ti11 • 

" 'lllf' uhjf't t c1,11t uv to tlJt 
putur-, cn.t tht W,b•lf I IJ.4,1,Ul 
JSli l, <I ofl lht 111,t,w~y ;lld 
alwul IW le.-1 ~It~ . 1 llr b•lk ul 
Uu "~-'icl t • •• pl1WJJ "Wbtble 

ond 1ppear..t I<> ht lt11apd1r 
•h•p•d with I btliht P1'1'"1e 
liaht GD tl•t left and the 11mlll· 
.... , ••• brlshl, hlut ll&h l on 11,a 
ri1hl eud. Tht bulk ol lbt oi.-
,lecl •Pi>Oll'tJ le t.e da,·k I t y 
lu 1.~oJar ,-.ltb 110 0U1tt '9i.-Ua-
1uJ111hlD1 fe1 lur, a. U apa,;earcd 
lo b• a liuut Zot feet '14 ldc uwl 
10-lY lttl ll1iek I• Ille middle 
t .,ipr.-tiu« ult lo• :.itd Lut.b tad~. 
1 hr-rt WII llD uoi.u: ur ... ,, 
trail. 

"Tl,e bn~hl i,w pi e ltwilt lllum-
tn a ttd tl1t u1 uuud d1rtrtly uudu-
lhYl il 1l Ulld lhe nrca In f rnn t 
of It. 1nrh1di11t= tl1t• hlw.h'lt. dY Riid 
thf' l n l l't lur ol ull r p1tt1ol car 
Tht t .. .Jl ~' u~.b 1u;Jn ttu · obJ~l'l 
dhl 1u11 $i }Jl)tar to bt. d1:.t t1 rbtJ . 

' { l1f'I e \4 IU & lJn1tl1l IIJOOll out 
anti It cu;t a •hatlow ol tilt 
obJ< cl 011 the 1po11ud lmnmll•l• 
b t..lo~ It In the lir•.o. D.~1.111 
811., !If Gu-,<le "'"• iu the ddv• 
cr't. .bC ill 11ihn hla ltfl iltm hhi• 
Ir. l lJo upen "·rndo" . Alllwusb ha 

,. •• wturn11 a lon o1-•leev,d ahlrt 
and a coal. ht lattr .-M that 
11, lelt the heal appattntly ttn•-
nalln& from the ob1,cl." 

TIIE OFt"ICEll!I rus t .. -d 1'-'lY 
to\\Rld nimon "u hi.at ai. \L't 
r ould 110". trav, lt 11 11 "al ,pe,da 
up to 110 u,Urs an hour", uld 
McCoy Arrlv•d 111 Il• 111rm . lliey 
•l bcU:.!,ld lht· mal1e1 ''W(• ":e1e 
bol h oru; .I Lill •llll "uttltd to 
lrnd 0111 \\ hkl It \lo"'" &, lit CY 
J'('t uru('d to the 1,ce11e and ba w 
lh r Uf'O on the hor lo,11 arllttK 
fXkU.:tly ·~ It h..id Odoi t. " W'! 
drd<lcd lo leu\'t the 81tl b • 
Cdll~e we thrn\ c.d thill thr ob-
j,•ct wu11lcJ bla1 l corn1Hi tu..,ard 
U!. a~atn ., :,Uled LfcCoy. 

111e n ·1wrl lo Blue &~,k c,l the 
Jnvull,alhli oltlc<r lro1.i Ellliii-
too All l'orct B....e b..llesc1 lb• 
t~o de~uty 1huifl• ,follulle!J 
...... '

11.Ull\t UllU,jUaJ ul,Jttt". 
This <cPJl t I ea<l1 ln ~• • t: 

"A.11,r lilld'11 -.Ju, L.,m aJ. 
lavoh-ed tu u~ , t.htl.4 

ll1tt• ,. uo ,tuubl In WY .. i...i 
U1al Ui;rt:, dtfl..dldt i.iaw .- .....:.1 
Udu•t.aal uhjed ur pl1f U1i.,,u.~. 
ffo•l'vtr m) lo\UUjitlf,J ua.. 
(' J W uu ru , er au:, l•-..:u. •• 
pt:rnuU U lil t, \; iU1 a., u.1.. .... Lr 
lo.owlt.J&l' c, r iin h li:U,~ .a.. t.;i 

arJ h •e kl .it.)' 1;.ll.lJl .. 1.1.ah..,..i ...... 
111~ i, nl&1. t.1.1l il1&LIWa 

, "Th)lh u fh~flA ¥P& JLU1': ll to bid 
lnte llhcl--nl. r11iH1t1r, J,.n:e! lJ: .. J· 
r d p t1 ln,ll6 , .• q.~b!e vi ~,Jd 
Jt1dimen1 eariJ h.i.t•.,u,ll;IJ.. CLt· .. t 
Dt.1mt ~· hr1tt llf f..h C,,y l,111J- a 
I ebpn n~ll_;h J}u6llton 11 . '114 UC· 
part llH'fi l 1,:1Hl1 lr1a tm: ! \4- ·I· 
vblun o\c!1 t1 .. c:i •• 11 ·1-. I ~. :u 
ultioi:"t'I i h1n .-:: t ..:..:n 1.,1.11...l,..-.. i ~ k, 
con::,:h.le1llblt flh~h1H,· ,1,..U.Cul-a 
from t\ ,dr cume1111, .._; , L. it.., • t.i.d 
11,r ltk.wl I0'oitll ~p.;;. ~pl<, l,.tt »1. v• 
cm11in11u1 lu rirul<! ~» ti..: f.i .;ti 
of lhtlr , 1,.l ,1 In, " 'I, ... , ,h4 
Elllnwton lfi 't•'1 1~111J vt oltt..:er. 
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Tlwse 'Flying S,wcer,' ... 

Evidence Indicates · AF Misleading 

a, •u.kU'J GRlfi'IU 
tu" d w utl.llul 

W AflHlNO-l'OJ\I. i:> C -11111 
Uii! final O<lf ot half • crown 

uUd"" Oil the Wllduitllled 
flJlni ob.leell I Ul'011. Uie Unl-
1811 l!ka161 Air Fo.-~ . ,.l,lch ha1 
UW Qlflcllll Jilli of lmu ti1Mt111~ 
tlv alahtin111. ;nd till' public. 
'Jbe contln&lons ruchrd ha,•e 
bNii alllsted by t WI) rilOI e 
aamlnaUona of th~ 111:a of 
Pnlject Blue Bodi . lha Air 
Pola> name for ltJI atudy 11nd 
Ila ~udlcll on Ur'O .-.l'l)l"U. 

A IIAIN CON{'LIJSION can 
Ila briefly uted. It la that the 
Air Pore. II mlile11dln1 lhl 
pullllc by Ila c:ontlmUnr cam-
r,ai,n ID ll&X)cl111:e and malnt1111 
belief that all lilhl1n11 can bl 
nplalned away •• mll1iillnUfl-

a, b&lloona. .tau and alraatt. 
n1e ' " II IC I I b&UDli;lUkl. 

backed by much cllclllWl'9nUli l 
U~IIU. la that th• Air Poree 
Ii deliberately 111taludlml llW 
l)UIJIC 

In thli ump•lan U1e Alt 
PGcCC. backe.1 by normal pub-
lic r<11)<'cl for the 11lllltary and 
tor aulhorltatlV,t ,talffllHll. 
and alao awaud by the •1•-
tural hwuan dlabu:1111&1.lon to 
Ullnli: w-nt, Gr to 1M 
lau1hell at. bu bol.>n larply 
lll<:Ulilf ul. 

How•••r. tlv Air 11"6rC<il aw:• 
a.. lu havtn, :Iv pllbltc 1:e-
u,ve "'hal Ii wanli It to I.IUa.n 
rHPtcU1111 Ul'OI It. ~adUY and 
COI\IPlcWIUIIY '-11111 . Uore 
and ID6r• .tei,llclim II l.alnl 
,o1ce4 In newa,a~n and by 
dtlana. 

ci..t1c,11 of fai.11Uar obJkla. 111th CIIIIID conclu.alOn - --- -

Iii UJa : 11D lna'lillt and tbGr-
Olllb .ttort ID II,• ottrate tho 
wilda11Wl6d flYlnl llbJe<:l pha-
n-non la blln1 mad• bJ the 
Alr Pocce or e> r hu lice11 

flt by It. And thla chara,e 
holda true r~tu11 MUY ou .. r 
IIWff-1 IUilCJ arui NI· 
P1CUn1 what hu lletn ter-d 
UUt n~ioo·, 11elentlflc CoW.u:ilU• 
nltY. 

a.a.om tor I.Ill, per1ever1111 
Au ~rcaa 1)41(fcwuanu art Wl• 
known to 1M publl.: . In the 
111«ula1Jon lliWI ot lbe rollo•ll111 
tbru reuom Ill co..uuonly ad· 
vaaeed: ll1e Air Pore. fun na-
""-t1al p&nle tr the truu, about 
Uat tf,01 wert IA>lll. U,e Air 
Pvrce tuli II II ltudl »Ith Ila 
11.0rJ, or the Air Forca la 11-
lana,J by the Ceriual lntllll-
aenct Alal.C)' . 

n.. fir• all .. ld .-.-. bow-
a,er u~ntary lo the 

P11hlic On UFOs 
lnt1UJ1ence of our clllwna, la 
w .. tllat haa ~o nesrd at t,lle 

• Oapltol ort and on for ap. 
proachln1 38 year1. Some apec-
ulat• It may be Ute ru10n Iha 
Mr Poree bu 1lven to the 
ebalrwen 01' Uie l lllO C4111ll'H• 
m1al - eomallUNa IU ,ta 
tmdera&ood enduovor to hold 
alf a llllllifl&lioltal lnveatlJ&• 
lion of the UFO 1ub1ecl. 

What la the truth about 1he 
UP01? It la quite paasiblt Uiat 
r10 one on th1a aarth know,. 

A VITI.AN New Enaland 
con1reulo111I leader. who ,.·as 
ha a P<Wliori to i<a:ow. told this 
writer that the Air P'orre dldn·t 
know what they ue. Ofllclala 
Of U1e Central l11telU,111e1 
Asency ou1bt to lmow II IUY• 
•• dou. :,at a tor_, 1-.1 ot 
the CIA. Adm R . H. Hllltnlr.ool-

tlr. alhrmed half a doatD YHrl 
a,o that he did IIC,t boela.v.r 111 
the Air Poree explalnlnr•-• ay; 
but hr did not Indicate he 
tliou,h1 he know, Iha truth or 
the matlo!r. 

An Inc, •••ln1 numti.lr of 100d 
.. ,, n hold that a alubl• 
minority of lhe al11htln11 -
many •li< llllnaa preamn•bly are 
1nllide11Uhcatlon• •- repreaent 
eomelhl111 new and unknov. 11. 
A l&rie 1111ml>u o! t11u,, ob:llfV• 
1n. who Include veteran pllMo&, 
radar opera ton. air traffic orw,-
trollen. teachers. utrooom n 
1nJ other cx~rts. hold that 
the uulmo .. n IWO• ue utra-
ten est rial. 

TO AI.L THIN Air orca el-
rk.1&11 Clll and do ftiPOIJ that 
llOt • ,1111111 tanalbla bit of Hf• 
dence of any •uch UFO has 

- - ---------· ·~ =--
bNn found . Thli la a mtahlY 
atroa, &rlWU&lll, lht llrul\iel,l 
arrument c,f the 10-uallcd •· 
platner1-a,.,ay. 

Y el to an 1o1u11menlln• nmullatr 
Of COlDl}cteut obu V U lhe OVI• 
dence 1row• 1 ro111 r th t r..,m.i 
of the UF'Oa are r I 1111d rully 
unkmwu So vuy mnny tm-
preulve &11htlna, can·t b-e ox-
plalneJ a"·ay. it Is Mi ld 

.. tr<1m lhe United 1:lta1 ... 
from Ar1~11tlna, Uru1ua~·. Pur-
tuul, l"ti111cr. Anta rcuca a11d 
Auatralla , from four fOGtin -
t-nta • have come the r111h or 
te1>0rt1 ur sltlhlln11 of uui.b!n-
lUled flyl1111 objecls , l/1'\,••. 
The •lllhtln~• have b..e11 ti 
liloa~ llUDlCIOII> •inc~ 1957 ... l:l:i 
..U11U11arlud a United Pre411 ln-
ttrnaliolllll dlapatch la.i Au-
~ust. 

f'ir•t and la.I. fow presum-
ably will chane111, 1 cnncJUAlon -
that th• my•tery and the 1>rob-
l m of th• Ullldenti!led !lyln11 
ClbJect 1Pin•ln with lhb world . 

AND AS fOK Tfft: AIIII 
POK('t:, with ils ln i.tnllve cam-
JMitm to expl~l11 • n '&Y ev,ry 
\TPO •lthtlns. II mt11ht lbt•u 
to the recent advice or a v ter-
•n 15tronomer Dr . I M Levtlt, 
director of the P'eh Planelarl• 
llill. Fnnklln l1ulitu1A', Phil&• 
4tlphla. u ld: 

~11 WCU)d b.t ..-ell Ir our P10J-
sr.t Blue Book otlic1al• ,..,e 
atmply to lndlC~lc 1h11 &tlihl• 
Ina• In • minority or casea can-
not lit, expl1!ned. It would clear 
Ui air or • ar st deal ol mla-
tlll<Nfflandlns 1&11d mlli&nlat of 
Utob aroup b7 iateui.ent 
la,mer, and who ha va 
IHII obJtcla In Uie KY .• 
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Bare.Sec 
House Q 

'Sa 
Chief of Our Walbluriou Bureau 

WASHINGTON, April 2. 
-A secret investigation of 
uni tiffed flying objects 

FOS) s conducted five 
,.,..~115u by the House Sci-

ence and Astronautics Com-
mittee. 

The results never were made 
public. 

No printed record of the 
"hearing" was made and there 
are no secretarial minutes. 

But according to the man 
who conducted the inquiry, 

"Those Fantastic Flying 
Saucers," the first of two 
articles . by Jean Pearson, 
is ia the Passing Show Sec-
tion (Section H) today. 

Rep. Joseph E. Karth, Minne-
sota Democrat: 

"I am absolutely convinced 
thete are no objects visiting 
earth from other planets. 

"I am also convinced that 
people are not seeing the re-
suJts of any exotic research 
work bearing a top-secret label. 

"I was convinced then and 
I am now." 

HEARD SPECIALISTS 
The convincing of Karth was 

done by Air Force specialists 
on UFO • manifestations. Air 
Force representatives were the 
only witnesses he interrogated, 
Karth said. 

Karth said he made "a full 
report'; to the committee chair-
man, . the late Rep. Overton 
Brooks, Louisiana Democrat. 
• Brooks requested Karth to 
give the report to the full com-
mittee. 

"Ana that's what I did," he 
told The Detroit News. 

(Conciuded on Page SA) 



Stare Flying Object Reports 
Bring Plea for Federal Sift 

ANN ARBOR (AP)-A Mich-
igan congressman planned Tues-
day to ask the Defense Depart-
ment to investigate reports of 
unidentified flying objects sight-
ed near Ann Arbor. 

U.S. Rep. Weston Vivian, D-
Mich., left for Washington, D.C., 

1 
Monday after conferring with 
Sheriff Douglas J. Harvey of 
Washtenaw County. Harvey said 

, Vivian also planned to talk with 
, the U.S. Air Force. 

I Three times within a week, 
. residents of the nearby com-
munity of Dexter have reported 
sighting objects flying in t h e 
night sky. 

"I didn't believe those re-
ports," said Harvey. "But with 
so many trained police person-
nel and reliable citizens having 

-AP Photolax. 

Frank Mannor, Son Describe UFO 
se~n t~e~, I must believe some- ty Civil Defense director for 10 to inves~igate the rash of sight-
thmg 1s m the Washtenaw Coun- years said he watched the un- ings. 
ty skies." identified object through binoc- Hynek will work from Self. 

And Tuesday, the Hillsdale ulars for three hours. ridge Air Force Bas,e near Mount 
County Civil Defense director The Air Force announced it Clemens, the Air Force said. 
and 87 college coeds said they was calling in Dr. H. Allen In Hillsdale, VanHorn said he 
watched an eerie, hovering fly- Hynek, chairman of the Dear- joined the 87 Hillsdale College 
ing object settle in a swampy born Observatory at Northwest- coeds and their housemother to 
hollow near a school dormitory ern University, Evanston, Ill., watch the object. He said it 
Monday night. and scientific consultant to the emitted wavering orange, red 

William VanHorn, 41, the coun- Air Force's UFO study program, 1con11nuec1 on page 2, column s> 

~t.4NS f?APiOS f/{.ESS Tue~ . .1 MAtl!CI./ ~:?~ 19,1, -------~--

rmcnitt
Text Box



i AF ApproveS' 
e • 

' uick, Dee !f 
; F2GTO~~~~~ Air , 
t Force intends to contract with ! 
1 a few selected universities to : 
: investigate promptly and in I 
• depth certain sightings of uni- I 
• dentified flying objects. I 

The Air Force said that no . 
schools have yet been chosen l 
and the number to be used in ; 
the investigations is still indef- . 
inite. ! 

A scientific advisory board ; 
recommended last March that ·. 
this course of action be followed 
by the Air Force, which has 
pledged to strengthen probes of 

• reports it receives on UFOs. 
1 Lists Member Types 

The board suggested that each 
university team should include 
at least one psychologist, prefer-
ably one interested in clinical 
psychology, and at least one 

t- physical scientist, probably an 1 

•f astronomer o r geophysicist I 
a familiar with atmospheric phys- . 

an ics. I 
id The board also told the Air '. 
·d Force the universities should be i 
d chosen "to provide good geo- l' 

graphical distribution" a n d . 
>· should be within convenient dis- I 
Y tance of a base of the Air Force ; 
' Srstems Command. 
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ir·Force Investigating 
Reported Flying Objects 

in 
za 
it 
ac 
Wy1 
the 
bra 
ne 
A /ONIA. Sf=NTINF.l. - Mt. .;./!,....:.._ ..::::.:.:.~------ ~------~-~-_.a.~ &.-l 

NN ARBOR (AP) - As re-
po s of unidentified flying ob-
jects mounted in southeastern 
Michigan today the United 
States Air Force began an in-
vestigation of the many sight-
ings. 

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, a North-
western University astrophysi-
cist and UFO projert consult-
ant, was asketi to visit the Ann 
Arbor area ahd j,ovl!$tiglte re-
ports of strange, glowirtg objects 
in the nigbt skies. • 

The Uniaenttfled l tJg OIJ-
jects Office at Wright-Patterson 
AFB at Dayton, Ohio, asked 
Dr. Hynek to investigate Tues-
day. Maj. Hector Quintanilla, 
project officer, said Dr. Hynek 
would conduct interviews and 
assist officials at Selfridge AFB, 
Mt. Clem~ns, in gathering 
information: 

Quintanilla emphasized his 
knowledge of the Michigan 
sightings "is extremely limited 
at this time." But he said noth-
ing he has heard indic.i.tes proof 
of "extraterettial objects" any 
more than n:1mei-ous other re-
ports the office has cl,ecked in 
the past 18 years. 

• Sightings were reported three 
times within a week m the Ann 
Arbor area and the nrarby town 
of Dexter. 

The last sighting S u n d a y 
night brought hundreds of per. 
sons, many with cameras and 
binoculars, to the area Monday 
night. No sightings were report-
ed, .but 65 miles southwest of 
Ann Arbor, at Hillsdale, a group 
of college coeds watched an ob-
ject several hours. 

William Van Horn, civil de-
fense director of Hillsdale Coun-
ty, said Tuesctay the flying ob-
ject he observed east of Hills-
dale Monday night was "defin-
itely some type of V€hicle." 
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-Photo Adds New Wrinkle to Saucers 
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Deputy Sheriff 'Shoots' a UFO Over Michigan 
ANN ARBOR, Mich. (AP)-A . distinct steaks of light in the 
ichigan deputy sheriff said an sky high above street lights 

nidentified flying object sight- leading into Milan. No details of 
ed over Southern Michigan last the objects are visible in the 
week was trapped-on film- photographs blown up to 8 by 10 
and still another UFO was inches from lfle tiny flim. 
reported yesterday. Dr. J. Allen Hynek, a North-

Deputy Sheriff David Fitzpat- western University astrophysi-
ick of Washtenaw (Ann Arbor) cist, was sent here by the Air 

County took the photographs Force to investigate recent 
with a tiny camera roughly the reports. 
size ot a man's two forefingers He has scheduled a news con-
held together. f · D t • d Prints were delayed because erence m e ro1t .to ay to dis-
the tiny film had to be sent to cuss his probe. 
Forest Hills, N.Y., for develop- Meanwhile, reports of uniden-
ment. tified flying objects moved south 

The new sighting of an un- into Ohio today. A farmer who 
identified flying object near lives near Upper Sandusky in 
Holland, Mich., came from both Northwestern Ohio told sheriff's 
Mr. and Mrs. Robert Nichols, deputies that an object shaped 
who live across Michigan's -United Press International "like a top" or a "Christmas 
Southern Lower Peninsula near tree upside down" hovered over 
Saugatuck. They said it flew The two unidentified objects photographed over Dexter, Mich. a wooded area on his property 
across . a highway ahead of early today. 
them, no more than 150 to 200 round circle glowing red on the reported sightings in the Ann light in graceful swoops which Deputies were called to the 
feet high. inside and white on the outside." Arbor area in the last 10 days. he and Sheriff's Sgt. N. K. farm three times, but the farm-

Nichols, 24, said the object Nichols' description fits Fitzpatrick, howe·,er, said the Schneider observed from about er said the object, with lights onl 
appeared about half <t!he size of roughly that given by several of two objects he photographed 4 a.m to 7 a.m. March 16. its outer edges, disap~ared 

automobile and was "a more Ulan a score wlho have gave off a brilliant yellow-white The photographs show two each time before they arrived. 

TJIE EV~NINf,!. StAe, WAS i',1 l1A1!.C,H :JS-, /9,, - P~tlJAY 
--~------~ ......... --------.-..---~~--.4 
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Truth About Flying Objects 
Hidden by AF, Faithful Say 

By Howard Simons 
Washln1ton Post Staff Writer 

Firm believers that 
unidentified flyin,g objects 
are for real and from a far-
off ·superciV'ilization 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 
delibel'ately 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 be believed 
and loved. 

"We want the Air Foree 
merely to end its secrecy on 
sightings and stop ridiculing 
competent witnesses," said 
retired Mal'ine Corps Major 
Donald E. Keyhoe, a UFO 
skeptic until his conversion. 

Keyhoe now is director of 
the National Investigation-s 
Committee on Aerial Phen-
omena, an organization 

whose major aims to eva-
luate all UFO sightings; get 
the Air Force to own up to 
the "truth," and to expose 
UFO charlatans who keep 
seeing "little green men.' 

Keyhoe and his col-
leagues, including scienists, 
en,gineers, 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 Berii-· 
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 be-
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 missle track-
ers - had sighted objects; 
roughly 100,000 persons in 
a:11. 

The Air Force, which has 
been investigating UFO re-
ports since 1948, has stead-
fastly maintained there is 
no evidence any flying ob-
ject has come from some-
where else in the universe. 

Keyhoe's view, shared by 
the Committee's board of 
governors, is radically dif-
ferent. The Committee con-
cludes, Keyhoe said yester-
day, that "these things are 
real and must be extrater-
restrial because they are so 
superior to anything we 
have." 

According to Keyhoe, 
UFOs have been observing 
the earth for 200 years. He 
gave two reasons, essential-
ly, for why no contact has 
been made with whoever it 
is that pilots the UFOs. 

One reason is that the Air 
Force has orders to scare 
the UFOs away. 

A second reason is that 
until humans demonstrated 

the atomic bomb and space 
flight the UFO people re-
garded earth as too primi-
tive a society to bother with 
other than for surveillance 
purposes. 
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, Saucer • Observers Upset 
Over Air Force Allalysis 

DETROIT (UPI) - The U.S. the-scene investigation by tell- conditions that night-were such 
Air Force closed its books Satur- ing a press conference it ap- as to have produced this un-
tlay on the case of two "visits" peared "very likely''.· that us~al and puzzling display," he 
py unidentified flying objects. swamp gas was responsible for said. . 
ts verdict: Swamp gas. mass reports of strange glow- Frank Mannor and his son 
_But some of the people who ~~1e ob1:~ts D~~e;ve~k :~u:i~/~ ~:ier~~scf!be: ::rstbj:~t Ji!~ 
itnessed . what they ~bought Michigan. farm near Dexter as football-

was a lan~mg by a glowing, ex- Hynek, an astrophysicist from shaped with a pitted surface, 
traterreStrial space c_raft, were Northwestern University, said "like coral rock." But Hynek 
r~t com~letely co;1g~fced that rotting vegetation can release a told reporters Mannor and his 

e exper s we~e n • gas; especially at springtime, son were 500 yards away from 
And even w~1le_ the t~o ~ost which can glow like fire and the "visitor" and couldn't have 

pectacular M1ch1gan s1ghtmg_s even make "popping" noises. distinguished such detail. He 
now wore the tag of an "off!. He said both instances he in- said distance was also a factor 
ial _expanation," UFO sightings vestigated took place in marsh in the Hillsdaje case, where 87 

contmued to pop up across the land. coeds their house mother and 
c_ountr~, in rural areas and ci- "It appears very likely that a civii defense director watched 
hes alike. the combinations of the condi• an object in a nearby swamp 

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, the top tions of this particular winter- for several hours. 
ir Force adviser on UFO sight- arl unusually mild one in this "A dismal swamp is a most 

mgs, climaxed three days of on- atea - and particular weather • ccont11111ect on Pait 2, column s> 

< I 
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VFOPr-obe 
Raises Ire 

Observers Contt;st 
Prof's Explanation 

(Continued from Plte 1 l 
unlikely place for a visit from 
outer space," Hynek said. 

"It was in both cases a very 
localized phenomenon," he said. 
"I think that this is a most 
significant point. It would seem 
to me that the association of 
the sightings with swamps, · in 
these particular cases, is more 
than coincidence." 

"I emphasize . in conclusion 
that I cannot prove in a court 
of law that this is the full ex-
planation of these sightings." 
he added. 
Housemotller Doubts 

Mrs. Kelly Hearn, the Hills-
dale dorm housemother, said 
she still retained a "reasonable 
doubt" about Hynek's findings. 
"If the phenomena were gas as 
Dr. Hynek stated, then it be-
hooves me to spend more time 
studying swamp gas and less 
time watching what I took to be 
UFOS," she said. 

William Van Horn, the Hills-
dale County civil defense di-
rector, said he was "dissatis-
fied" with the Hynek explana-
tion because his investigation of 
the sighting was too brief and 
because he sidestepped mention 
of the report from two of the 
coeds who said they saw the 
UFO close-up as it swept past 
their window. 

"I'm not satisfied until there 
is -a more thorough investiga. 
tion," he said. 

Mannor said he would like to 
talk to Hynek to compare notes. 
He indicated he was not satis-
fied with the explanation and 
still believes he saw something 
concrete. 
Ford Doubts, Too 

House Republican leader Ger. 
aid Ji'ord, R-Mich., included him-
self among those dissatisfied 
with Hynek's report. He called 
for a full-blown congressional 
investigation of UFO sightings. 
He said Air Force investigators 
"have come up with nothing 
conclusive" for years and a 
study by a congressional com-
mittee would be "a very whole-
some thing." 

Other UFO sightings, mean-
while, came in from a drive-in 
restaurant in Des Moines; from 
some police officers in St. Lou-
is; from a truck driver on a 
Michigan interstate highway; 
from sheriff's deputies in To-
ledo, Ohio; from a farmer in 
Upper Sandusky, Ohio; from a 
housewife at McComb, Miss.; a 
newsman at Tomah, Wis.; and 
a man at Bangor, Maine, who 
took a potshot at his object. 

IIY Auoclated Presa 
In Brazil, Ind., Ronnie Thurs-

ton, 14, brought to the Brazil 
Times office Saturday a camera 
be had won in a newsboys' con-
test and asked to have the film 
removed and developed. 

He might, he told editor James 
L. Coudret, have a picture of an 
unidentified blue-white object 
that he said hovered over Brazil 
for 20 minutes Thursday night. 

Coudret develol)'Vl the film 
himself. more th~n ~oubling the 
usual time because'of the night-

ltime exposur&, and found it 
showed an obiect• like an upside 
down handleless ,cup. 
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'siMichigan Coeds 
and Official Sight 

that of & football. This was 
roughly the same description 
given by a man and lris son who 
reported that they saw an eerie 
object land in a swamp Sunday 

M t • Ob ·ect night 45 miles northeast of here YS eTIOllS ] near Ann Arbor. 
The Air Force announced it 

was bringing in Dr. H. Allen 
HILLSDALE, Mich., March Hynek chairman of Dearborn 

22 (UPI)-A civil defense di- Observatory at Northwestern 
rector an assistant dean and 87 University, Evanston, Ill., and 
coeds reported a gilowing ob- scientific consultant to the Air 
ject fly past a college donni- Force's Project Blue Book pro-
tory and hover In a swamp for gram to track down the reports 
hours. of unidentified flying objects. 

Their description of the ?b· Dr. Hynek set up his head-
ject seen here last night tallied quarters at Selfridge Air Force 
closely with that of one seen_ by Base, Mount Clemens, Mich., 
more than 50 persons, includmg near the southern .Michigan sec-
12 policemen, near Ann Arbor, tion where the objects have 
Mich., the previous night. been reported several times 

The Air Force· dispatched its lately. 
top scientific adviser on uniden- "It was definitely some kind 
tified flying objects to begin an of vehicle," Mr. Van Horn said. 
investigation. "Through the glasses [binocu-

The witnesses said they lars] it was either round or 
watched from the second floor long." 
of a Hillsdale College dormitory The object's shape was briefly 
as the object wobbled, wavered, outlined by lightning as it 
glowed, and once flew right at veered over and near the dormi-
a dormitory window before stop- tory before retreating into the 
ping sudden,ly. swamp, Miss Kohn said. It 

Mrs. Kelly Hearn, for seven stayed there for four hours be-
years a. newspaper reporter be- fore vanishing, witnesses said. 
fore becoming assistant dean of 
women, assistant professor of 
Engldsh and housemother of the 
dormitory, had the coeds take 
notes as they watched the ob-
ject for four hours. 

They and William Van Horn, · 
41, years old, Hillsdw County 
civil defense director, said the 
object dimmed its lights when 
police cars approached, bright-
ened agruin when they went 
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 roughly 
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By Roscoe Drummond 

YOU CAN'T dismiss the 
possibility that some of the 
unidentified flying objects, 
which so many people have 
sighted in so many places, 
are real. 

There are, of course, UFO 
buffs who seem to want to 
believe everything and dis-
count logical explanations. 
But Air Force officials as-
signed to check up on these 
sightings seem so bored and 
skeptical that many people 
have the impression that 
they think the public would 
panic if all the facts were 
brought into the open. 

Let's not leave the search 
for more knowledge to those 
who tend to accept every-
thing uncritically or to those 
who tend to dismiss every 
UFO 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. 

Last week, more than 100 
persons (some of them 

trained observers) reported 
seeing "flying saucers" in 
seven states, from Maine to 
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, 
the NICAP received some 
8000 reports and says that 
1500 of them "seem pretty 
s u b s t a n t i a 1 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 
detached appraisal of the 
evidence than we are getting. 

Maybe there is no intelli-

gent life on other planets. 
Many scientists think other 
planets could not sustain 
such life. But we don't really 
know, 

One fact about the UFOs 
gives me pahse. There have 
been no really solid reports 
of creatures being seen get• 
ting off landed saucers. To 
venture from one planei to 
another involves great ihtel• 
lectual curiosity and I would 
think it almost impossible 
for someone from outer 
space, once here, to stifle 
that curiosity. to the extent 
of not trying to make person• 
al contact with Earth people. 

Conceivably, we have been 
seeing only preliminary un-
manned orbitings of the 
Earth precisely controlled at 
great distances. But we don't 
know. 

We need to get aill the data 
drawn together in one place 
and examined far more ob-
jectively than anyone has 
done so far. A stable public 
opinion will come from a 
trustworthy look at the 
evidence, not from belittling 
it. 

q;i 1966, Publishers News1>a1>er S:,ndlcate 
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First UFOs 
Of Season 
Are Sighted· 

Spring's first flying saucer! 
have sprouted right alongsid 
the forsythia. 

Scores of people in Michigan 
have reported strange flying 
objects since the weekend, 
and a former fighter pilot says 
he saw several over his Be-
thesda home Saturday night. 

The Air Force, which has in-
vestigated more than 10,000 
such reports since 1947, sent 
Northwestern University's Dr. 
H. Allen Hynek, its top scien-
tific adviser on unidentified 
flying objects (UFOs), to look 
into the Michigan reports. 

The latest was Monday night 
at Hillsdale College, where a 
county civil defense director, 
a former reporter and assist-
ant dean, and 87 coeds say they 
watched a glowing object zip- · 
ping around campus for four 
hours. 

This report coincided with 
one near Ann Arbor, where 
about 50 persons - including 
12 policemen - said they saw 
an eerie object cruise over a 
swamp Sunday night while four 
sister ships hovered overhead. 

In Bethesda, retired Air 
Force Col. Howard T. Wright, 
of 5119 Newport Ave., said 
he and five other persons 
saw several objects outside his 
home and they were "definite- II 

ly not in my imagination, nOT 
were they satellites or air-
planes." i 
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40 in Michigan Say 
A Mysterious Craft 
Hovered in Swamp_; 

! 
ANN ARBOR, Mich., March : 

21 (UPI)-At least 40 persons, , 
including 12 policemen, said to- ' 
day that they saw a strange 
flying object guarded by four : 
sister ships land in a swamp 1 

near here Sunday night. I 
Dexcriptions of the unidenti- 1 

fied flying objects tallied close-
ly. A patrolman, Robert Huna• 
will, said he and other residents 
of the area saw similar craft 
before dawn last Monday and 
Wednesday. • 

In Washington, the Air Force 
Sa.id ~t knew nothing of the 
reports. The Air Force's Michi-
gan headquarters in Battle ; 
Creek would not comment. 

Two persons who slogged 
through the 300-acre svrnmp to-
day and looked for traces of 
the craft found nothing but : 
marsh grass, quicksand and , 
muck. ' 

However, the two persons who 1 :reportedly were closest to the 
object, Frank Mannor, 47 years 
old, and his son, Ronald, 19, said 
it did not appear to touch the 
ground but sat on a base of fog. 

Fredrick E, Davids, state po-
lice commissioner, who is also 
head of civil defense for Michi-
gan, opened an dnvestigation. 

"I used .to discount these re-
ports too but now I'm not so 
sure," he said. l 

Mr. Mannor and his son said 
they had run to within 500 
yards of the object. Mr. Mannor l 
sa1e1 me craft was shll-uerl lik• 1 
a footba!J and was ab-out the ' 
length of a car with a "grayish , 
yellow" hue and a pitted surface 
"like coral rock." 

It hact a blue light on one 1 

end and a white light on the 
other, he said. 1 

"They were pulsating' and · 
each of them looked like they I 
h~ a little halo around it," he 
said. I 

Other witnesses saw only the , 
lights, but their descriptions.[ 
including those of policemen, j 
agreed closely. 
Stanley McFadden. Washtenaw 

County sheriff's deputy, said he 
and deputy David Fitzpatrick 
watched the object fly over 
their car about the same time , 
the Mannors reported it had 

1

; _ 
taken off. -

Officer Hunawill said four 
other unidentified flying ob- I 
jects had hovered in a quarter- i 
circle over the object in the \ 
S\Vamp. -
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This pi ture, purportedly of a flying saucer, was taken Dec. 26, 1965, at Cappoquin in County Waterford, Ireland. Large, bright area was described as plume of saucer at left-hand tip. 

ARE THEY FACT, FICTION OR ILLUSIO ? • 

Those Fanfasfi<i: Flying Saucers 
Scientists in 3 Special fi,elds Explain 

Michigan1s Eerie UFO Sightings 
By JEAN PEARSON 

Detroit News Science. Writer 

The House Republican leader has called 
for a congressional investigation. 

A national organization for the investi-
gation of aerial phenomena, with h i g h-
ranking, retired military officers and · pro-
fessors on its governing board, has urged 
a nationwide tracking network. 

People are puzzled. 
Are the UFOs real, illusions or just 

natural events eo I can't ex Iain? Is 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 it into focus. 

Given a blur, the viewers immediately 
tried to determine what it was they were 
looking at. Once they had reached a con-
clusion that seemed to satisfy, they clung 
0 i 

Constructed 
in France, 
this concept 
of a flying 
saucer ma-
chine was un-
veiled in 
July, 1955, 
but there are 
no published 
reports of it 
flying. It has 
a diameter 
of almost 21 
feet. 
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