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Special Note:
In my earlier booklet: UFOs: A Historr,, 1952: November-December,
pages 47-48, there is a reference to a 'Sl..liiiiiier Study Report." MY
first impression was that this report was the CIA OSI study effort
of August 1952. This impression turned out to be incorrect. T•/hat
the "Surrmer Study" really was is discussed in this booklet. The
story is quite important.
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In 1949 the success of Communism in China raised the frightening prospect of a hostile Sino-Soviet military colossus, and when the Russians
exploded its own A-banb in August that year it meant that /werica could
no longer even count on a technological advantage.
To meet the challenge many super-secret deliberations were convened,
and one of the first decisions was the Air Force Science Advisory Board
authorizing the "Air Defense Systems Engineering Ccmnittee" to be headed
by Air Force scientist Dr. George Valley.
However, as many new committees and projects came under consideration,
a serious difficulty arose.
This difficulty had to do with policy.
The policy problem originated with the brilliant Dr. Robert Oppenheimer
who was chairman of the important General Advisory Canmittee which made
him the top man in America's nuclear weapon development and research program.
(l>penheirner either served on, or acted as a consultant to, every
committee and project of consequence.
The first hint of trouble was when Air Force Chief of Staff General
Hoyt Vandenberg snubbed Cl>Penheimer by selecting Dr. Vannevar Bush to
study the evidence of the Russian detonation. t.foreover, when scientists
Ivan Getting and Louis Ridenour suggested a special strategic nuclear
weapon study, General Vandenberg and Air Force Secretary Thanas Finletter
issued direct orders to bar Oppenheimer fran any role and also to forbid
the GAc-cnier access to classified Air Force documents.
These examples
of animosity were due to (l>penheimer' s attitude toward sanething the Air
Force High Command wanted very badly.
When Russia became a nuclear power, sane American physicists suggested
that America could regain military supremacy by building a hydrogen banb.
Theoretical work on a super-bomb had been conducted in a leisurely fashion since the end of World War II and although little had been done it was
felt the principle was feasible. Shortly after learning of the Russian
nuclear test, president Tnunan phoned Oppenheimer to ask what he believed
should be the appropriate re~ponse. Oppenheimer merely replied:"Keep yrur
shirt on."
When Dr. Frlward Teller was told about (l>penheimer's air of unconcern,
he was rutraged and imnediately launched a personal campaign to win support for a high priority H-bomb project.
A passionate anti-Communist,
Teller's view was that America had to deal with Russia fran a position of
superiority --not parity.
Other influential persons rallied to Teller
like Dr. Luis Alvarez and Dr. Daivd Griggs, as did General Jimmy Doolittle,
retired but still a high level consultant to the Air Force.
The Air Force High Command agreed totally with these men. The dominant
Air Force view, strongly held by men ·like Generals Vandenberg and LeMay,
and Secretary Finletter, was that all resources should be reserved for
strategic banbardment and if a big banb could be built, the bigger the bomb
the better.
Oppenheimer opposed the "super" on two grounds, one ethical and one practical.
His ethical reason was that the proposed H-banb would be so incredibly destructive it would far exceed any rational military justification, so
its use would be tmmoral.
His practical reason was that it would be simple
and cheap just to boost the power of conventional fission bombs to a 500
kiloton size which would adequate for strategic purposes and thereby permit
much of the nation's limited resources to be allocated to a tactical de-
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fense of Western Europe and to the development of an air defense network for
North America.
This would also allow all three military services to take
part in the nuclear weapon program.
With the foregoing in mind, one can understand why Oppenheimer and those
who shared his ideas were not very popular people with the Air Force's strategic theorists.*
.
Because it appeared America had demoblized too quickly after World War
II in view of the international situation, President Truman requested a
review and an accessment of the nation's military and foreign policies,
which in large part included discussions about Russia becoming a nuclear
power and the proposal to develope the hydrogen weapon.
Five months later,
while such studies were being carried out, the Korean War started which gave
tremendous impetus to hawks like Teller who felt sterner measures were needed for apparently the Camumists were choosing a ''hot" war in spite of
America's fisson bomb arsenal.
Late in 1950 a "Long Range Objective Panel" was appointed to study military tactics, strategy, and the relationship of nuclear weapons to foreign
policy.
Oppenhemier managed to chair this group but he was balanced by
Dr.
the selection of two pro-Teller people, Dr. Alvarez and Dr. Griggs.
Alvarez had a strong band to the strategic bombing Generals.
During the
Second World War he did work on the Manhattan project at Los Alamos and
also found time to invent his "Long Eagle" bombing radar at M. I. T' s Radiation Laboratory.
Dr. Griggs had strong ties too, helping establish the
RAND coporation in 1947 in order to bring systematic and analytical thinking to bear on Air Force tactics and strategy, and during the latter months
of World War II headed a special investigation, with Dr. Alvarez and Dr. H.
P. Robertson, into a strange phenomenon annoying Air Force air strikes on
Germany and Japan, a phenomenon dubbed the "foo fighters."
The expression 'foo fighter" brings up the subject of UFOs. Many of
the names in this essay show up in UFO literature for good reason.
Back in 1949 when Dr. George Valley of M.I.T. was concerned with Air
Defense Systems, he authored a summation of project SIGN(conducted by Dr.
James B. Conant who shared Dr. Oppenhemier's position on the H-bomb). This
project had collected data on reports of unidentified aerial intruders in
.America's airspace, the so-called "flying saucers." SIGN was surprisingly
inconclusive in regards to a possible novel Russian aircraft, and even entertained, believe it or not, an extraterrestrial solution .
The aerial mystery received intensive official scrutiny when the "green
fireballs" appeared over highly sensitive atomic installations in New Mexico
during the Winter of 1948-49. Dr. Joseph Kaplan of the U.S. Air Force Scientific Advisory Board took charge of a special inquiry beginning on February 16,
1949. He pondered the mystery for months, trying all the time to get more
data, meanwhile Russia explcrled its bomb.
General C. P. Cabell of AFOIN ,Washing-

* Oppenhemier also did not endear himself to the Air Force by his opposition
to the nuclear-powered bomber project which was finally canceled as being a
technological flop in 1960 after a billion dollars had been wasted.
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ton, ·who had requested Dr. Kaplan to investigate the "fireballs," wanted answers
but Kaplan put him off and asked to confer with Dr. Teller and Dr. George Gamow
(another pro-strategic bombing advocate).
Events are murky but the fireball
problem was shunned aside by calling it a possible geomagnetic phenomenon, and
the flying saucer project, GRUDGE, was killed off almost i.rrmediate ly after General Vandenberg's air sampling aircraft detected traces of the Russian nuclear
explosion. UFO reports were still being forwarded to Wright Field, but they
were not being investigated or verified.
General Cabell was evidently kept in
the dark about this until the Ft. Monmouth incident of September 20, 1951 when
he personally took an interest in the New Jersey case in order to assist a Mr.
Johnson and a ~lr. Brewster of Republic Aviation who were standing in for a "group
of top U.S. Industrialists and scientists" which was, evidently, a "proj eet
LINCOlN."
~fuch is still highly classified and therefore not available to elucidate
us, but it is evident that the flying saucer question in 1949-52 had same
effect on the intense, top secret, debates about whether or not to launch a
major acceleration of the arms race.
What we do know is that the "Long Range Objective Panel" did authorize
a narrowly focused effort, which was to analyze proposed means to develope
an air defense network for the continental United States called project
LINCOlN.
While we do not know who voted for LINCOLN on the IROP, or how
they felt about it, its possible it was Oppenhemier's idea.
Dr. Griggs became alarmed in 1951 when he heard rumors that prospective
members of project LINCOLN were being told that for the sake of world peace
the Air Defense Gammand should be strengthen and the Strategic Air Command
sacrificed, done away with to demonstrate the lack of aggressive intentions
of the United States. Dr. Griggs blamed this on what he called the "ZCRC
cabal," a group canposed of Drs. Zacharias, Oppenhemier, Rabi, and C.C.
Lauritsen, which was suppositively engaged in "nefarious anti-Air Force
schemes."
The climax of the "Teller-Oppenhemier" battle was reached in March 1953
when the newly elected president, Dwight Eisenhower, was forced to make a
decision whether to apprmre a big expansion of the Air Defense Command whiCh
the Air Force top brass feared wauld"- be done at the expense of the Strategic
Ai T' Comm <lld.
· It should be clear to the reaaer at this point that the Air Force had a
very good reason to be anti-UFO besides the ones usually assigned that service branch by students of the aerial phenomenon. Apparently the subborn
ability of the UFOs to remain unexplained gave aid and comfort to the Oppenhemier croo. The timing of the "Robertson Panel," which is covered in
this booklet, may not have been accidental, convened as it was just before
Eisenhower's decision.
More about all this is given in the text that follows.
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Nineteen-fifty-three is known among students of the UFO mystery as the year
of the "Robertson Panel," one of the most signicant events in UFO history because the results of this panel's deliberations determined U.S. Air Force policy
toward UFOs for a span of approximately ten years.
For that reason the story
of the panel will be treated in great detail.
Of subordinate interest, but which also needs to be covered, were the two
ways concerned -civilians respcm:led to the ever groong UFO controversy.
cne
segment of the public sought to undertake more or less objective investigations
and data gathering, while another group indulged in sensationalism with occult
origins.
Finally, as we shall see, UFO sightings continued throughout the year.
The southern shift.
The southern movement of UFO reports of the wave of 1952 continued into 1953.
The number of incidents had fallen off quite a bit but the general shift was
still toward the Equator and beyond.
The forward edge of the 1952 UFO wave reached the region of Peru in South
America and central Africa on the other side of the Atlantic toward the end of
year.
By December 19 52 UFO reports began to cane in fran South Africa, India,
and New Zealand.
"Space station" over India.

en December 4, 1952 and again on December lOth, a "luminous noctural object"
flashed over southern India (The state of Madras).
Reports mention a bluegreen colored object that spewed orange sparks as it passed east to west on a
horizontal course.
The object was seen fran locations as much as 400 miles
apart indicating a great altitude.
Witnesses variously described the phenomenon as a "flying saucer," "the Moon's younger sister," and as a "space station."
Sane suggested a "space station" because of its two appearances which
indicated it was in orbit around the Earth.
1.
New Zealand.
A faintly hissing, glowing, green-colored, sphere sailed over the town of
Plimmerton, New Zealand, the evening of December 6, 1952.
The object traveled south.
Witnesses said it had a "band of bright lights."
That same night, at 9:45p.m., a similar object was seen moving toward the
sootheast, also hissing as it passed over Palmerson, New Zealand.
This "object," a green-colored ovoid, joined up with another roond thing, blue in
color, and together the two UFOs left the sky above Palmerson and sped south.
The blue object took up a position above the green-colored one as they both
moved away.
_
Other reports came in from the New Zealand towns of Christchurch,Kyeburn,
Invercargill, and Waipahi.
t-1oveover, at 10 p.m. (day not identified) a blue
object with a light-colored spot located at its center, was sighted in the air
above Melbourne in Australia.
2.
Rhodesia, South Africa.
A supposed "luminous object' was sighted over Bulawayo, South Rhodesia in
early January 1953.
A manager of a photographic studio 1 a t-lr. Barney Wayne 1
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obtained a strange picture which shows a fwmy-looking "discoid shape" but one
critic claims that a close examination disclosed "tightly spaced vapor trails"
produced by an aircraft as the UFO.
3.4.
Some years later South African Defense Headquarters admitted that its Royal
Air Force had entered into a regular exchange of UFO information with the U.S.
military as early as 1953.
Little evidence of such activity can be found in
official files available,
S.
The "second -wave."
A faint indication of a "second wave" continued to manifest itself with reports caning in fran the northern tier of the U.S. and northern F.urope.
On January 1, 1953 a U.S. Air Force enlisted man at Oldtown, Maine, notified
the Air Defense Cmmand radar site, the 76Sth AC&W squadron,Charlestown, that
the following was observed:
"A round, small object, whirling on top, looked like a star with a ring
around it, £lasing on and offlwas seen].
It moved in a NNE direction,
changing direction and color simultaneously, flashing the following
colors in sequence green, white, red, blue and white.
Object would
spin, stop, spin in the opposite direction, and stop again." 6.
Craig, Montana.
According to a witness:
" ..• on the night of January 1, 1953, at approximately 2045,[11 ..•
sighted an object which to the best of my knowledge was a flying
saucer.
I -was driving my car ten miles sooth of Cascade, near the
Missouri River, on highway 91 when I saw this object.
When I first
. saw the object I estimate that it -was five miles away, and it camP.
right at me, and when it was 100 to 200 feet over the river and
directly opposite me, it started to climb rapidly, staying in a horizontal position at all times.
It continued to climb \Dltil out of
sight•
"The closest the object came to me -was SO to 100 yards away, and
approximately SO to 100 feet above the river.
The object was silver
in color, shaped as a saucer, and had a reddish glow from the bottom.
The weather conditions were clear, a bright moonlit night, with a
slight wind.
"The object appeared fran the south-west and headed towards the
north-east when out of sight.
I estimate that I saw the object when
it was five miles in front of me, and kept it in sight until it was
five miles away from me.
I estimate that it was in my ·sight for
approximately ten seconds, therefore I estimate the speed at 3600
miles per hour." 7.
Calgary, Alberta, Canada.
Directly north of Montana, and some lS minutes after the incident at
Craig, a luminous object was seen above the northwest horizon by a man
and his wife living in Calgary, Alberta.
The couple viewed the bright
object as it hovered motionless for sane ten minutes.
After that period,
the thing shot away with:"fantastic acceleration." 8.
Public awareness.

A brilliant "explosive" flash detected on the planet Mars by the Japll!lese
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astronomer Tsuneo Saheki in 1952 prompted Bill Kreh of HIT magazine to write
an article for the January 1953 issue that asked :"Do ther:Tartians Have the
Atom Bomb?" Equally farfetched was Trap Me Ckusky' s essay in the January
issue of SIR! entitled: :Did The Abominable Snownan Came From P.1ars ?"
r.tore sober reading could be fouoo in the January issue of ~lar Science
entitled:""How To Expose Flying Saucers" by Ralph Steiner who suggested that
the magazine's readership could build a camera equipped with a diffraction
grating in imitation of an announced U.S. Air Force UFO sky search project.
A publication not readily available to the general public but of interest
nonetheless, Air Craft Flash, the monthly publication of the Civilian Ground
Cbserver Corp'5,'n."iiQ"""aUFO article on page four of its January issue.
The
article discussed a hypothetical UFO case, which at first seemed mysterious
but later proves to be a balloon.
According to the article, the Air Defense
Command was interested in unusual aerial phenomena and had distributed a
special regulation to that effect. 9.
"Quick reaction Intelligence teCI!l."
•
The following may not be what the GOC writer alluded to since it was of a
classified nature but in any case it is certainly of interest to the UFO historian.
On January 3, 1953 Air Defense Carmand Regulation 24-4 authorized
manpower for the 4602nd Air Intelligence Squadron. The mission of this ,unit
was the quick reaction to recover "people, paper, am hardware" for Intelligence
information that could contribute in any way to the air defense of the United
States. 10.*
By mid year UFO investigations would be turned over to the 4602nd, a well
trained am well equipped organization.
It may be only a coincidence, but no
sooner had this unit been established,and made ready, it received its UFO job.
The complete history of this obviously sensitive military organization is
hard to obtain, of course,, but the need for such an outfit was real enough to
some in the Air Force. Whether one believed in the extratraterrestrial theory
or the Russian theory to explain UFOs, plainly someone in the High Cammand
thought it was the right moment to establish such a special group, although we
know the military had been sending out search teams for years prior to 1953.
The reader of these lines can well imagine the Air Force's need for a "quick
reaction" to a "saucer crash" since that would certainly be an extremely sensitive event.
In fact, subborn rumors of the recovery of several flying disc
fragments had surfaced in 1952 when it was said a grotmd team recovered some
bits of metal from the yard of a Maryland farmer during the Washington D.C. UFO

*An official Air Force document dated years later (13 November 61) described the duties of the 1127th USAF Field Activities Group which inherited
the work of the 4602nd:'~nidentified Flying Objects (UFO):Headquarters USAF
has established a program for the investigation of reliably reported unidentified flying objects within the United States. AFR 200-2 delineates 1127th
collection responsibilities." (Air Force Regulation 220-2 specifies how investigations into UFO reports are to be corducted and by wham public statements shall be made.)
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flap of July. *
The "Condon report" claims that the Air Force said it had
no knowledge of such fragments although 1Jt1iversity of Colorado investigator
Roy Craig admits the frab~cnts' :" .•. existence and whereabouts would not necessarily be revealed to this project." 11. Navy Rear Admiral Herbert B. Knowles
acknowledged the existence of one of the pieces in a letter dated August 27,
1961.
The most important part of Knowles missive reads:
"It was a chunk of amorphous metal-like structure, brownish in color
where broken, with a curved edge indicating the wholethingto have been
not over two feet in diameter. The edge was rOWlded in cross section,
perhaps a quarter inch thick and obviously swelled to a considerably
greater thickness at the center. The outer surface was smooth but not
polished, and at the broken sections there were obviously iron particies
and even evidence of iron rust.
I would say that the weight was somewhat lighter than if of solid iron, but it was not 'extremely light.'"l2.
The continuing George Adamski story.
The civilian UFO investigative group, APRO, received quite a few inquries
throughout January about any and all information concerning the supposed encounter with a flying saucer pilot by a George Adamski of Valley Center,
California.
The APRO staff could offer no help on that score and did not
even have the Phoenix newspaper article discribing the incident, however the
staff was taking steps to learn what it could. APRO did note that such a
yarn was hardly new since back on October 24, 1952 an Italian by the name of
Gian Piouro r.tonguzzi claimed to have photographed a saucer and its pilot
that was supposed to have landed for a few moments on glacier in the Alps. 13.
(The pictures have never been taken too seriously and look very much like
crude models photographed on a table-top)
It is interesting to note that in mid-October 1952 George Adamski's name
appeared in the third issue of Coral Lorenzen's APRO Bulletin under the
title:"Predictions." It was stated that before Noveiilber 21st something
amazing was suppose to oca.rrr:"Prof. Adamski, amateur astronomer of Valley
Center, California, prediets that events which will take place within the
next six weeks will lead the world population to believe in space travel." 14.
Th~ Air Force was not blind to the this phenomenon of Adamski and others
of his ilk:
"During the phase in which Special Report #14 was in preparation(l9521954) the project attracted a Public Relations aspect that remains with
in today.
This came about through a National interest in reported
sightings, Science-Fiction publications of alleged contacts with visitors
from space, formation of psuedo-scientific organizations, hobby clubs,
and self-appointed individuals who investigated UFO sightings. The
radar sightings in Washington D.C. during July 1952 tended to give substance to UFO reports. News coverage during this period was extremely
high and General Samford conducted a press conference on 29'July 1952
to explain the situation." 15.
The· situation at Palomar Gardens.

* The

reader is referred to the booklet UFOs
December pp.S-9.
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A wanan named "Irma" visited Palomar Gardens on January 3, 1953 and she
seems to have been a rational witness to the situation there. In a written
statement made in 1955 this wanan states that she remembers Lucy Me Ginnis,
.Adamski's private secretary, taking her aside and making a "very confidential"
request for money.
According to Irma the Palanar grrup never seemed to have
Irma also noticed that a cabin was under contwo nickles to rub together.
struction which was to house George Hunt Williamson, Karl Hunrath, and Jetrold
Baker.
All thr~~ had moved in bag and baggage late in 1952 (This could not
have helped the money problem any).
16.
Irma would later marry Baker and had nothing negative to say about him.
As for the other two, tlmrath, she was told, was an "inventor par excellence."
The German gentleman bragf,ed that he had devised a "magnetic frequency machine" that was suppose to 'force down flying saucers" and was having it shipped to California so it could be set up at Palanar Gardens.
Of Williamson,
she knew little except that the man had been in "low spirits" for sane time
and Adamski was doing his best to perk him up.
The trio of Baker, Hunrath, and Williamson were making plans to establish
what they called the:"Adal)lski Fmmdation." This "foundation" was to be
sane sort of clearing hruse for UFO data, a "Grand Authority" which would
Hunrath' s contribution was to be the
draw upon the expertise of all three.
"electranagnetic machine" he had dubbed "Bosco."
Ch the other hand, Williamson advoided the nuts and bolts approach and favored the occult, slipping into
trances during which "space intelligences" would use his vocal chords to
mumble elaborate messages, some of them unintelligible.
Being heavy on the
psychic or occult did not have great appeal to Adamski.
Adamski did have
a pragmatic side as indicated by his flirtation with socialism, but a case
might be made for Adamski feeling his place as top dog was challenged by
Williamson taking an the role of "oracle." 17.
Chce Irma confronted Adamski about his method of educating people about his
teachings,and the long time radio/lecture circuit veteran told her:' •.. he
couldn't be too 'mystical" because people wanted things on a very material
basis." 1£1.
According to Irma , Hunrath was also beginning to practice occultism. This
new interest by Hunrath as well as the inventor's other odd personality traits
started to really get on Adamski's nerves.
George Williamson's "low element"
moods were also becoming triesome.
To Adamski the three men were just hanging around and freely partaking of the food of the Cafe with no advantage to
him or his other followers.
January 4th. "Flying cigars over Haifa."
According to the Jerusalem Post:
"Frur men returning from work in the Haifa Bay area to town saw a
'flying cigar' emerge from the clouds over a quarry 4.5 kilometers on
the Haifa-Nasareth Road at 4:12p.m., one of them told the Post today . .
"The object was fairly low, was cigar-shaped, and moved at great
speed.
Three bright lights, at either end and in the center, made the
object clearly visible he said.
"The cigar disappeared in 80 to 90 seconds after it changed direction
over Nan Sha 'aum.
"Two flying saucers were seen over Mt. Carmel last Thursday by several
persons." 19.
Blue lit object over Florida.
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Florida:
"Four miles north of Eau Gallie, Florida, the east side of US#l, 4
January 53 at approximately 1845 hours Mrs ( ... deleted) sighted an
object that resembled the 'Davis Air Craft Wing.' There was not any
fuselage.
The object was 500 feet or less in altitude flying very
fast 500 miles per hrur or more. ~trs. ( •.. deleted) saw the object
for 2 or 3 seconds.
It approached from a north-northwest direction
in a slight turn and departed in a south-sruthwest direction.
There
was not any sound. The light from the Neon signs an the 'Westchester
Motor Court' illuminated the lower surface of the object. Mr. ( .••
deleted) saw at least four and not more than ten blue lights on the
lower surface as shown in his drawing which is inclosed. The Weather
on the evening of 4 January 1953 was cold, clear and little or no
wind. Mrs. ( ••• deleted) was within 250 to 350 feet of the spot where
the object appeared to be passing over.
No one saw this object to
the best of my knowledge but Mr. ( ••• deleted)." 20.
The Air Force cOOJllented:"conclusion W1known." Also:"Subject worked
with the FBI in Puerto Rico. Had dealings with a Mr. ( .•• deleted) then director of the FBI. Subject does not drink.
Subject is cleared up to and
including SECRET." 21.
"Radiation correlati~ns?''
Following through ·on earlier inqu1r1es, Capt. Ruppelt and Lt. Olsson of
BIDE BOOK were scheduled to be in Albuquerque, New Mexico, on Sunday, January
4, 1953 to hold a meeting in Lt.Glen D. Parrish's office, Director of Intelligence, 34th Air Division, Kirtland AFB. The meeting had been cleared with
the Atomic Energy Commission's Division of Military Application, Washington
D.C. back on December 29, 1952. Th~ purpose of the meeting was discuss the
possible correlations between the detection of radiation from unknown sources
and unidentified flying objects.
Those asked to attend were Los Alamos
scientists naned:"Mr. Carter, Mr. Gittings, and a Mr. S:illlnons." Also asked
to attend was Dr. William R. Perret of "Division 5111" of the Sandia Corporation, who expressed a desire to be present.
Sandia Base requested the BIDE
BOOK representatives to stop by an January 6th.
22.
"Flying Saucer Warning."
Increased UFO activity in northern Pllrope evidently triggered the strange
order from the Danish General Staff to the country's military forces on January 6, 1953. The order was a "Flying Saucer Warning" to the military asking all personnel to be alert to aerial objects of an unexplainable nature
and the quick reporting of anything sighted. 23.
"Arrowhead" over Dallas.
Something very odd excited the countryside to the northeast of Dallas on
January 6th. A newspaper clipping from the Dallas Times-Herald on file with
the Air Force tells same the reactions by witnesses.~r reasons best known
to the military censors, names in the article were deleted:
"( ... deleted), fire department radio dispatcher, said he and other
firemen viewed the object after receiving a call from the Love Field
tower.
"'I wish I'd never seen it,' ( •.. deleted) said.
'It's too fantastic,
and now there'll be a lot of talk.
I just wish I'd never seen it.'
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ARROW-LIKE OBJECT SEEN
IHIGH IN SKY OVER DALLAS

Ilarrow·shaped
DALLAS. Jan. S-UP-A brilliant,
object, "''hlcl> could

Ihave

been an explodinl atar, or a
: refiection, but upon which at leas:
:two observers reported aeeina

i awept.back win&•.

huna in !be ak7

'
I

; nortll and DOrtbeast of Dallas for
about two boun oarl1 Tlonda7.
One man who reported seeln&
'Wii\JI on It used a 40.power tcle·
• a cope; tbe other uaed 7z50 binocll·
larL
" It looked lika a bll star, but
: 1eemed to chan1e eo1ora. •• Unwood
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I Martin. an amateur astronomer

' wbo used the telescope, said.
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SEEN OVER DAJ.T.AS -Wylie V. Moore, 1
Love Field control towerman at Dallas, drew
this sketch to illustrate what he saw over
Dalla a early Tuesday. Moore said the oddlciok.i.na "fi¥illl aau~· tlcw at 2,000 teet

four or five minutes.
which appeared to be
started straight up at a
600 to 700 miles an
Telephoto)

He said the object,
flaming, turned and
speed he estimated at
hour.-(United Press

j

"'t had swept-back wln&s with a
red clow toward tha front. Tho
wlnea won bhM and tbe center
white. It moved forward and then
backward and seemed to ba IOlDI
hi1her aU the time."
M. F. Fetchenback, a traUic cootroller at tha Love lAir) Field control tower, looked at tbe object
throuah binoculars and said It appeared to have "dolta·typo (swept·
backl wln11 and •••mod to hover
east and northeast of tho field."
Some obsorven aunested It waa
a super-Novae, ·or explodin& star.
Oscar Monnl& ol Fort Worth. a well
·to-do acateur astronomer who
baa lnvesticated such phenomena
aU over the COUDtr7, tbou&b& It

ml&ht ba renection ol artUidal
licht or cirrus clouds.
E. t.t. Brewer of Dallas, pres!·
dent of the Te-xas Aatronomera'
Association, said only Vtnua and
Jupiter. amonc the planeta. are
brilliant this time ol year but that
Venus ••\ at 8 o'clock and .Iupher

about Monday midnlcht. Tbe object
waa lirst seen In Dallaa about 2

a.m.

roUce, tbe Love Fi••d control
tower and newspapers and presa
associations 101 hundreds of tell•
phone caliL
Police dispatcher
Lewis Passon• said many cruisinc
squad ears radioed In about it.
The first report on the object
came from Paris, Tex.. about 100
miles northeast of Dallas. An unidentified man said he saw II at
an altitude of about 3.500 feet
and chased it In hil aut<>moblle.
W71ie Moore. another controller at
Love Fielll, said waltlnl pllota
cathered in the control tower to
watcb it and their concensua was
that It was travellD& 2.000 mlle1 an
hour. He aaw it first at about 30,000
teet.
"I marked a spo& "" the
here so I could lteep up with It
and within 30 minutes T'd estimate
it bed &one up to 10,000 feet," ha
said. "In another hour, it had JO\tlll
up to 100.000 feel and than, ol
COW"se, 7011 could bardl7 - II...

<I•••

... - --·· ·-· SEciJRih

INFORMA'TION

CENTRAL INTELLIGE~CE AGENCY

:~

:l:n Ltz,.rJ~ F,·~
Diupora - Rumania; Israel

SUBJECT

Poll tical - C0111111W11at propaganda

HOW
PUBLISHED

Semiweekly nevapaper

WHERE
PUBLISHED

Jluc:h&rest

DATE ·
PUBLISHED

lB Oct 1952

LANGUAGE

RUlll&llian

-W-24955

CD NO.

<=-

COUNTRY

00

REPORT NO.

INFORMATION FROM
FOREIGN DOCUMENTS OR RADIO BROADCASTS

DATE OF
INFORMATION

f . Jan 1953

· DATE DIST.

NO. OF PAGES

3

SUPPLEMENT TO
REPORT NO.

THIS IS UNEVALUATED INFORMATION

SOURCE

I)ECLASSIFIEf.
by Executive O~sr o

V1ata Noua. :

the Presidcint of the

USA 1'li01 -

see CHD 3-9

.COMMENT OF RUMABIAB .lEWISii COMMUNIST miSPAPER
011 FLYDIG SAta!a DICIDEli'l'S

ffiortii/JIJnt: ':he folloving article. e:rtitle4 1 "'l'he Bttec:t ot War
Jqateria on Israel," b)' V. Savin, appeared in the Buc:hareat RuJD&Dian-~e nevapaper, Viate. !fcl!&, organ ot the Jeviah Democratic COIIIIIIittee at B1m&a.i.&. It reports· that the recent t~ing saucer
1Dc1dent 1D Israel as described b)' Baaretz, Tel AViv independent
liberal dai~ nevepaper, vu mere~ a figment ot the Tiever 's 1magi%1&t10D ADd. characterizes this · so-called. halluc1natiou a product ot lS
var propapnd&. The article sives &D outline at the "fictitious" 11.1•tor:r ot tile tlyi.Jl8 saucer 1n the m ADd. concludes that tile tm plot to
create var }Q'steria 1D this f&ahiOD · 1a doomed to f&1lu:-e.
It 11 at interest to note that the 24 September 1952 ilaue ot
Jiaaret: carried a small art!;le, "J'lyi.Jl8 Saucers Over Baita 1 " v11.1ch
reported the vitneseing at the tecaad tlying eauc:er incident 1D Ea1:&
"'" lB September 1952 1 attar a lapse ot 1110re than one montb. betveen
49•i"orma.nt deac:ribecl the object as alO- to 12-meter/l
-~ 'lyi.Di at a b.eJ.&ht

·"11

/ t / //- - - - - - -

_Just pior to.the conveneing of the Robertson Panel(January 8th),the CIA distrlbuted some information from the press of Communist Romania which characterized flying saucer reports as the "result of the war hysteria created
by US imperialists." -Loren Gross
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"Looking out an east window at City Hall about 2:30 a.m., Asst. Jailer
( ... deleted) said the object appeared to be floating a little above the
nearby Western Union Building.
"It began to rise as he watched, 'changing colors like a diamond,' Mr.
( •.• deleted) said.
" ( ... deleted), meteorologist at the Dallas weather station, said he
watched the object through a six-power telescope.
"It looked elongated, as if it was vertical - standing on end - and it
had a definite impression of dimension.
At first it changed color
rapidly, from white to blue and then red and green.
Later it maintained white with a red spot on the undersurface:"' 24.
Moreover:
"First report on the mystery object carne to Love Field at 7:30p.m.
from a man at Paris, Texas. The paris man got into his car and
chased the object, which he believed was traveling at an altitude of
3, 500 feet, to Cooper, Texas." 25.
At Love Field a score of pilots went to the control tower to view the UFO.
The two aircraft controllers on duty submitted statements to the Air Force.
<ne controller had 10 years on the job and the other one 14.
<ne controller named Wylie V. Moore stated:
"I first saw the light at 0105 CST north of the tower.
The only
color visible at this time was red.
I didn't pay any attention to it,
thinking it might be an airplane.
Looking back again I noticed the
light had moved south-southeast to a point east-northeast of the tower.
It appeared to turn towards the toward. What led me to believe this;
was that the light seemed to get brighter.
I asked Mr.( •.. deleted),
who was on duty with me, to look at the light. At this time the
light hovered for about ten minutes.
I estimated the light to be
50 miles away at about 2500 feet.
It is hard to tell the distance,
so therefore my estimate could be wrong.
After hovering awhile the
light moved through a 25 degree arc in about twenty minutes going up
but still moving south." 26.
Air Force investigators pressed the controller for a better description of
the object. He told them:
"I carmot give the size of the object. At first sight, without
the use of binoculars, the object looked like a star. However, as soon
as I used the binoculars I noticed that the object had a definite shape.
As shown in the sketch I drew the object had many colors.
Because of
the protruding nose and swept back wings, I thought it might have been
a P-47 or possibly some kind of delta-wing plane. The outer edges of
the object were very well defined, whereas, the trailing edge with the
colors chan&ing f~om red to orange seemed to be a jet stream." 27.
January 6th. UFO activity as reported from New Zealand:
"~ier 7 p.m. Large, bright, circular object, fading to a reddish
glow Defore disappearing.
No direction given.
Brilliant orange light,
"Te Kuiti, 9:27p.m. Sighted from aircraft.
witli: reaaish tail, moving steadily west to east.
"Paporoa, 9:28p.m. Bright orange light, near horizon, moving SE-NW.
"Mlangarei, 9:29 p.m. 'Slightly smaller than full moon, with cometli'KetalT.'
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"~garei, 9:30p.m. object 'like a lighted porthole' -suddenly
em1tted-a-Durst of rocket-like flame, accelerated to higher altitude,
made a U-turn and finally disappeared over the horizon. Seen fran a
boat on the Ngunguru river.
"Auckland, 9: 30 p.m. Luminous cigar- shaped object with an orange
flame at the rear, seen from Henderson Valley district.
In view six
seconds, and also seen from Pt. Chevalier and Glendowie.
"Karori, 10:10 p.m. two discs - a blue one above a green one." 28.
More UFO activity from New Zealand:
January 8th.

~edgiel, 10:20 p.m. Triangular, brilliant reddish glow, which
f
,-men re-appeared with a rising and falling motion, and accompained by a small white light.
In sight for ten minutes • .
"Koburn, Bright disc, flying on a circular crurse at about 2, 000 feet.
tl>)eCfliad a reddish tail and emitted sparks." 29.

January 8th.
Sixty witnesses!
According to U.S. Air Force BLUE BOOK files members of the 82d Fi~hter
Interceptor Squadron stationed at Larson AFB, Washington, saw sanethmg:
"At 0715 over sixty varied military and civilian sources observed
The observations continued for 1~
one green disc-shaped object.
minutes during which time the object moved in a sruthwesternly duection while bobbing vertically and going sideways.
There was no
sound. (The object moved against the wind according to Geiger AFB
Winds Aloft)" 30.
Formation over Santa Ana.
Air Force BLUE BOOK files tell of another West Coast case:
"At 1927 PST, 9 January 1953 over the city of Santa Ana, California, on a heading of 330 degrees my co-pilot, Lt. Charles C. Loveless,
called my attention to a formation of lights approaching the aircraft
from a position of 02:30 o'clock level.
The lights approached at a
very rapid rate of closure and I immediately effected a turn to the
left.
The lights stopped ani appeared to hold the same position
Manentarily and then made a slight rise and disappeared.
The total
time of sighting was approximately 5 seconds.
I inmediately called
Los Angeles radio and informed them of time, altitude and position of
the objects.
The weather was clear in the vicinity at the time of
the sighting.
As both pilots were familier with the reflection
characteristics of the B-29 cockpit, these were checked to insure it
was not a ground reflection within the cockpit.
There was nor aircraft in the inmediate vicinity and none was reported by Air Traffic
Control and military Flight Service.
The lights seemed to appear in
a slightly bent V-formation and were blue in color.
The formation
appeared to change fran a bank to a level position then stopped ani
banked away just before disappearing." 31.
On January 9th:
Another New Zealand incident.
"Christchurch, 9:00p.m. Seen thrrugh telescope:'full disc of light.'
Yellow-orange, almost circular with slight flattening over l/3rd of its
circumference.
No tail.
In sight for 30 minutes.
Observed by a
member of the press." 32.

-------------------.
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UFOs are American?
It might have been just the idea of the newspaper editor, or it might
have, and this is an interesting thrught, been the result of a "psychologcal warfare" policy now being implemented. (See newspaper clipping)

Santa Fe Paper Says-'lantastic',Rocket,;
Missile Advance~ May Explain 'Sauters~_ . i

SAN1'A FE, N.M .. Jan. 9 (~ :Proving Ground• In suuffiorn ; '
-Th• Santa F• Now Mexican ';.;.w :Moxicu within • Ctwl
. Mid today It har learned of : months.
:fantastic •trid•s In guldod mls·
llasrd on lnturmalion tr~;m
'aile• and rockets which may otlici¥1 and unol!ldal oou•·ces,
:partially dplaln reportod light· th• New M•xican ~aid, " the
lngs ur strange objocta In th• m~;st logical cunclusion" Is that
:lkles.
the country'• culded missiles
In an arUclt bv Managing expr 1· t< hav. succeedrd "In
·Editor Richard W . Everrtt the devrlopin~
unmanned
craft !
' capital dally MWspaper rtported capable of
maneuverability,
1
<It has learned of "unbelievable"! ronge, and speeds heretoforei
•advancemonts In guidod missiles undr~•med or except lu _comic ,
and high apeed, high tltilude 1 •trip$."
rockets In experlmonts center· . I'r 1\0'I'l.:D SUCK maneuvorlng In New Mexico.
; ablilty "oft•n hao playtd 11!
· THE Ni:WSPAl'EH. said .that I part In reported alghtlngs or:
ar. :glowing. sky borne ' things' andj
although
details
still
ahrouded In otlicial secrecy, lhe added . that rocket-powered, un- 1
wraps may be removed Irom ,manned guided missiles coutd --Evrnli- aaid .. Ills atorji' waS:
aome aspects of the program, at maneuver In trajectorlea which.1based on . extensive tnvestiga-'
_!_!.P"cl~~~mon•tration . 'I he convention~ I .winged alrcrartl tiona
and
Interviews-some'
- ~event, It aald, now t~ntatively and human crew• could not! with ulllcalr In ·washington-'
11 acJ:!«~ul.e!!_ ·tor ,"lh_!t~ ~Sapd~, stand .
_ _ ---- ~ . _. ____ jJ!..V.'!.t..!_l!.~~ _Et !~_era} ~~!'ths~

I

January lOth.
''Violent maneuvers."
Air Force BLUE BOOK files state:
"On 10 January 1953, between 1546 hours and 1600hours, PST, Colonel
( ... deleted) USAF (Ret) and Mr. (. •• deleted) of the Federal Security
Agency, San Francisco, California, observed an unidentified flying
object while 8 miles northwest of Sonana, California, fran a knoll in
in the hills northwest of the Sonana Valley.
The object was sighted
at a 45 degree angle northwest fran the location of the observers at
a very high altitude, so high that the object was compared to the flat
head of a pin held two feet fran the eye.
Speed was estimated at
four times the speed of a jet aircraft with accampanyillg sound
similar to the USAF F-86 jet at high altitude.
There was no change
in sotmd tone or volume during maneuvers.
Unusual maneuvers made
by the object were:(l)- Three 360 degree tight turns to the right,
taking 2 to 3 seconds to complete each turn ; (2) -TWo right angle 90
degree turns, first to the right, then to the left;(3) -The object
slowed down to almost a complete stop, then accelerated to high
speed agaill, making this maneuver twice.
The object then rose
vertically and disappeared from view.
Total time of observation
was estimated to be between 60 to 75 seconds.
There were no radar
contacts with this object.
No other observations of this object
are known to have been made." 33.
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Air Force BLUE BOOK scientific advisor J. Allen Hynek was deeply puzzled
by the report.
Dr. Hynek later wrote :
"Here we are certainly driven to the edge of reality!
Either these
men deliberately made this story up or it happened much as they said.
Their qualifications argue strongly against a hoax, and their technical training would indicate that when they say the object made a tight
360 degree turn, it made a tight 360 degree turn!" 34.
'
Enthusiasm ebbs at Palamar.
On January lOth Irma(the woman we referred to earlier) paid another visit
to Palamar Gardens,and on this occasion the trio of "space experts," Baker,
Hunnrath, and Williamson, showed her a hieroglyphic-like message that was
supposed to have been dropped from a ''Venusian scout ship" that swooped over
The markings were scribbled
,_Adamski's property back on December 13, 1952.
on a semi-transparent glass plate so Hunnrath, the "engineer," rigged a device to project the message on a screen.
Irma didn't say anything but she
mentally scoffed at the business doubting that the so-called space beings
who were suppose to have the resources of a super-science would resort to
something so crude. Irma also made a mental note of the lack of sociability
on the part of her hosts, the men showing much less enthusiam than before and
wandering off mediately after the slide show.
She sensed trouble. 35.
January 12th.
Trouble at Palomar Gardens.
Writing about the incident years later, George Adamski explained that a
falling out between him and his trio of admirers:Hunrath, Baker, and Williamson, was precipitated by the arrival ltmrath' s "magnetic machine" the morning
of January 12th when one of Hunrath's friends dropped it off after driving all
the way fran Wisconsin with "bosco" in the trunk of his car. Setting up the odd
machine Hunrath boasted that the device could create a ''magnetic fault"
that could disrupt the engine of any flying saucer had dared to venture near
the slopes of Mt. Palamar.
That this might injure his ''Venusian friends"
didn't seem to faze Adamski who didn't lose his temper until Hunrath happened
to remark that ordinary civilian and military aircraft would also be endangered.
To Adamski that was going too far.
limrath, Adamski loudly annoonced,
was unethical and unpatriotic! (This was all quite silly of course but Adamski
was seeking some pretext to blow his top.)
Ordered to leave Palomar Gardens mediately, Hunrath balked,but it did no
good to argue.
Adamski had made up his mind that Hunrath must go. Baker
felt it was best that he leave also, so he and Hunrath gathered up th~ir few
belongings and threw them into the latter's green Crosley Station Wagon. When
they were loaded up, Baker and Hunrath set out for Los Angeles.
Williamson
also t90k the hint and soon departed. 36.
The waman named Irma, who had been to Palamar Gardens just two days before
and who had sensed sane tension, received a phonecall from a distraught Lucy
Me Ginnis, Adamski's secretary, on the afternoon of the 12th.
Lucy excitedly tried to explain that Hunrath was going to "make planes crash" using his
"awful machine" and that Adamski wanted Irma to contact the FBI.
Hestiant,
Irma instead called a friend who urged her to do what Adamski suggested. In
a short time she did manage to contact both the FBI and the Air Force. 37.
FBI records .
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Checking FBI records we find that they confinn Inna' s phonecall, and perhaps ~ecause ~f the Bureau's earlier interest in Adamski, an agent from the
San D1e¥o off1ce responded that very afternoon.
Accompanied by an Air Force
OSI off1cer, the FBI agent drove to Palomar Gardens where Adamski was interviewed about the supposed problem of "pontential sabotage" by fimrath.
At
the cafe .Adamski met with his official visitors and described lbnrath' s "Bosco"
which was suppose to "cut magnetic lines of force" and "draw down" aircraft.
After telling the agents about the machine as well as what he knew of fimrath
and Baker, Pdamski steered the conversation to his favorite topic.
Adamski took the opportunity to relate details of his "contacts with a pilot
of a flying saucer" the previous months and made sure the FBI and OSI agents
received copies of "space writing" and prints of his "space ship" pictures before they returned to San Diego. 38.
To complete their inquiry, the two agents stopped in at the famous Palomar
Observatory farther up the mountain to speak with one of the staff who had
known .Adamski s~ce 1943. The agents learned that in spite of any impression
.Adamski may have pennitted to circulate, the "professor" had no ties with
the Observatory and the staff member suggested that Adamski was more qualified in astrology than in the science of astronany. 39.
Donald Keyhoe and the Tremonton film.
In early January Donald Keyhoe and Air Force Press Desk Chief Al Chop exchanged
remarks on the still officially secret Tremonton UFO movie with Chop stating that
the military had ruled out fraui and Keyhoe insisting that the film "proved" that
UFOs were space ships.
Chop, speaking as an Air Force spokesman, denied the
military was ready to admit what Keyhoe was claiming while pointing out that the
Navy had yet to submit the results of its studies which were not due until January
15th.
Keyhoe asked Chop what would happen after that (He didn't know about the
Robertson Panel) to which Chop replied:"It isn't decided. Some intelligence officers want to show the film to a small group of the press .•. (but)there's a lot of
opposition." 40.
Moreover ,Chop suggested that if the proposed press showing did
occur, the military would only say of the film that:" ... there isn't any conventional answer." 41.
Keyhoe gets impatient.
Mid-month found Donald Keyhoe anixously waiting for the official release of the Tremonton film, an event he thought might be headlined in
newspapers across the nation.
Impatiently Keyhoe met with editor Ken
Purdy of True magazine and the magazine's aviator writer John DuBarry to
discuss theu next move.
Both Purdy and DuBarry cautioned against rushing into print with any feature or series of articles.
Purdy felt that the Air·
Force was being so cooperative there may even be an offidal admission UFOs were
space ships!
As it turned out Keyhoe and his friends were in for a surprise.
Jarruary 13, 1953.
There was an official announcement on January 13, 1953 that stated ATIC, Dayton,
Ohio, could no longer honor visits or written inquiries to project BillE BOOK because such requests had become so numerous Air Force UFO investigators were being
hindered in their work:"The mail has became so heavy that the two or three persons
detailed to investigate UFOs arn't getting anything done." 42. Purthennore:
"Actually, UFOs are supposed to be only a small part of the investigative work done at ATIC.
"Nonetheless, the Air Force has taken time out to deny Donald E.
Keyhoe's assertion that it has secret motion pictures that prove
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flying saucers are interplanetary craft.
No films sent in to it by
outsiders are believed to have any particular significance ..• " 43.
Briefing the Air Defense CCJllnand.
Back on October 16, 1952 Capt. Edward J. Ruppelt of BLUE BOOK discussed
with'Colonel Burgess of the Air Force's Air Defense Command the possibilty of
briefing ADC units. ADC authorities felt that just such a series of briefing would be "highly advantageous" in that:"By presenting such briefings,
many insignificant, nebulous reports can be eliminated while the significant
reports will be more CClllplete and contain more useable data." 44. In the wake
of ADC's diasterous Summer experience one can see where the briefing could
well be of value.
An ADC document detailed how the briefings would be conducted:
"The proposed plan for the briefings would be first to present the
briefing to ~ AOC, if this is desired.
A tour would the11 be made
through each Air Defense Force area, briefing first the ADF ~ force
then each separate Air Division. At the Division level, selected personnel from each unit subordinate to the Division (i.e. AC&W Squadrons,
fighter interceptor squadrons, etc.) would be called in for the briefing.
If the Division is a tenant organization on the base, persons other than
ADC personnel with an official interest could be chosen by the Division
Corrmander and invited to attend.
The number of people to be briefed
would be limited only by the available space and security.
The
classification of the briefing will be Secret. The briefing in
general will consist of:
-a. A brief history of Project Blue Book.
-b. The philosophy of the project.
-c. Methods of quickly gathering data using available
facilities at an air base.
-d. How a preliminary analysis of reports can be made
in the field.
-e. Preparation of a report for forwarding to ATIC and
~USAF.

-f. How ATIC processes FLYOBRPTS." 45.
January 14th.
Pearl Harbor, Hawaii.
Air Force BLUE BOOK files state:
"At 0630 local time, 16 January 1953, while proceeding on Nimitz
Highway in the city of Honolulu,( ... deleted) Yeaman Third Class.
( ..• deleted) presently assigned to MATS, Pearl Harbor, observed a
bright, highly illuminated circular-shaped object moving at a high
rate of speed over the Peral Harbor area for ~bout_a per~od,of ~hree
mintues. Yeoman ( .•. deleted) was unable to 1dent1fy th1s fly1ng
object.'
.
.
.
.
"The object was moving was in a north-south dnect1on 1n a stra1ght
line parallel to the earth a~d th~n made a 45_degree turn ~d m~ed
out of sight in a westerly d1rect1on.
The s1ze of the obJect, 1ts
speed or its altitude could not be detemined by Yeaman ( ••. deleted)
Aside from the bright light the object had no visibly unusual or
aerodynamic featrures; there were no sounds, trails, smoke or propulsion systems noted. The object was observed with the naked eye
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from a moving automobile.
Yeaman ( ... deleted) stated that he has
had considerable experience in observing jet and conventional type
aircraft and that this object did not in any manner resemble anything he had ever seen.
Weather conditions at the time of sighting were clear, wind NNE at about 5 knots and aloft conditions were
very light with winds at aboot 6 knots per hoor." 46.
January 14th 1HE ROBERTS~ PANEL.
Before entering into a discussion of what Tanspired during the Robertson
panel meetings, something shoold be said aboot p-eparations that were made be-·
fore the scientists convened.
Selection of cases to be examined.
Dr. Hynek attributed the selection of UF(I files to be examined to BllJE BOOK,
finding fault with the selection since many truely inexplicable reports were
omitted, however BillE BOOK's "freedom of action" may have been limited since
an Air Force document dated:23 December 1952, iniicates the cases to be presented to the scientific judges were not unfamilar to the panel's sponsor:"The
CIA made a survey of same of the sightings in the ATIC file and has arranged
for a panel of several top U.S. scientists to review them." 47.
Could we
interpet this to mean that the judges were to review only those cases previoosly surveyed by the agency?
"Science or national security?'
When word of the proposed panel reached the ears of those experts at the
Battelle Memorial Institute in Columbus, Ohio, it created consternation since
the Battelle people were engaged at that time in a multi-month statistical
study of BillE BOOK UFO files carmissioned by the Air Force.
The Battelle
people believed that the nature of UFOs was already under intensive examination by their organization, so why, they wondered, woold the military launch
what seemed to be a dulicate effort? The Battelle experts also had a hard
time trying to unlerstaro how a few days review of select UFO data could possibly be any better than their own extensive scrutiny of the information on file?
Greatly puzzled, Battelle WT (•te a letter to BllJE BOOK's Capt. Ruppelt on January 9, 1953 to register their confusion over the purpose of the Robertson
groop.
Since Battelle was a civilian organization under government contract,
the letter from the institute avoided any criticism other than to state what
appeared to be obvious:that there was same doubt about the data on file therefore their statistical approach woold have to be the only valid approach. Dr.
Hynek, who was familar with what was happening, put it this way:"The Battelle
people called for an upgrading of the data before any broad policy decisions
were made, and they implied ... that the whole Robertson panel was premature
am not likely to get anyplace." 48.
Battelle's role.
Although it was not known to Battelle, its work did have a role to play.
According to Dr. Hynek:" ... it was the prior intent of the Pentagon to use the
Battelle report --whatever its results-- to support the recommendations of the
Robertson Panel." 49.
The important film evidence.
The 1952 Tremonton UFO film was so hot its submission to the Roberston panel
WJs a sure thing, thus the similar 1950 Montana UFO film taken bv a Mr. r.tlriana
gained new importance as a basis of comparison.
Another examm~tion of the
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Montana frames was conducted in November 1952, but a re-interrogation of the
photographer, Mr. Mariana, was a bit difficult to arrange since the only Air
Force officer on good terms with Mariana was a Lieutenant Peter Marquez who
wasn't available for the assignment until also the last minute. SO.
It wasn't
until January 9, 1953 that Marquez managed to deliver ·a new 500-word statement
on the incident in question. The reason for mentioning all this is the writings
of a Dr. David Saunders, a member of a later UFO .iury, the "Condon study" of 1968.
Re-checking t-farquez • s work closely, Dr. Saunders discovered distrubing errors
and he wondered if the Robertson panel had noticed the weakness of the data submit ted to it.
In Dr. SaWlder' s opinion the Montana film was misrepn~sented. 51.
Its seems very strange that the
(This writer w6uld like to add his own cooment.
other witness to the UFO filming that day at Great Falls, Mariana • s secretary
Virginia Raunig, was never interrogated to any extent.
At the very least she
might have been able to establish the exact date of the incident which was critical to the aircraft explanation theory.)
What was the purpose of the Robertson Panel? That is one of the key questions abrut the controversial ''UFO trial."
For now let us just say that the
panel's extensive conclusion contained, among other things, such language as ••the
prevention of the growth of a morbid national psychology"~ arid · "the prevention of
the developnent of a harmful distrust of duly constituted authority." 'But .most
surprisingly, in view of the effect the panel • s judgement had on official UFO
policy, was nowhere in the panel's conclusions does it state UFOs do not exist!

Exaalbu

what transpired during the Robertson panel deliberations was never
rec
t the best accrunt of the proceedings is to be frund in the "Durant
memo," a sl.DTillary of the proceedings authored by CIA official Frederick C.
furant who wrote his version of the series of meetings in the form of a internal memorandum to be forwarded to his superiors il the CIA •spffice of Scientific Intelligence. This is the only official accrunt known to exist.
The Robertson panel was officially designated:"The Scientific Advisory
Panf'l on Unidentified Flying Objects," and its origin was a National Security
Cruncil directive which levied the task of a UFO review upon the Central Intelligence Agency,requiring the agency to determine if the existence of UFOs
would create a danger to the national security of the United States.
It should noted that panel • s title states it fs just an "advisory body'' as
opposed to it being a true jury.
This is clearly stated in a CIA document
authored on December 4, 1952 which discussed the enlistment of the services of
selected scientists for the proposed panel.
It was envisioned that the top
policy-making body in the U.S. government, the National Security Cruncil,would
be requested to do sanething about the UFO problem. If required, the NSC was
expected to issue an official directive authorizing action, a move which would:
" ... depend in sane measure on the results achieved by the scientist • s studies."
As we shall see, how the panel's results were fhte~ ted was vitally important
to the future of the Air Force's treatment of
e
mystery.

0

Why the Robertson Panel?

Sane backgrrund notes:

When the Russians exploded their first atomic dev1ce in mid-1949, the
U.S. was forced to take a serious look at a defense against a nuclear
attack.
Air Force Secretary Thanas Finletter suggested a massive ''Manhattan District-type" effort to CCITle up with defense plan and is~ued an
Air Force contract to the Massachusetts Institute of Technology~hortly
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after the begirming of the Korean war in the Sumner of 1950. The M. I. T.
study was given the ~e project LINCOLN and of the four leaders of the
project, two are of special interest to the UFO historian:Lloyd V.Berkner
and Jerrold Zacharias(Ir. James R. Killian Jr., President of M.I.T. and
Dr. Albert G. Hill were the other two).
Sane of the more important consultants included: Dr. Charles Lauritson, Dr. Robert Oppenheimer, and
Dr. Vannevar Bush, men who are also of interest to the UFO historian.
Four questions confronted project LINCOLN:
1.) What was the capability of the Soviet strategic Air Force?

2.) What was the time factor involved before America was faced
with total peril?

3.) Was the existing, or even presently projected, system of air

defense adequate?
4.) If not, is it possible to fashion an effective air defense? 52.
It took many months to gather and analyze the mountains of data, meanW1ile
Major General Charles Cabell, Chief, Au IntelliRence Requirements Division,
Directorate of Air Force Inteiligence, turned out to be a very strong air
defense booster.
It was he who sent Dr. Joseph Kaplan to New Hexico in
early 1949 to investigate the "green fireballs" and it was he who issued
a special UFO reporting directive in February, 1949, when Wright Field began
to falter in its UFO investigation.
In the Fall of 1951 when General
Cabell held a meeting to discuss the the Fort Monmouth UFO case with a Mr.
Robert Johnson and a Mr. Brewster of Republic Ai~ traft, two civilians who
E.J. Ruppelt describes as persons "authorized to ask questions," the General
hecame enraged when told of the condition of project GRUDGE with its lack of
vigor and negative evaluations. This outburst may have been for the benefit
of the two civilians which Ruppelt only says:" ••• represented a RTOUP of top
U.S. industrialists and scientists (project LINCOlN included industnalists)."
53.
In December 1951 General Cabell moved over to take the number two job in
the Central Intelligence Agency and took with him a deep concern over the
UFO problem.

All this time the U.S. Air Force's offensive power, represented by Curtis
Le May's Strategic Air Carmand, was amassing some impressive achievements.
The giant six-engine B-36 bomber had entered service and America at last had

Rased in the U.S., the B-36s were safe
a true intercontinental aircraft.
from Russian sneak attack, however General LeMay was not happy.
The B-36
was prop driven and believed to be too slow to make successful penetrations
of Russian airspace against new generations of Stalin's jet interceptors on
the drawing boards. A six jet bomber, the B-47, was quickly built and
showed such promise a longer-ranged eight jet aircraft, the B-52, was planned as the B-36's successor (Work also went forward on the on the nuclearpowered plane which turned out to be a costly failure).
This building program required a gruesome amount of funding that wasn't easy to justify in
a peacetime budget and the Air Force constantly clashed with Congress. On
the other hand, the Air Defense Carmand received little support and as a result protection of the U.S. was limited to SAC bases and certain sensitive
areas, yet this state of affairs did not perturb Air Force Generals like Le
May because the Air Force hierarchy had a profound belief in the concept
that "a good defense is a good offense." Except for protecting SAC bases,
not much else need to be done. 54.
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"SUI11ller Study Group."
In the Spring of 1952 final evaluations of project LINCOLN loomed so
an expanded working bo:ly was selected that became known as the "SUI11ller
Study Group." It consisted of many of the nation's top-rated physicists,
mathematicians, and engineers.
Late in the Sunmer of 52 the conclusions
of project LINCOlN were delivered in fulfillment of t-1. I. T. 's Air Force
contract. When represenatives of LINCOLN briefed the highest Air Force
officials, the recommendations were met with incredulity and alarm.
The
M.I.T. team asserted that an effective air defense was possible and also
should be implemented without delay. To understanathe shock of the Air
Force higher-ups, we should mention a few of the recCJIIIIendations. Among
other things, the LINCCN people proposed early warning radar fences across
Canada and the northern fringes of the hemisphere. Fighter interceptor
bases, fighter planes, personnel, and anti-aircaft missiles should be greatly
increased in number and arranged in echelon to protect industriP.l areas and
population centers.
Furthermore, Army anti-aircraft guns and Navy radar
picket ships had to be coordinated with Air Force installations. This
called for a "Military Theater of the United States." Intelligence reports
studied by project LINCOLN showed that the Russian banber TU-4,a copy of the
American B-2~, could be air-refuelled or even flown on one-way missions to
reach the American heartland and there were over 700 in the Soviet Strategic
Air fleet.
Just as alarming was the steady increase in the Russian nuclear
stockpile.
It was estimated that in two years sane 350 atom bombs would be
available and that figure, according to the special study project EAST RIVER,
would be suffici~nt to devastate the United States.
But thereally bad news to the U.S. Air Force was the estimated expenditure
to put in place the vast defensive system: sane 16 to 20 billion dollars, a
staggering sum for the American treasury in the 1950s, moreover,additional
civilian defense measures like banb shelters, could put the bill as high as
27 billion!
This threaten to strike at the very heart of the Air Force's offensive
philosophy . because Le May was pushing hard to get 10 billion drllars for
at least 14 groups of the new B-52 bombers. There seemed to be no way the
It alst' enormously
country could afford both the B-S2s and the super-AOC.
pained the Air Staff offensive theorists to find so many experts proposing
the idea that a defensive strategy was vaild because that not only hurt
their professional pr1de, 1t also cOUTd only hurt General LeMay's in his
fiscal battles with Congress over the cost of new air.craft. 55.
Dr. Gamow and a "secret UFO study."
Pondering the foregoing information, some hitherto "loose ends" of the
UFO story make more sense.
For example, in the Fall of 1966 just after the University of Colorado
was selected to investigate the UFO problem, the head of the project, Dr.
E.U. Condon, was invited to address the school's physics department. A
member of the University's faculty was Dr. George Gamow, famous theoretical
physicist and former member of the Air Force's Scientific Advisory Board.
When the meeting began Dr. Gamow took a seat directly in front of Dr. Condon
and assumed a stern demeanor. During a quest ion and answer perio:l, the
case of the Trindade Island UFO photographs came up and Dr . Gamow became
agitated. He wanted to know why he was never informed about the photos and
became so upset he pounded the writing arm of his chair with his fist! ~ot
ing the bewilderment of his colleagues, Dr. Gamow volunteered an explanation
for his behavior. He said that he had been a member of a secret UFO group
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Dr. Gamow' s public remarks
during the Sl.DIIRer of 1952
give no indication he was
engaged in a secret study
of the p!lenanena.

Pretenlo ·Jolie'":"'~- ·. -:-1
Dr. Gamow. an expert on uttophyslc.. amonc · .other ·· thlnrs.'
•·ould prefer .to Joke about thel
aaucer5 rather than be taken with 1
fear over their probable conae- '
quences.
· "Nobody has yrt mentioned'
.birds so I'd like to make that my
theory on the saucers," he as. aerted.
· It .-as about a )'ear and a half
aco that the physicist. his wife
· and )"OUnll son were drlvlnc thruj
:the Everclades • ·hen a atranze
. apparition appe"r•d In the sky.
An Intensely ll"hite object about 1
. the size o! a full moon, it ahone 1
brich Uy In the clear blue alter·
::noon sky.
· • "I put on the brakts but be!or~
the car stopped the obJect mys1.
teriously laded out and dlsap·l
peued." Dr. Gamow recalled.
"But tour minutes later m)· boy
tRoy. ll"ho Is 17• &!>Oiled It again
. on the riaht o! the cu. It loolwl j
a little larger. as a Navy blimp.
: but there ••as rertainly no cabin :
. ~r any other attachments to lt." ,
~Tbis Is U"
I
Dr. Gamow said there "ll·as no
doubt In my mind that 'this Is It,
a fly'n,- uuc~r." aJtht) Plllj a ""~Ys'·
clst. I have never before believed
ln their existence :•
The stranre spectacle chanced ·
tts direction and now Dr. Oamow
saw 11·hat It wa......everal dozen
' or the common black and 'll'hlte
birds • ·hlch !!y In dro\·ea around
the EHrglades.
• ·
"It -...as lurky !01· me the birds
made UP their minds to cross lhe
highway "" close to our car." thej
professor nplained. "Otherwise I
~.-ould be persuaded until u,;s day that ,..• have really -n Oylns 1
saucers.••
Can't Be E•plalned
Dr. Garno"·· form.r member or
the Air Force scientific advisory
board. said he Is convlnctd the
saucers "can't be tXlllained by any
basts o! astronoml·."
. Jokingly. the phnlclst pnlnted
out he 'II'OUld likt to brl!He the
objects are really part o! a Mar·
.
tian tnvL\ion.
•·I( that •·rre the case. then I"d1
have somethinr new to aet ex]
cited about."
That. then. Is th• eomment o!
a man 'll"ho almpl!llen Einstein's
th•ory o! relativit)·, •rho Is considered an authority on celestial
phenomena. and ,..ho II a leadlnc
expert on atoms.
.
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GWU PHYSICIST:
THINKS SA~CERS
HAVE FEATHERS
A~l,RSJ.

:

,Gamow Hints Birds Are·
Behind It.All .
·, one of tM world's lead inC physicists last nlcht rave the nmes·
: He1·ald an entirely new theory on
-a·hat's behind the here-again gone·
·a c a In "tlylnr.
4
·; .,
aaucrrs."
,.1
In the opln-

I

j

·

1

~!:,rr: oa~~~

of Georc~
w a s h In cton
unlve1-sity, the
mysterious flY·
lng ob~c ts are
not Russian In·
ven tlons, vis!·
tors !rom the
outer space or
experlm e n t a I
military planes.
What theY
might be, he be•Jieve.s, are merely birds.
"I've had a saucer experience
myself and !ortunatel)' I atayed
around long enoulih to lnvest.l1&\e," Dr. Gamow dt.closed. "They
turned out to be a !lock o! birds
tlylnr across the Florida ever

•

·
"

lI :

ll&dea,~

1.

I

.
I

I
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in 1952 along with General Olrtis J.H.fay, head of the Strategic Ah Ccmnand.
This UFO carmittee was to evaluate the problem and as a member Gamow knew
he had a "need-to-know" in regards to UFO information but apparently had not
been told of the Trindade photos.
After an awkward silence, someone spoke
up and informed Dr. Gamow the Brazilian case occurred long after 1952. 56.
We now know why General LeMay would be interested in UFOs although we
are still in the dark about that "secret UFO committee."
Returning to the project LINCOLN report we find that the first result
was certainly unusual:
"The Air Force then took the extraordinary step of requesting project LINCOLN not to report in writing; and the Air Force authorities
thereafter pompously maintained that they had never received any
final report from this project they themselves had sponsored." 57.
The scientists of project LINCOLN were not to be ignored, they were so
worried about the safety of the nation they took their report directly to
the President and the National Security Council, a move the Air S; aff liked
to call:"The Big End Run." Yet even then the project findings c .Jsed debate so severe it rocked the T:n.unan administration.
Among those who were
anti-LINCOW were Budget Director Joseph Dodge and Treasury Secre1ary George
1-h.Dnphrey.
As mentioned, the LINCOLN report was filed in the late Sulllner of 1952
and some very interesting things took place at that time.
Operation SKYWATCH, the all-out Ground Observer Corps exercise was
held beginning mid-July,and if we can believe Ruppelt,the Air Defense Command
system all but collapsed during the exercise because of a wave of "flying
saucer" reports. 58 .This could hardly be of minor interest to LINCOLN members.
According to newspaper accounts the SKYWATCH effort was to provide complete
protection of the country by covering gaps in air surveillance by the widely
separated military sites.
What gave the exercise great E!!Portance was
the fact that Russian reconnaiSSance-penetrations or-true art1c reg1ons-began
m~nl Im, arid over the monthS that follm·:ed tllerewer:e-lnterm'iftentSignt"?i"~DrcoiitraTIS~ ~ uiiOotibtly ~ §' h1g,!i-.!.!):mg Corrmunist
a1rcra t. -rhese systemat1c Russ1an recon miss1ons were only aetected by
fortunate visual observations indicating that scores of other aerial penetrations were occurring tmobserved. 59.
How much did the LINCOIJ\ people know about UFOs? Ruppelt say' he gave
a day-long talk to what he called the:"Beacon Hill Group." BeacOJ . Hill is
a district of Boston, Massachusetts, that is synonvmous "With wealth and
power and certainly describ~s LINCOLN members. (Boston is also tre
location of M.I.T.)
Ruppelt wrote the group was a:" ... collect - on of
sane of the world's leading scientists and industrialists.
This group,
formed to consider and analyze the toughest of military problems, took
a very serious interest in our project and gave much good advice." 60.
Horeover, a CIA docwnent discusses the UFO problem and statro that the: ...
fundamental aspect of the problem ... is to determine definitelythe nature of
the various phenomena which are causing these sightings." 61.
The plan of
action proposed included LINCOlN:
"Dr. Julius A. StT3tton, Vice President of the ?>lassachusetts lnsti tute of Technology, has indicated to OSI that such a group could
be> consituted at that institute>. Similarly, project LINCOlN, the
.i\i r Force air defense project at J'.IJT, could b€' charged with these
responsihilitics." 62.
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The most revealing CIA memo of all in regards to LINCOLN was one dated
December 3, 1952 authored by the CIA's Scientific Intelligence director, H.
Marshall Chadwell, in which ~~rshall details a talk with Dr. Stratton of
MIT during which he discussed UFO cases like the Limestone AFB case, and
the Tremonton film.
Dr. Stratton expressed his strong interest in the UFO
subject and reconrnended that project LINCOLN study the mystery.
Chadwell
also wrote about discussing recent UFO cases and their implications with
two other leaders of LINCOLN, Lloyd Berkner and Dr. Jerrold Zacharias. This
indicates that Berkner knew sanething about UFOs before the Robertson panel
met in January 1953. Zacharias made what seems a very odd suggestion. He
suggested that Chadwell consult a Shirley Quimby of Columbia because Quimby
was c:m expert on magic and general chicanery. This no doubt refers to debunhng As the l{obertson Panel would later reconrnend, debunking UFOs
should be done by: "The use of true cases shqwing first the 'mystery' and
then the 'explanation' would be forceful."
In the same memo Dr. Stratton made a reference to the "Summer Study
Report" that resulted in a "delicate relationship with the Air Force."
Dr. Stratton felt that only the full backing of a group like the lAC could
overcane any resistence and that the Air Force's compliance was necessary
since it controlled the availability of UFO reports. 63.
Ruppelt's personal papers.
Revelations about LINCOLN also finally explains a lot about the personal
papers of E.J. Ruppelt which, after his death, were kept in a cardboard box
in a Long Beach garage until they were discovered by some UFO researchers in
1973. Although the details have been kept secret by the UFO researchers
that disccvered the material, the information so far released bear a relationship to LI~OLN.
The papers tell how the UFO investigation was Geally
conducted, of the "dynamics" and "politics" of the UFO story, and of eneral
Cabell's explosive Fort t.fonmouth UFO meeting.
There is even a reference to
an official super-secret UFO investigation headed by a top scientist. 64.
Panel member luis Alvarez "unmasked."
Aside fran Dr. Robertson, probably the most important member of the January
1953 UFO review panel was Dr. luis Alvarez.
'i'!hile every account of the
·
Robertson panel lists many of the brilliant professor's scientific qualifications, none has paid attention to the fact of his association with MIT, the
home of Llt\COIJ.l, where he was the prize "wild idea man" of the schoo 1' s
Radiation Laboratory.
~lore importantly, f)r. Alvarez qualifications as a
as a consultant to LINCOLN and his association with the Air Force are remarkably impressive and have escaped notice.
Dr. Al\ arez was responsible for the "Lone Eagle" radar bmbing system,
perhaps 01 ~ of the biggest secrets of World 1'1ar II.
.
During the Second World War the U.S. Army Air Force wanted desperately to
prove its• lf and become a separate, major, service branch.
In the Pacific
theater· • ?ward the end of the conflict Army General Douglas MacArthur was
given control of all land forces and Pdmiral Chester NiPitz control of all
sea forces.
In comparison, the ridiculously small B-29 force making air
raids on Japan was controlled by Air Force General H.ll. Arnold in Washington
It took a lot
D.C. thousands of miles away fran the area of operations.
convincing to establish this arrangement and in practice very difficult to
justify.
Air Force banh attacks were not very effective except for low-level
fire banbings
which were 'fiOSsible only because of special target conditions
and because of limited enemy fighter opposition.
The crude radar bcrnbing
device in use at the time was of little help at night or during the per~t- ·
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ual bad weather over Japanese targets.
The Air Force Generals weren't satisfied.
They wanted to able to take rut targets at any time with almost surgical percision.
The Generals honestly felt selective raids:ton key targets
could win wars.
To the rescue came Alvarez of MIT with his Lone Eagle that
was 10 times more efficient than the previous radar equipment.
Was Dr. Alvarez a member of project LINCOLN? Did he know a lot about
the UFO mystery long before the Robertson panel? Did his relationship with
the strategic bombing Generals affect his panel deliberations?
In sunmation, we can see that the Robertson Panel need not have addressed
the reality of "flying saucers," means for that were already in place and no
doubt under study somewhere in the LINCOLN organization.
Instead, it was the
dire need to prevent the collapse of the nation's air defense that mattered
to the CIA sponsored panel.
Behind the ''UFO review' was project LINCOLN
which was putting tremendous pressure on everyone concerned because i~ w~s
convinced the Russian threat was all too real and coold be launched w1th1n
24 months.
In £act, according to the book The ~ionag~'Establishrnent p.
260: "U.S. policy was based on the asstunptioi1tliat 't'fi"eSoviet Uruon hlid set
a specific date for an all-out surprise attack on the United States." 65.
A question of dates.
Besides the "Durant memo," an acccmtt of the Robertson panel can be found in
Capt. E.J. Ruppelt' s book:The ~ort on Unidentified E.!Y.ing Objects.
Dr. David
Saunders carefully persued~ppeltTS vers1on since the BIDE ~~ief had taken
part in the series of meetings.
Dr. Satmders was puzzled because Ruppelt wrote
that the panel met Monday thru Friday, January 12th to January 16th, and then
took two additional days, Saturday and Sunday, January 17th and January 18th, to
ponder the data and work on the language of their findings. This is a logical
work week yet the Durant account states the panel first met on Wednesday, January 14th, and had its final meeting on Saturday, January 17th!
Was the difference a deliberate shifting of dates by either Ruppelt or Durant to hide something? Dr. Saunders notes that the dates given on the cover page of the Durant
document:"January 14-18, 1953," does not agree with either Ruppelt or Durant! 66.

A reproduction of the Durant memo is given on the following pages.
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16 February 1953
MEMORANDUM FOR:

Assistant Directory for Scientific Intelligence

FROM

F. C. Durant

SUBJECT

Report of Meetings of the Office of Scientific
Intelligence Scientific Advisory Panel on
Unidentified Flying Objects, January 14 - 18, 1953

PURPOSE
The purpose of this memorandum is to present:
a.

A brief history of the meetings of the 0/SI Advisory Panel
· on Unidentified Flying Objects (Part I),

b.

An unofficial supplement to the official Panel

Report~

AO/SI setting forth comments and suggestions of the Panel
Members which they believed were inappropriate for inclusion
in the formal report (Part II).
PART I: .HISTORY OF

~~TINGS

GENERAL

After- consideration of the subject of ~unidentified flying
objects" at the.4 December meeting of the Intelligence Advisory
Committee, the ·following action was agreed: ·
"The Director of Central Intelligence will:
a. ·Enlist the services of selected scientists to
review and appraise the available evidence in the
light of

pertin~nt

scientific theories •••• "

Following the delegation of this action to the Assistant
Director for Scientific Intelligence and preliminary investigation,

-1-

22

..

an Advisory Panel of selected scientists was assembled:·.

.

..

Cas.

cooperation with the Air Technical Intelligence Center,

histories of reported sightings and related material were
made available for their study and consideration.
Present at the initial meeting (0930 Wednesday, 14 January)
were:

Dr. H.P. Robertson, Dr. Luis

w.

Alvarez, Dr. Thornton

Page, Dr. Samuel A. Goudamit, Mr. Philip G. Strong, Lt. Col.
Frederick C.E. Oder (P&E Division), Mr. David B. Stevenson
(W&E Division), and the writer.

Panel Member, Dr. Lloyd

ner, was absent until Friday afternoon.
son

v.

Berk-

Messrs. Oder and Steven-

were present throughout the sessions to familiarize themselves

·,.;itil t.h.. ::.·.Wja.::t., :;:e.:?=es=t t.'le sul:stan1:;_v.. i.nterest of their Divisions,

and assist in administrative support of the meetings.

(A list of

personnel concerned with the meetings is given in Tab A).
WEDNESDAY MORNING
The AD/SI

opened the meeting, reviewing CIA interest in the

subject and action taken.
the 0/SI

This review ;!.ncluded the mention of

Study Group of August 1952 (Strong, Eng, and Durant)

culminating in the brietinq of the E£!_,
briefing, 4 December
Robertson and Durant)

~

the ATIC

~ovember

consideration, visit to ATIC (Chadwell

and 0/SI concern over potential dangers to

national security indirectly related to these sightings.
Strong

enumerated these potential dangers.

duction, Dr. Chadwell

21

Mr.

Following this intro-

turned the meeting over to Dr. Robertson
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as Chairman of the Panel.

Dr. Robertson enumerated the evidence

available and requested consideration of specific reports and
letters to be taken by certain individuals present (Tab B).

For

example, case histories involving radar or radar and visual
sightings were selected for Dr. Alvares

while reports of Green

Fireball phenomena, nocturnal lights, and suggested programs of
investigations were routed to Dr. Page.

Following these remarks,

the motion pictures of the sightings at Tremonton, Utah (2 July 1952)
and Great Falls, Montana (15 August 195-) were shown.

The meeting

adjourned at 1200.
WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON

The second meeting of the Panel opened at 1400.
Neasham, USN,

and Mr. Harry Woo

Lt. R.S.

of the USN Photo Interpretation

Laboratory, Anacostia, presented the results of their analyses of
the films mentioned above.

This analysis evolved considerable

discussion as elaborated upon below.

Besides Panel members and

CIA personnel, capt. E.J. Ruppelt, Or. J. Allen Hynek, Mr. Dewey
J. Fournet, Capt. Harry B. Smith (2-e-2), and Or. Stephen Possony
were present.
Follc~ing

the Photo Interpretation Lab presentation, Mr. E.

J. Ruppelt spoke for about 40 minutes on ATIC methods of handling
and evalua :ing reports of sighting and their efforts to improve
the quality of reports.

The meeting was adjourned at 1715.

-3-
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THURSDAY MORNING
The third and fourth meetings of the Panel were held Thursday,
15 January, commencing at 0900 with a two-hour break for luncheon.
Besides Panel members and CIA personnel, Mr. Ruppel t and Dr. Hynek
were present for both sessions.

In the morning , Mr. Tuppelt con-

tinued his briefing on ATIC collection and analysis procedures.
The Project STORK support at Battelle Memorial Institute, Columbus,
was described by Dr. Hynek.

A number of case histories were dis-

cussed in detail and a motion picture film of seagulls was shown.
A two hour break for lunch was taken at 1200.
THURSDAY AFTERNOON
At 1400 hours Lt. Col. Oder

gave a 40 minute briefing of

Project TWINKLE, the investigatory project conducted by tre Air
Force Meteorological Research Center at Cambridge, Mass.
briefing he pointed out the many problems of setting up

tn this
aJ

d manning

24-hour instrumentation watches of patrol cameras searching for
sightings

ot

o.F:o: •s~

At.l615 Brig.
AD/SI.

~n.

General Garland

William M. Garland

joined the meeting with

expressed his support of the Panel's

efforts and stated three personal opinions:
a.

That greater use of Air Force intelligence officers in
the field (for follow-up investigation) appeared ·lesirable,
but that they required thorough briefing.

-4-
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b.

That vigorous effort should be made to declassify as many
of the reports as possible.

c.

That some increase in the ATIC section devoted to U.F.O.
analysis was indicated.

This meeting was adjourned at 1700.
FRIDAY

MORNING

The fifty session of the Panel convened at 0900 with the same
personnel present as enumerated for Thursday (with the exception
of Brig. Gen. Garland).
From 0900 -100 there was general discussion and study of
reference material.

Also, Dr. Hynek

certain observations and conclusions.

read a prepared paper making
At 1000 Mr. Fournet

gave a

briefing on his-fifteen DOnths experience in Washington as Project
Officer for U.F.O.'s and his personal conclusions.
co~siderable

discussion of individual case histories of sightings

to which he referred.
number

o~

There was

Following Mr. Fournet's

presentation, a

additional case hiSl:Ories were examined and discussed

with Messrs. Fournet, Ruppelt, and

R)~ek.

The meeting adjourned

at 1200 for luncheon.
FRIDAY

AFTERNOON

This session opened at 1400.
personnel, Dr. Hynek

was present.

Besides Panel members and CIA
Dr. Lloyd

v. Berkner, as Panel

Member, was present at this meeting for the first time.

Progress

of the meetings was reviewed by the Panel Chairman and tentative

-s-
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CO+ffiNT:

The reference to the Fournet briefins! is blatently misleading.
Instead of
his "personal conclusions" Frurnet submitted for consideration a grrup study of
reported UFO manewers undertaken during the Surrrner of 1952.
The study concluded that UFOs were "intelligently controlled." Ruppelt admits this, and
even goes on to say that the study was "real hot" because it was widely read in
the Intelligence canrmmity am that officers at the ccmnand leve focmd the
study convincing, however the study was so sensational in its cohclusion those
at the highest level refused to indorse it. 67.
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conclusions reached.

A general discussion followed and tentative

. recommendations considered.

It was agreed that the Chairman should

draft a report of the Panel to
Panel the next morning.

~

that evening for review by the

The meeting adjourned at 1715.

SATURDAY MORNING
At 0945 the Chairman opened the seventh session and submitted
a rough draft of the Panel Report to the members.

This draft had

been reviewed and approved earlier by Dr. Berkner.

The next two

and one-half hours were consumed in discussion and revision of the
draft.

At 1100 the

AD/SI

joined the meeting and reported that he

had shown and discussed a copy of the initial rough draft to
the Director of Intelligence, USAF, whose reaction was favorable.

At

1200 the meeting was adjourned.

SATURDAY

AFTERNOON

At 1400 the eighth and final meeting of the Panel was opened.
Discussions and rewording of certain sentences of the Report occupied
the first hour.
This was

fol~owed

(A copy of the final report is appended as Tab C.)
by a review of work accomplished by the Panel,

and restatement of individual Panel Member's opinions and suggestions

on details that were felt inapEropriate for inclusion in the formal
report.

It was agreed that the writer would incorporate these

c:cmnents L1 an internal report to the AD/SI.
represents this information.
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PART VI:

COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS OF PANEL

GENERAL

The Panel Members were impressed (as have been others, including 0/SI personnel) in the lack of sound data in the great majority
of case histories; also, in the lack of speedy follow-up due primarily
to the modest size and limited facilities of the ATIC section concerned.

Among the case histories of significant · sightings discussed in detail
were the following:
Bellefontain, Ohio (1 August 1952); Tremonton, Utah (2 July 1952)J
Great Falls, Hontant (15 August 1950)J Yaak, Hontant (1 September
1952); Washington,

o.c.

area (19 July 1952); and Haneda A.F.B.,

Presque Isle, Maine (10 October 1952).
After review and discussion of these cases (and about 15 others,
in less detail), the Panel concluded that reasonable explanations
could be suggested for most sightings and •by deduction and scientific method it could be induced (given additional data) th< : other
cases might be explained in a similar manner. •

The Panel pc .nted
l.

out that because ·of the brevity of some sightings (e.g. 2-3

ERROR

~econds)

and the inability of the witnesses to express themselves clearly
(semantics)
(sometimes) that conclusive explanations could not be expected for
every case reported.

Furthermore, it was considered that, normally,

it would be a great waste of effort to try to solve most of the
sightings, unless such action would benefit a training and educational
program (see below) •

The writings of Charles Fort were

-7-

refe,~enced

27-A
C<J.MENT:

The UFO cases the Robertson panel should have examined in depth,
according to UFO expert Dr. James Me uonaiO, "lt"Were these:
1. United Airlines, 1947.
2. Chiles-Whitted, 1948.
3. C.B. Moore, 1949.
4. Tombaugh. 1949.
5. Farmington, 1950.
6. Chicago & Southern Airlines, 1950.
7. 'IWA Airlines, 1950.
8. Mid-Continental Airlines, 1951.
9. Seymour Hess, 1950.
10. Nash-Fortenbery, 1952.

For additional information see footnote II 68.

Since time was vatuable and only seven UFO cases were selected for detailed
discussion, Whv in the world were the-Belefontain and Presque Isle cases picked?
These two cases were ~lained cases!
The clue to the puzzle is the word "significant" Which was usea to name the seven cases.
"Significant" did not mean
"tmknown." Ruppelt, in his book The ~ort on lllidentified &ing Obiects, p.
230, helps us understand When he says or tne renefontam case tfiaf1i:rr:-.. was
of special interest beca~se it was an excellent exanple of how a UFO re:JC·r t can
at first appear to be absolutel)' unsoluble then fall apart tmder throrough
investigation."

*Dr. ~kDonald was also unhappy with the case selection of the 1969 Condon
UFO study which looked at 90 incidents on file, many of which, in his opinion, were trivial examples of the UFO phenomenon.
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to show that "strange things in the sky" had been recorded for hundreds
of years.

It appeared obvious that there was no single explanation

for a majority of the things seen.

The presence of radar and astro-

nomical specialists on the Panel proved of value at once in their
confident recognition of phenomena related to their fields.

It was

apparent that specialists in such additional fields as psychology,
meteorology, aerodynamics, ornithology and military air

opera~ions

would extend the ability of the Panel to recognize many more categories of little-known phenomena.
ON LACK OF DANGER

The Panel concluded unanimously that there was no evidence of
a direct threat to national security in the objects sighted.
Instances of "Foo Fighters• were cited.

These were unexplained

phenomena sighted by aircraft pilots during World War II in both
European and Far East theaters of operation wherein "balls of light"
would fly near or with the aircraft and maneuver rapidly.

They were

believed to be electrostatic (similar to St. Elmo's fire) or electromagnetic phenomena or possibly light reflections from ice crystals
in the air, but their exact cause or nature was never defined.
Robertson and Alvares

Both

had been concerned in the investigation of

these phenomena, but David T. Griggs (Professor of Geophysics at
the Dniversity of california at Los Angeles) is believed to have
been the most knowledgeable person on this subject.

If the term

•flying saucers• had been popular in 1943-1945, these objects

-a-
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have been so labeled.

It was interesting that in at least two

cases reviewed that the object sighted was categorized by Robertson
and Alvarez

as probably "Foo Fighters" to date unexplained but not

dangerous; they were not happy thus to dismiss the sightings by
calling them names.

It was their feeling that these phenomena are

not beyond the domain of present knowledge of physical science, however.
AIR FORCE REPORTING SYSTEM
It was the Panel's opinion that some of the Air Force concern
over U.F.O.'s (notwithstanding Air Defense Command anxiety over fast
radar tracks) was probably caused by public pressure.

The result

today is that the Air Force has instituted a fine channel for
receiving reports of nearly anything anyone sees in the sky and
fails to understand.

This has been particularly encouraged in popu-

lar articles on this and other subjects, such as space travel and
science fiction.

The result is the mass receipt of low-grade reports

which tend to overload channels of communication with material quite
irrelevant. to hostile'objects that might some day appear.

The Panel

agreed generally that this mass of poor-quality reports containing
little, if"any, scientific data was of no value.

Quite the opposite,

it was possibly dangerous in having a military service foster public
concern in "nocturnal meandering lights."

The implication being,

since the interested agency was military, that these objects were
or might be potential direct threats to national security.

Accord-

ingly, the need for deemphasization made itself apparent.

Comments

on a possible educational program are enumerated below.

-9-
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It was the opinion of Or. Robertson that the "saucer" problem
had been found to be different in nature from the detection

ar~

investigation of German V-1 and v-2 guided missiles prior to their
operational-use in World War II.

In this 1943-1944 intelligence

operation (CROSSBOW), there was excellent intelligence and by June
1944 there was material evidence of the existence of "hardware"
obtained from crashed

vehicles in Sweden.

This evidence gave the

investigating team a basis upon which to operate.

The absence of any

"hardware" resulting from unexplained U.F.O. sightings lends a "willof-the-wisp) nature to the ATIC problem.

The results of their investi-

gation, to date, strongly indicate that no evidence of hostile act
or danger exists.

Furthermore, the current reporting system would

have little value in the case of detection of enemy attack by conventional
aircraft or guided missiles: under such conditions "hardware• would
be available almost at once.

ARTIFACTS OF EXTRATERRESTRIAL ORIGIN
It was interesting to note that none of the members of the
Panel were loath to accept that this earth might be visited b ), extraterrestrial intelligent beings of some sort, some day.

What · 3ey did

not find was any evidence that related the objects sighted to space
travelers.

Mr.

Fournet,

in his presentation, showed how he had elim-

inated each of the known and probable causes of sightings leaving him
•extra-terrestrial" as the only one remaining in many cases.

Fournet's

background as an aeronautical engineer and technical intelligence
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officer (Project Officer, BLUEBOOK for 15 months) could not be
slighted.

However, the Panel could not accept any of the cases

sighted by him because they were raw, unevaluated reports.
Terrestrial explanations of the sightings were suggested in some
cases and in others the time of sighting was so short as to cause
suspicion of visual impressions.

It was noted by or. Goudamit and

others that extraterrestrial artifacts, if they did exist, are no
cause for alarm; rather, they are in the realm of natural phenomena
subject to scientific study, just as cosmic rays were at the time
of their discovery 20 to 30 years ago.

This was an attitude in

which Dr. Robertson did not concur, as he felt that such artifacts
would be of immediate and great concern not only to the
to all countries.

u.s.

but

(Nothing like a common threat to unite peoples!)

Dr. Page noted that present astronomical knowledge of the solar
system makes the existence of intelligent beings (as we know the
term) elsewhere than on the earth extremely unlikely, and the
concentration of their attention by any controllable means confined
to any one continent of · the earth quite preposterous.
TREMONTON, C'TAH, SIGHTING
This case was considered significant because of the excellent
documentary evidence in the form of Kodachrome motion picture films
(about 1600 frames).

The Panel studied these films, the case history,

ATIC's interpretation~· and received a briefing by representatives of
the USN Photo Interpretation Laboratory on their analysis of the
film.

This term had expended (at Air Force request) approximately
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1000 man-hours of professional and sub-professional time in the
preparation of graph plots of individual

fr~s

of the film, show-

lng apparent and relative motion of objects and variation in their
light intensity.

It was the opinion of the P.I.L. representatives

that the objects sighted were not birds, balloons or aircraft, were
"not reflections because there was no blLAking while passing through
60° of arc" and were, therefore, "self-lUI:Iinous".

Plots of motion

and variation in light intensity of the objects were displayed.
While the Panel Members were impressed by the evident enthusiasm,
industry and extent of effort of the P.I.L. team, they could not
accept the conclusions reached. · Some of the reasons for this wPre
as follows:
a.

A semi-spherical object can readily produce a reflection·
of sunlight without "blinking" through 60°

b.

of arc travel.

Although no data was available on the "albedo" of birds or
polyethylene balloons ·in bright sunlight, the apparent
motions, sizes and brightnesses of the objects were
considered strongly to suggest birds, particularly aftec
the Panel· viewed a short film showing high reflectivity
of seagulls in bright sunlight . ·

c.

(error)

P.I.L. description of the objects sighted as "circular,
bluish-white" 'in color would be expected in cases of
specular
spectacular reflections of sunlight from convex surfaces
where the brilliance of the reflection would obscure other
portions of the object.

-12-
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d.

Objects in the Great Falls case were believed to have
probably been aircraft, and the bright lights such reflections.

e.

There was no valid reason for the attempt to relate the objects
in the Tremonton sighting to those in the Great Falls sighting.

This may have been due to misunderstanding in their

directive.

The objects in the Great Falls sighting are

strongly suspected of being reflections of aircraft known to
have been in the area.
f.

The intensity change in the Tremonton lights was too great
for acceptance of the P.I.L. hypothesis that the apparent
motion and changing intensity of the lights indicated extremely
high speed in small orbital paths.

g.

Apparent lack

of guidance of investigators by

those familiar

with 0 F.O. reports and explanations.
h.

Analysis of light intensity of objects made from duplicate
rather than original film.

The original film was noted to

have a much lighter background (affecting relative brightness
of object) and the objects appeared much less bright.
i.

Method of obtaining data of light intensity appeared faulty
because of unsuitability of equipment and questionable
assumptions in making averages of readings.

j.

No

data had been obtained on the sensitivity of Kodachrome

film to light of various intensities using the same camera
type at the same lens openings.
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k.

Hand "jitter" frequencies (obtainable from early pact of
Tremonton film) were not removed from the plots of the
"single pass plots" at the end of the film.

The Panel believed strongly that the data available on

~is

sighting was sufficient for positive identification if further data
is obtained by photographing polyethylane "pillow" balloons

~eleased

near the site under similar weather conditions, checking bird flight
and reflection characteristics with competent ornithologists and
calculating apparent "G" forces acting upon objects from their apparent
tracks.

rt was concluded that the results of such tests would prob-

ably lead to creditable explanations of value in an educational or
training program.

However, the Panel noted that the cost in technical

manpower effort required to follow up and explain every one of the
thousand or more reports received through channels each year (1,900 in
1952) could not be justified.

It was felt that there will always be

sightings, for which complete data is lacking, that can only be
explained with disproportionate effort and with a long time delay, if
at; all • . The long delay in explaining a sighting tends to eliminate
any intelligence value.

The educational or training program should

have as a major purpose the elimination of popular feeling t1at every
sighting, no matter how poor the data, must be explained in ·;etail.
Attention should be directed to the requirement among scient .sts that
a new phenomena, to be accepted, must be completely and conv.:.ncingly
documented.

In other words, the burden of proof is on the sighter,

not the explainer.

-14-
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POTENTIAL RELATED DANGERS
The Panel Members were in agreement with 0/SI
although evidence of any direct threat from these

opinion that,
sigh~ings

was

wholly lacking, related dangers might well exist resulting from:
a.

Misidentification of actual enemy artifacts by defense
personnel.

b.

OVerloading of emergency reporting channels with "false"
i~formation

c.

("noise to signal ratio" analogy--Berkner).

Subjectivity of public to mass hysteria and greater vulnerability to possible enemy psychological warfare.

Although not the concern of CIA, the first two of these problems
may seriously affect the Air Defense intelligence system, and should
be studied by experts, possibly under ADC.

If, U.F.O.'s become dis-

credited in a reaction to the "flying saucer" scare, or if reporting channels are saturated with false and poorly documented reports,
our capability of detecting hostile activity will be reduced.

or. Page noted· that 1110re competent screening or filtering of reported
sightings

t or near the source is required, and that this can best

be accompl·shed by an educational program.
GEOGRAPHIC

~TIONS

OF UNEXPLAINED SIGHTINGS

The map prepared by ATIC showing geographic locations of officially
reported unexplained sightings (1952 only) was examined by the Panel.
This map showed clusters in certain strategic areas such as Los Alamos.
This might be explained on the basis of 24-hour watchful guard and
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awareness of security reeasures near such locations.

On the other

hand, there had been no sightings in the vicinity of sensitive
related AE establishments while there were occasionally multiple
cases of unexplained sightings in non-strategic areas.

Furthermore,

there appeared to be no logical relationship to population centers.
The Panel could find no ready explanation for these clusters.

It

was noted, however, that if terrestrial artifacts were to be observed
it would be likely that they would be seen first near foreign areas
rather than central

u.s.

INSTRUMENTATION TO OBTAIN DATA
The Panel was of the opinion that the present ATIC program to
place 100 inexpensive 35 mm. stereo cameras in the hands of various
airport control tower operators would probably produce little valuable data related to U.F.O.'s.

However, it was recognized that

such action would tend to allay public concern in the subject until
an educational program had taken effect.

It was believed that pro-

curement of these cameras was partly the result of public pressure
in July 1952 • . With the poor results of the year-long Project

TWINKLE program of 24 hour instrumentation watch (two frames of
film showing nothing

distin~Jishable),

a widespread program of sky-

watching would not be expected to y1eld much direct data of value.
There was considerable discussion of a possible "sky patrol" by
amateur astronomers

(~

and by wide-angle cameras (Page).

Or. Page

and Dr. Robertson pointed out that at present a considerable fraction
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pf the sky is now--and has been for many years--under surveillance
every clear night in,several meteor and aurora observing programs as
well as sky mapping programs at the various locations listed below.
Although the attention of those astronomers is largely directed
toward identified rather than unidentified objects, no case of any
striking unidentified object is known to Dr. Page or Dr. Hynek.

Such

an object would most certainly be reported if found on patrol plates.
A case was cited where an astronomer refused to interrupt his
exposure in order to photograph an alleged sighting in a different
part of the sky.

This led Dr.

~

to say that, if a program of

watching could be an adjunct of planned astronomical programs, little
cost would be involved and that the trained astronomical personnel
might photograph a sighting of an unidentified object.
The location of some of these programs and their directors are
believed to be:
a.

Harvard University, Cambridge and New Mexico (meteor patrol) Whipple.

_ b.

Yerkes Observatory, University of Chicago and Fort Davis, Texas
(several programs)--Meinel)aurorae), Kuiper (asteroids),
Morgan (wide angle camera).

c.

University of Alaska, Fairbanks (aurorae) - Elvey

d.

Dominion Observatory, Ottawa (meteors) - Millman

e.

Palomar Observatory, California (sky map) - Minkowski

f.

Lick Observatory, california (sky map) - Shane
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It was agreed by the Panel that no government-sponsored program
of optical nation-wide sky patrol is worthwhile at the present time,
and that the encouragement of amateur astronomers to undertake such
a program might have the adverse effect of over-emphasizing "flying
saucer" stories in the public mind.

However, the issue of radar'scope

cameras for recording peculiar radar echoes would serve several purposes, including the better understanding of radar interference as
well as identification of U.F.O.'s.
RADAR PROBLEM OF MUTUAL INTERFERENCE

This characteristic problem of radar operation wherein the pulse
signal (of approximately the same frequency) from station A may be
picked up on the screen of station B and show as a high-speed track
or series of dots was recognized to have probably caused a number of
U.F.O. reports. · This problem was underlined by information received
indicating AOC concern in solving this problem of signal identification
before service use of very high-speed aircraft or
(1955-1956_.

~~ided

missiles

Dr. Berkner believed that one answer to this problem

was the use of a "doppler filter" in the receiving circuit.
suggested that the problem

~ight

Dr. Alvares

be better solved by the use of a

"controlled jitter" wherein the operator receiving "very fast tracks"
(on the order of 1000- 10,000 m.p.h.) would operate a circuit which
would alter slightly his station's pulse frequency rate.

If the signal

received on the screen had been caused by mutual interference wit

1

another station, the track would now show itself at a different d .stance
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from the center of the screen, if it still appeared at all.

Dr. Alvarez

felt such a technical solution was simpler and would cost much less than
a "Doppler filter."
UNEXPLAINED COSMIC

RAY

PHENOMENA

Two reported cases were examined:

one at Pal0111ar Mountain, California,

in October 1949, when cosmic ray counter went "off scale for a few seconds,•
apparently while a "V" of flying saucers was observed visually; and two,
a series of observations by the "Los Alamos Bird Watchers Association" from
August 1950 to January 195k, when cosmic ray coincidence counters behaved
queerly.

Circuit diagrams and records were available for the latter, and

Or. Alvarsz
undoubtedJ

was able quickly to point out that the recorded data were
due to instrumental effects that would have been recognized

as such b} more experienced observers.
The i·nplication that radioactive effects were correlated with
unidentified flying objects in these two cases was, therefore, rejected
by the Panel.
EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM
·· The Panel's concept of a broad educational program

int~grating

efforts of all concerned agencies was that it should have two major
aims: training and "debunking".
The training aim would result in proper recognition of unusually
illuminated objects (e.g., balloons, aircraft reflections) as well as
natural phenomena (meteors; fireballs, mirages, noctilucent clouds).
Both visual and radar recognition are concerned.
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levels in such education from enlisted personnel to command and research
personnel.

Relative emphasis and degree of explanation of different

programs would correspond to the catagories of duty (e.g., radar operator:
pilots; control tower operators; Ground Observer Corps personnel; and
officers and enlisted men in other catagories.)

This training should

result in a marked reduction in reports caused by misidentification
and resultant confusion.
The "debunking" aim would result in reduction in public

interes~

in "flying saucers" which today evokes a strong psychological reacti·>n.

This education could be accomplished by
motion pictures, and popular articles.

mass media such as television,
Basis of such education woul

I

be actual case histories which had been puzzling at first but later
explained.

As in the case of conjuring tricks, there is much less

stimulation if the "secret" is known.

Such a program should tend to

reduce the current gullibility of the public and consequently their
susceptibility to clever hostile propaganda.

The Panel noted that the

general absence of Russian propaganda based on a subject with so many

.

)

obvious possibilities for exploitation might indicate a possible Russian
official policy.
Members of the Panel had various suggestions related to the planning of
such an educational program.

It was felt strongly that psychologists familiar

with mass psychology should advise on the nature and extent of the
program.

In this connection, Or. Hadley Cantril (Princeton University)

was suggested.

cantril authored " Invasion from Mars" , (a study in the
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psychology of panic, written about the

fa~ous

Orson Welles radio broadcast

in 1938) and has since performed advanced laboratory studies in the field
of perception.

The names of Don Marquis (University of Michigan) and

Leo Rosten were mentioned as possibly suitable as consultant psychologists.
Also, someone familiar with mass

co~~ication

advertising expert, would be helpful.

techniques, perhaps an

Arthur Godfrey was mentioned as possibly

a valuable channel of communication reaching a mass audience of certain levels .
Dr. Berkner suggested the

u.s.

Navy (ONR) Special Devices Center, Sands

Point, L.I., as a potentially valuable organization to assist in such an
educational program.

The teaching techniques used by this agency for

aircraft identification during the past war was cited as an example of a
similar educational task.

The Jam Handy Co. which made World War II

training fi.ms (motion picture and slide strips) was also suggested, as well
as walt Disl ey, Inc. animated cartoons.
amateur

ast~onomers

in the

u.s.

Dr.

~

suggested that the

might be a potential source of enthusi-

stic talent "to spread the gospel".

It was believed that business

clubs, high schools, colleges, an1 television stations would all be
pleased to cooperate in the showing of documentary type motion pictures
if prepared in an interesting manner.

The use of true cases showing

first the "mystery" and then the "explanation" would be forceful.
To plan and execute such a program, the Panel believed was no
mean task.

The current investigatory group at ATIC would, of necessity,

have to be closely integrated for support with respect to not only the
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historical cases but the current ones.

Recent cases are probab.y much

more susceptible to explanation than older ones; first, because of
ATIC's experiences and, secondly, their knowledge of most plausible
explanations.

The Panel believed that soce expansion of the ATIC effort

would certainly be required to support such a program.

It was ..oelieved

inappropriate to state exactly how large a Table of Organization woUld
be required.

Captain Ruppelt of ATIC unofficially proposed, for purposes

of analyzing and evaluating reports:
a.

An

analysts' panel of four officers

b.

Four officer investigators

c.

A briefing officer

d.

An

e.

A weather and balloon data officer

f.

An

g.

A Group Leader, with administrative assistant, file clerks and

ADC liason officer

astronomical consultant

stenographers.
This proposal met with generally favorable comment.

The Panel

believed that, with ATIC's support, the educational program of "training and debunking" outlined above might be required for a minimum of
one and one-half to two years.

At the end of this time, the dangers

related to "flying saucers" should have been greatly reduced if not
eliminated.

Cooperation from other military services and agencies

concerned (e.g., Federal Civil Defense Administration) would be a
necessity.

In investigating significant cases (such as the Tremonton,

Utah, sightinq) controlled experiments might be required.
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would be the photographing of "pillow balloons" at different distances
under similar weather conditions at the site.
The help of one or two psychologists and writers and subcontractor
to produce training films would be necessary in addition.
considered that ATIC's efforts, temporarily

~~nded

The Panel

as necessary,

could be most useful in implementing any action taken as a result of
its recommendations.

Experience and records in ATIC would be of value

in both the public educational and service training program envisaged.
Or. Robert -~on at least was of the opinion that after public gullibility
lessened and the service organizations, such as AOC, had been trained
to sift ou: the more readily explained spurious sightings, there would

still be a role for a very modest'sized ATIC section to cope with the
residuum o- items of possible scientific intelligence value.

This

section should concentrate on energetically following up (perhaps on
the advice of qualified Air Force Scientific Advisory Board members)
those cases which seemed to indicate the evidence of unconventional
enemy artifacts.

Reports of such artifacts would be expected to

arise mainly from Western outposts in far closer proximity to the
Iron CUrtain than Lubbock, Texas!
UNOFFICIAL
The

INVESTIGATI~:G

P~~el

GROUPS

took cognizance of the existence of such groups as the

"Civilian Flying Saucer Investigators" (Los Angeles) and the "Aerial
Phenomena Research Organization (liisconsin).

It was believed that

such organizations should be watched becaus_e of their potentially
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great influence on mass thinking if widespread sightings should occur.
The apparent irresponsibility and the possible use of such groups
for subversive purposes should be kept in mind.
INCREASE IN NUMBER OF SIGHTINGS
The consensus of the Panel was, based upon the history of the
subject, that the number of sightings could be reasonably expected
to increase again this summer.
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TAB A

REPORT OF THE SCIE~~IFIC PANEL
ON
UNIDE!lTIFIEO FLYING OBJECTS
Jan 17 1953
1.

Pursuant to the request of the Assistant Director for

Scientific Intelligence,

the undersigned Panel of Scientific Consultants has

met to evaluate any possible threat to national security posed by Unidentified
Flying Objects ("Flying Saucers"), and to make recommendations thereon.
The Panel has received the evidence as presented by cognizant intelligence agencies, primarily the Air Technical Intelligence Center, and has
reviewed a selection of the best documented incidents.
2.

As a result of its considerations, the Panel concludes:
a.

That the evidence presented on Unidentified Flying

Objects shows no indication that these phenonena constitute
a direct physical threat to national security.
We firmly lelieve that there is no residuum of cases which indicates
phenomena

are attributable to foreign artifacts capable of hostile

~hich

acts, and that

ther~

is no evidence that the phenomena indicate a need

for the revision of current scientific concepts .
.3.

The Panel further concludes:
a.

That the continued emphasis on the reporting of
(perilous)
these phenomena does, in these parlous times, result in a
threat to the orderly functioning of the protective organs
of the body politic.
We cite as examples the clogging of channels of communication by·irrelevant
reports, the danger of being led by continued false alarms to ignore real
:
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indications of hostile action, and the cultivation of a morbid national
psychology in which skillful hostile propaganda could induce hysterical
behavior and harmful distrust of duly constituted authority.
4.

In order most effectively to strengthen the national facilities

for the timely recognition and the appropriate handling of true indications
of hostile action, and to minimize the

conco~itant

dangers alluded to

above, the Panel recommends:
a.

That the national security agencies take immediat! steps

to strip the Unidentified Flying Objects of the special status they
have been given and .t he aura of mystery they have unfortunately
acquired;
b.

That the national security agencies institute policies

on intelligence, ·training; and public education designed to prepare
the material defenses and the morale of the country to recognize
most promptly and to react most effectively to true indications
of hostile intent or action .
We suggest that these'< ·a ims rnay be achieved by an integrated program
designed to reassure

t~e

public of the total lack of evidence of inimical

,forces behind the phenomena, to train personnel .to recognize and reject
false indications quickly and effectively, and to strengthen regular
channels for the evaluation of and prompt reaction to true indications
of hostile measures.
/s/ Lloyd V. Berkner
Associated Universities, Inc.
~/~s~/~H~·~P~·~Ro~b~e~r~t~s~o~n~---------'Chairman

/s/ s. A. Goudsmit
Elrookhaven National Laboratories
/s/ Luis W. Alvarez
University of California
/s/ Thornton Page
Johns Hopki ns University
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The mystery of "Tab B" and "Tab C."
\\'hen ftnn.Druffel requested and received a copy of the declassified Durant
memo in January 1975, the document was not complete because "Tab B" and "Tab
C' were missing.
The document's index listed Tab B as a "List of Personnel
Concerned With Heetings," and Tab Cas a "List of Documentary Evidence Presented." 1'-Uss Druffel wrote the CIA in late January as kin~ for the missing pages,
and on February 19th the CIA's Freedom of Information Coordinator, Robert S.
Young, replied, saying only sanitized versions of the Tabs could be released but
this, of course, was of no value to Miss Druffel because the sanitized version
was already in public circulation, however she still ordered a copy. When she
received the requested material, she noted something odd about the documents
sent by 1'-rr. Young. Tab B was apparently nislabled as Tab C because the material was the list of evidence presented and not the list of personnel concerned(The reproduction in this booklet is the document received by Miss Druffel.
One can check the index and compare it to Tabs B and C. There is no correlation.)
In Young's letter to 1'-liss Druffel Tab C is described as still classified and
still under review, however the Freedom of Infonnation Coordinator never did
inform Miss Druffel of the results of this review. Curious, Miss Druffel pondered why Tab C was still classified, offering two suggests to explain the
sensitivity of the information under review:l.) The list of personnel may have
concerned possible questions about the CIA's interference in domestic affairs
which is prohibited by the agency's charter, and:2.) On the other hand, the
material in question may be part of a "super-secret final report." 69.
A third possibilty and one Miss Druffel did not consider, was that the person who drew up the document did a sloppy job and made a mistake similar to the
one involvirtg the dates of the panel meetings.
Further lJiographical data concerning the panel members.
The scientists on the panel were more than just gifted academicians picked at
random.
T1ey were men with close ties to the military and thus their objectivity was 5' . spect. They were among the military's top weapons development and
application experts. The information in brackets will not be found in the CIA
Durant memo.
-Berkner(One of the directors of project LINCOLN.
In World War II directed the radar section of Weapons System Evaluatic:n Group. At the
end of the war he was appointed secretary of Research and Development
Board of Defense.)
-Robertson(At the time of the panel he was a CIA employee and the Director for Weapons Systems Evaluation Group in the Office of the Defense. Years before during World War II, in 1943, he was the American
Chiefs of Staff representive at the British meetings to examine evidence
obtained to prove the existence of the German V-1 flying bomb.)
-Goudsmit(Scientific Chief, ALOS MISSION, the Intelligence group sent to
Purope at the end of World War II to check on German efforts to build
an atomi bomb.)
-Alvarez(\'e have already discussed his work on pages 19-20.)
-Page(Sci.'ntific advisor, ~U.S. Arrrry Purope 1952-1956. Anti-UFO views expressed extensively in the book:UFOs-~ Scientific Debate, published in 1972)

52
-Dr. Stephan Possony(We are indebted to UFO researchers B. Ann Slate and
Ann Druffel for uncovering sane fasinating facts about this person. Dr.

Possony received a decoration for predicting when the Russians would exThis is not too surprising since he was
plode its first A-bomb(l949).
a top expert in Intelligence and Strategic analysis, prime credentials
for the LINCOLN effort although his possible appointment to that project has not been checked,but at the time of the panel, according to
Slate and Druffel, Dr. Possony was:" .•. a member of a secret govelTIIIlent
group charged with investigating occurrences of unknown and puzzling
nature.
UFOs fell into this catagory." )70.
The names of two men ,am the groups they represented, were canpletel}
deleted fran the "Sanid.zed" version. They were:
-Weapons Intelligence specialist David B. Stevenson, Weapons &Evaluat .ons
(W&E) Divisions, mr, CIA.
-Atmospheric physicist Dr. Frederic Carl Oder, Lt. Col. USAF, Deputy Chief,
Operations Staff, OSI, CIA.
Ruppelt or furant? Who to believe?
The reader will have make up his own mind as to which version of the Robertson
panel is the most valid:Ruppelt's or Durant's.
Ruppelt's account is by far the most fasinating since it gives so much emphasis
to the extraterrestrial theory.
According to the BLUE BOOK chief, the very first
order of business was the consideration of three possible verdicts:
,
"1.) All UFO reports are explainable as known objects or natural phenanena;
therefore the investigation should be permanently discontinued.
2.) The UFO reports do not contain enough data upon which to base a final
conclusion.
Project Blue Book should be continued in hopes of obtaining better data.
3.) The UFOs are interplanetary spacecraft." 71.
None of these "possible verdicts" are to be found in the Durant docur ent. As
stated before,there is no official documentation to show that the panel's job was
to determine what UFOs were.
Similarly, Ruppelt refers to the last order of business, stating that after reviewing the data the panel's conclusl~would be submitted to the National Security
Council for further action, which is as far as Durant goes, but Ruppelt also adds
that an allowance was to be made for an extraterrestrial conclusion with the paperwork then going to the White House for action by the President! 72.
Having read this far, the ~eader can see that Ruppelt's flatly states that the
purpose of the panel was to determine the exact nature of UFOs, rather than to
determine the effect of UFO reports on the American Air Defense network.
The "missing first two days."
As previously stated, according to Ruppelt the firsttwodays of the panel, January 12th and January 13th, consisted of a presentation by him of the findings of
project BLUE BOOK. He told the scientists that sane 4,400 UFO reports had been
received by the Air Force since June of 1947,but the military had rejected all of
them except 1,593 because the latter amount was determined to be suitable for
analysis.
BLUE BOOK had estimated that they were only receiving repor~s on only
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10\ of the UFO sightings being made in the U.S., so it was estimated th~t over
a period of 5~ years the grand total of UFO sightings must have been a staggering 44,000. -.
Of the 1, 593 reports, Ruppelt told the panel 26.94\ were listed as "unknown" and these reports had been scrutinized carefully.
He admitted that
some aspects gave indications of patterns.
Unknowns were were most often
elliptical, metallic or white-colored objects, and reports of them peaked in
the month of July with a smaller peak around December. Another correlation
was the habitual reporting of UFOs in the vicinity of "technically interesting"
areas like harbors, certain critical manufacturing sites, and atomic energy
plants.
Furthermore, he pointed out that the UFO reports did not follow what
would be considered a normal distribution typical of a natural phenomenon. .~
before moving on, Ruppelt mentioned that UFOs were not an "exclusive American
problem" because BUIE BOOK had received reports from all over the world. (The
breakdown of UFO characteristics as determined by the Air Force given by Ruppelt in 1953 echo the results of preliminary studies by Air Force Intelligence
in September 1947, and a summary of Project SIGN by Dr. G. F.. Valley of the
Air Force Scientific Advisory Board in 1949.).
BWE BOOK had tried to come to grips with sanething substantial, by examining reported size, speed, and altitutP, but the big problem with that was the
lack of reliable reference points,therefore any figures derived could not considered accurate. However, this is not to say BLUE BOOK was not willing to
grant sane credibility to trained observers who insisted the object they saw
moved "faster than anything they had ever seen." This led to the mention of
radar cases which provided same points of reference.
Ruppelt informed the
assembled scientists that the highest speeds measured in the best cases on file,
the combination radar-visual incidents, reached impressive velocities of 700800 miles per hour. 73.
Contrary to nunors, no "hardware" existed, according to Ruppelt, but over
the years it wasn't for the want of material to analyze.
People sent in all
all kinds of stuff, same of it hilarious like manure.
Similarly, so-called
"hard evidence" offered by individuals claiming "contact with saucer pilots"
had been exCI!Iined and none of it stood up to inspection as being of extraterrestrial origin.
Photographic evidence. Still pictures.
The ftmerican public had submitted dozens of "saucer snapshots" but tests determined them to be lens flares, hub caps, mirages, and other mundane things.
OUtright fakes like retouched negatives were common but easy to detect.
Photographic evidence. r.tovie films.
Movie films were quite ,another matter. It took Hollywood-type equipment to
fake a good UFO movie so any footage received special attention. Two impressive films, The Montana and Tremonton, were mentioned but they were considered
so import~.t they were passed over with the intention of alotting them time for
an extensive review on Friday.
Menzel's theories.
t>foving fran the subject of evidence to theories, Ruppelt brought up the ideas
Harvard's Dr. Donald Menzel ard his widely publicized 'tricks of light" solution
to all UFO reports.
Assurances were given that Menzel's work had been taken
into consideration but it wasn't the touted panacea the Harvard professor wanted everyone to believe it was.
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Big Skyhooks and their little brothers, weather balloons were go· i sources
of explanations, but again, not all cases could be attribut~ to the1 •
UFOs in history.
The panel then got a history lesson as Ruppelt related BLUE BOCK's research
into old newspaper morgues, back files of scientific journals, and dust-covered books in the Library of Congress. These sources had many UFO-like phenomena
which were reported in the past prior to "modern era" of Kenneth Arnold. About
the only thing such findings proved to BLUE BOOK was that there was nothing new
to many of the controversies currently tormenting the Air Force. 74.
Astronomer poll.
~inions and carments of astronomers were sought by BUJE BOOK whicn requested
Dr. Hynek to solicit frank views concerning the UFO mystery by means of friendly
conversation.
Dr. Hynek found a high degree of interest among the professional
skywatchers but none would take a public stand on the issue without solid data.
Ruppelt had spent so rruch time on his briefing, questions by the panel members
was postponed for the following day. 75.
Second day.
When the scientists convenved the morning of the secord day, according to
what Ruppelt wrote, the panel members asked if any interesting images had been
recorded by the large sky cameras that regularly recorded the flashe~· of meteorites over the U.S. Ruppelt replied that BWE BOOK had high hopes sanething
interesting cruld be found on the camera's photographic records but it was learned nothing below 100 miles altitute cruld be recorded by the instruments.
The panel also made an inquiry abrut the famous Orson Wells broadcast of October
1938 which produced widespread panic.
The scientists wanted to know what role
hysteria played in UFO reporting.
In answer, Ruppelt stated that it was BUIE
BOOK's accessment that witnesses invaribly were thinking ~learly during their UFO
experience.
The remainder of the day consisted of exchanges over details of Ruppelt's
long briefing.
Third day.
On the agenda the third day was the review and debating of a select number of
UFO reports.
These were SO of what BUJE BOOK felt were the best in their files
(Unfortunately no details of the discussions were given by Ruppelt.) All of
the SO were rejected by the panel because of the "existence of loopholes" in each
case. We are not told what these "loopholes" were but Ruppelt confesses that
they were "extremely small." The scientists justified their nit- picking by the
llnffiense implications of any decision they might make.*
*Any reasonably intelligent person would have recognized this obvious ground
rule at the outset, which returns us to one of the first questions concerning the panel :"What was its purpose?" Project LINCOlN leader Lloyd Berkner,
a pane 1 member, didn't even show up for the proceedings tmtil Friday when the
best evidence, the Tremonton film, was shown and discussed. Did Berkner have
pressing business elsewhere, or was his late arrival due to his having "heard
i t all before,"
At the very least, the fact that one panel member sat in on
only one day of meetings further weakens the panel's claim to an adequate review of the matdrial and casts more doubt on the grrup's final conclusions.
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The "Fournet presentation" according to Ruppelt.
During the discussions about evidence, Hajor Dewey Fournet was called on to
make a presentation of the highly controversial study he had helped to conduct
on . reported UFO maneuvers.
Fournet told the panel his team examined over 300
of the best cases and,after sifting,only 15 cases of very high strangeness remained, however the study of the motions of the UFOs in these select ca:;es demonstrated to him and others working on the material, that something with
brains was controlling the aerial bodies under observation, and due to the performance displayed, the objects would also have to a product of an extFaterrest rial science. (Durant gives no hint about Fournet's space visitor ideas.).
In spite of the sensational na~ure of the study's conclusion, the panel gave
Ruppelt the impression it was seriously pondering what they heard.
Rejection of the Fournet study.
The special study conducted by Founet's team, with its sensational conclus ions, was discarded on the grounds that every UFO report used in the study, regardless of the credentials of the observers, was evidence of the human eye
If photographic data had been used as
only and therefore was not infallible.
evidence showing a body moving through the air or blips across a scope face,
then Fournet men would have sane exact figures.
76.
Friday, the fourth day according to Ruppelt.
The best came last,in Ruppelt's version of events,with the showing and discussion of what he termed the "feature attraction" of the series of meetings:the
Montana and Trenanon UFO movies.
Rlppelt:
"The scientists knew about them, especially the Tremonton Movia because
since late July they had been the subject of many closed-door conferences.
Generals, Admirals, and GS-16's had seen them at 'ccmnand performances ... " 77.
The Montana film.
Concerni11g the 1'-lontana film, Ruppelt quickly narrowed the briefing to the es sentials, nothing that birds, balloons, and meteors, had been eliminated from
consideration leaving aircraft reflections as the sole possible candidate for
an explanation. Ruppelt accepted the results of the Air Force investigation
that put two F-94 jets, the main suspects in the case, in a different part of
the sky which agreed with the testimony of the photographer.
In any case,
since each white dot appeared steady(each frame was examined under magnification), they did not seem to be any sort of reflection.
The panel was told
the images on the Montana film were due to an unknown cause. 78.
The Tremonton film.
After an abbreviated account of the Tremonton incident, Ruppelt called attention to some similarities and differences between the Newhouse footage and
the Montana movie.
In both cases the images had the appearance of large circular lights without detail.
The Tremonton footage, however, showed objects
that circled and darted in contrast to the long curving trajectory of the pair
of objects in the Montana footage.
The Tremonton objects faded in and out as
they milled about and this fact voided any hope the objects could be explained
as balloons which are spherical and thus give off a steady light.
The Air · ~orce photo lab had been stumped by the images and didn't think they
were due tc balloons, aircraft, or birds.
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Since the Navy had recently completed its own analysis, the men ftam the
Anacostia lab m.~de themselves available to answer questions.
The Tremonton film was nm ten times, and then both films were nm sinrultaneously for comparison purposes.
The Navy experts said that in their opinion
the objects shown on the Tremonton film were intelligently controlled vehicles
cf some sort but not aircraft or birds.
The only loophole in the Navy's argument was a possible error in the Navy's
use of the desitometer, an instrument that measured the density of the photographic image.
According to Ruppelt the astronomer on the panel questioned
Ruppelt adds:"This didn't necessarily
whether the correct technique was used.
mean that their data was all wrong, but it did mean that they should recheck
their work." 79.
Another scientists, also unnamed by Ruppelt, suggested that seagulls riding
a thermal was the possible solution. Ruppult disagreed and informed the panel
member the seagull idea had been considered months earlier but had bten rejected
due to the high speed of one of the objects that had been photographt1 speeding
away from the others.
Photographer Newhouse had held the movie cam£ ~a steady,
letting the UFO pass through his field of view.
The panel member st ~gested
that Newhouse, in his excitement, may have moved the camera by "pann.:..1g with
the action" thereby throwing off calulations which asstuned a fixed p{;ition.
This made Ruppelt pause, but the BllJE BOOK chief still couldn't buy t;1e seagull
answer even through soaring birds had a strong resemblance to the banking, dipping, and soaring objects on the film. 80.
Rejection of the Montana film.
The key to the l\lontana film was the testimony of the two witnesses who claimed
the jets in the area were clearly visible and in the wrong part of the sky to be
confused with the two objects photographed.
Their testimony was backed up by
an Air Force investigation of the incident which determined that the landing
pattern for the local airfield confirmed the witnesses' disciption of the path
of the F-94s sweep through the area. This was still rejected by the panel because:" ... there was still a chance that the two UFOs could have been :he two
jets." 81. Since the white dots on the Montana film were ambiguous there
was no way of ~otally eliminating the aircraft explanation.
Ruppelt' s final thoughts.
In his final words about his briefings to the panel, Ruppelt maintained that if
the panel opted for a real vehicle explanation for UFO reports, there could only
be the extrarrestrial verdict because:" ... no one at the meeting gave~ second
thought to the possibility that the UFO's might be a supersecret U.S aircraft or
a Soviet developnent." 82.
The last two days according to Ruppelt.
Saturday and Sunday, as explained by Ruppelt, the panel used to reread their
notes and recheck the material that had been presented. The five panel members de.
.
. .
bated the problem and formed their conclusion.
In the last analysis the panel found no c~ell~g reason to 1ndorse v1s1tors
from another celestrial orb, no evidence that was beyond question as to proof of
travellers from another world:
"We as a group do not believe that it is impossible for some other celestial
body to be inhabited by intelligent creatures. Nor is it impossible that
these creatures could have reached such a state of development that they
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could visit the earth.
However, there is nothing in all of the so-called
'flying saucer' reports that we have read that would indicate that this is
taking place." 83.
The Durant memo gives no such prominence to such sentiments, instead a rather
long conclusion stressed the problems which affected America's Air Defence Intelligence systems, and the only reference to a rejection of the extraterrestrial explanation for lJFOs was some language(very similar to Ruppelt' s quote given above)
inserted intoconments on the Fournet presentation(See pages 10-11 of the Durant
memo).
In his book, The ~ort on Unidentified F.!Y.i~ Obiects, ~uppelt J?Oints out that
while the Tremonton-ri~dTQ not fLnd acceptance as key ev1dence, 1ts proponents
were encouraged by the fact that the panel did allow for a re-evaluation by the
Navy experts to put to rest certain reservations about the testing methods used. 84.
This re-evaluation, however, was not done and it may have had something to do with
the fate of the Navy photo lab where the Navy experts were employed. This will be
touched on .later.
"Rec<Jlllleooations."
Later when Ruppelt learned of the panel's conclusions, he feared that the
panel would recommend either a cancellation or a reduction of BLUE BOOK activities.
He was pleasantly surprised, however, when he fotmd out that the panel
had recommendated the expansion of the UFO project, a quadrupled effort heavy
on specially trained personnel and instrumentation. With this expansion, the
panel also recommended that the Air Force share with the American public all
the details of every investigative phase which would include unrestricted release of UFO reports and official evaluations. This policy was suppose to
have a two-fold purpose:l.) The Air Force would have to do a better job of investigating UFO reports, 2.)Since security breeds suspicion, this "open policy" was suppose to dispel mystery. 85.
The Robertson panel - later c<Jllllents.
Years later panel member Dr. Goudsmit revealed his thoughts about the Tremonton
film. He maintained that the images seemed to him to be too bright and too far
away to provide a definitive decision as to their true shape, therefore if one
assumed* the objects were much cl0ser to the photographer than the photographer
asserts, then the estimates of the speeds and accelerations for the milling
objects fell within a resonable range, results compatible with birds. 86.
We can see here Dr. Goudsmit rejected the more sophisticated argument of
intrinsic brightness of the images,which the panel brushed aside by requesting
the Navy to recheck its work.
The prejudice toward the UFO mystery by Goudsmit was made known in 1965
when in a personal letter he denounced the investigation of UFOs as a waste of
time for physicists and should be made the job of psychiatrists. 87.
As for the extraterrestrial theory to explain UFOs, Goudsmit was even more
ferocious, deeming society unstable, beset by the evils of drug addiction and

* Since

no one could prove the objects were more than three miles away because of
the lack of reference points, it also follows that no one can prove the objects
were any nearer.
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a variety of mental disorders, and that the notion of space visitors was almost
as dangerous to public welfare. 88.
Cr. 1hornton Page was another of the five scientists to comment on the panel
in later years.
The .John Hopkins professor said he felt that he was sort of a
junior member, appointed only because he was an old friend of Dr. Robertson and
not because he had any status to match that of the rest of the scientists,
scholars that ranked as famous men of science.
Dr. Page remembers being in
awe.
Other than recalling how impressed he was being in such company, Dr. Page
shared another memory, that of making a slip of the tongue by making a flippant remark during the proceedings about the "UFO scare being nonsense," hardly
language to voice while hearing the evidence.
In spite of their friendship,
Dr. Robertson wasn't too happy about Page's blunder. 89.
Dr. Page also confessed later that there existed some misconceptions in the
panel's discussions as well as in the panel's final report.
Becoming more
specific, he made the admission that same 5-10% of the UFO reports on file
were of a highly reliable character and remained unexplained.
These troublesame reports the panel:" ... tended to ignore." 90.
The young astronomer J. Allen Hynek, BillE BOOK scientific advisor and an
associate member of panel, was stunned by the high speed, cursory, four day
review of UFO evidence, evidence which he had agonized over for five years.
When the panel's conclusions were announced, Dr. Hynek told himsillnistory
would condemn the hasty effort and he wondered if the panel members really
grasped the complexity of the UFO problem.
Only the five main members of the
panel signed the paper that gave the panel's conclusions, and fortunately Dr.
Hynek was not asked because he would have refused.
Did his years of experience as the Air Force's UFO report evaluator qualify
- him to challenge the panel's findings? Dr. Hynek remiooed his critics he was
only "small potatoes" and thus incapable of swaying the group of. intellectual
luminaries. 91.
Pro-UFO expert Dr. Daivd Saumers did a critique of the panel's judgements
on the two UFO films and found them remarkable in view of the panel's eventual
recommedations.
While the panel discovered possible flaws in the method of
photoanalysis, Dr. Saunders noted the fact that the flaws:" ..• could be corrected
in a re-analysis without necessarily altering the results." 92. He pointed
out that the pane 1' s criticism of the vaildi ty of the ~fontana film was just to
state that it was "strongly suspected" the objects were aircraft.
Likewise,
the Tremonton images were "strongly suspected" to be birds. 93.
Dewey Fournet was disgusted, saying later to Keyhoe :"I knoW those CIA agents
[the panel memberslwere only following orders, but once or twice I almost blew
up." 94.
Civilian UFO researcher Dennis Stacy:
It was thought odd bv Dennis Stacy that the panel would be composed of distinquished physicists whose background consisted entirely of expertise in
"hard" science when the character of the panel's conclusions were in the
fields of "solP' science like psychology and sociology. CWe must agree and
wonder if they should have submitted their opinions to a panel of experts in
psychology and sociology before drawning up official recammedations that
established policy!) 95.
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Colonel DM Blakeslee-CO 27th FEUillg
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·Colonel. Blakeslee, who vas a t1ember of the RCAF

tram 1940 to 1~3, bas provided the following inf'ormation.

.
About two weeks ago, \-1h1l.e !lying at night 1n a
F8lt- at appro%1mately 25 ,ooo feet over Bokka.1do, he saw an
object· in the sky slightly above and some distance awey !rom
him. : ~e turned ~ovards the object and started cllmbing. At
32,ooo;reet he was above it but did not appear to be closing
the distance. Speed was gained 1n a slight dive but, just
as he felt he was getting nearer, the strange object disappeared.
It sim)l.y vanished, with no _s ign or cl.imb, dive ar level t'light.

·

Du:ri.Ilg the two mimte:s or more that the unidentit'iej
bject was in view it appeared to have three lights, green, red
nd wh?.ta, spaced evenly at the edge or a large· hor1zontal body.
The 11 {hts slowly rotated in an anti-clockwise direction.

.

.

Another F8lt- pilot flying in the same general area
at the s8l:la tima reported substantially tha S8l:le event. The o~
signi.t' cant ditrerence in this- case was the lights w81'e alleged
to be avolvillg in the vertical plane.

'.Ole control tower operator at Chitose-Hokkaido-claims to have sean something answeri.'l'lg to a sim:Uar description
at th1 same time.
None or the six :radar oarly warning stations 1n

this area :reported •painting• a:ey- unidentified objects during
th:ia part:icul.ar period.
Qgrmen~a

Colonel Blakesloe is absolutel7 positive he saw
something but is at a loss to explain it. I bellave his report
can be accepted without question.
It is suggested that the rotating white and green
aerodrome tower beacons might somehow account ror -these two
colours and the slav rotation observed.

~

(RW McNair)
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By Sanky Trimble I 3
faiL•' ·- But he added. that re!
; :ALBUQUERQUE,. N.l\1., Jan. peated, extensive, and thorough!
123 (AP)-A fireball expert said 1. searches for remains or the fit·e-1
'today Russia may bP. .coutin3 balls In the Southwest have. met'
lthe United States ond nther' with no success. ·
parts or the world with strange i He said slghtin;s. In the Sal·
new guided mtsslles.
~tic, thE southwestc~:n U.S., and
· Dr. Lincoln La P,az !'aid A in northern Japan bear the
good many shred• of evidence clo>est reoemblan~~ to a.a•·ee In
point to green ftrcbalJ;; sighted m:ny particula~~·
,:
·tdrou;hout the world being a
We ~ust loolcally assu~le, 1,
type of missile-po..s.ibly of So· he said that If these are gutded
missiles, at least some of them
v I et rna k·e.
. .
may have the hammer and
. La Paz Is hfad. of the :Cnt\'er· sickle on them and not the stars
.,
111 ty of New Me:uco mshtute of and stri
meteoritics. · He formerly was - __ .._ .MI·- ·· ---· - - - · ·--:
technical dlri!Ctor o' the ~d A lr ,
Force operations and ~naly~is
section.
He has studted the:
fireball phenomena for years.
,
· BU'f HE SAID, "I am not sell·'
lng American science sllort.l
VlOL.I!~NT Russian •lforts, he
observed,
to tiP.fP.nd against
Guided missile development-•
umia1sofr"e~imnais~ance in i 'ae.
no matter In what country-'
Baltic and' abO\·e northem
will· follow parallel paths."!
·Japan, make It obvious the"
Much of the U.S. guided missile
research Is centered in New
Reds are testing some secrt~t,
weapon in those areas.
Mexico and the South we&t.
In vigorous pronouncement
The .~t·een fireballs nave been .
sighted in the Baltic, northern
of his theories, La Paz, who par·
Japan. and the southwestern
ticlpated In the nation'• lnvestlgatlon into Japanese balloons
part of the .li .S.
• In · \Vashington, the ·Penta·!
!n the. Northwest during the
,gon refcred inquiries to its'
last war, pleaded the green fire·
balls should "not be laughed olf
~:itanding comment that "guidedt
·as ordinary meteoric fireballs." i
missiles" are not coming from
He said thet·e have been sev·
planets or othel" countries. Spe·
eral attempts 'to do just that.
ciflcally, it had no comment. on
"For example, Lo confuse the
either the green fireballs or Dr 'i
livid yellow·green of the green
La Pa•.
. -~
La Paz, in an interview, sal
fireball with the whitish blue·
:hP. ctoes not rule nut thP. po~·
'green of the magnesium l_n atony
slbility that the ones sighte~
'meteors."
"LET'S NOT kid ourselves,"
in the Southwest could be Rua·
siail. reconnaissance mis&ilel. ~
'La Paz said.
The scientist traced reporta
of fireballs In the Baltic okles
.back to 1946, shortly after the
Rusai ans took over the German I
roeke"t bases In that area •
., Commenting
on
1tt·ana:e
:sights 'in the skies over nortn·;
ern -Japan-ju•t mil•• away
• ~rom Russian territory-he sa:dl'
that events or the past few days,
Including Red Chlna's admloslon
,she shot down a B-29 "prove the~
Russians are wllllng to risk
turning a cold war lnto a hot
·one to prevent reconnaissance."
· HE SAID he Is on record that
the fireballs mlght be "an un·
.~onventlonal. type of meteor
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The evaluators of the Tremonton film were members of the U.S. Navy Photo
Interpretation Laboratory in Anacostia, D.C.:assistant chief engineer Arthur
C. Lundahl and photoanalyis experts Robert Neasham and Harry Woo.
The objectivity of these men, to say nothing of getting them to talk, was
affected, one can be sure, by the fact that the CIA linmediately took over the
Navy photo lab right after the Robertson panel conclued its deliberations,thus
making the Navy trio CIA employees!
Interviewed in 1980 Luooahl tried to explain how the Tremonton film was
handled by stating that Neasharn and Woo did not have a single reference number
to work with so they were left with having to:" •.. block out a hypothetical
matrix of possibilities." 96.
The result, in Lundahl's words, was that the
scientific panel, after many viewings:" ••• pretty much thought the images were
high-flying birds." 97.
Asked if his people, Neasharn and Woo, were annoyed by the quick bird answer after spending 1,000 hours puzzling over the frames, Lundahl replied:"No,
I don't think it upset them." 98. He explained that the images were not that
clear and they knew nothing about birds although they assumed that birds would
not show up as bright as the white dots on the film. 99.
Richard Hall, assistant director of the Washington D.C. ha~~ civilian UFO
investigative group NICAP from the years 1958 to 1967, knew Lundahl and found
fault with his c<JIIllents about the Tremonton analysis ,marntaining that the Navy
experts had two reference points to work with:lens resolution and some frames
which showed one of the UFOs passing over the horizon. 100. The latter may perplex persons who have seen the fjlm since such frames are not to be seen in any
strip of film made available to rublic viewing. (It is a curious fact that
both Newhoose, photographer of the Tremonton objects,and Nicholas Mariana, the
man who took the Montana movie, claim that important sections of their films
were removed by the Air Force and not returned! ) •
·
The UFO films and modem technology.
William Spaulding, an aerospace engineer and Director of the of the civilian
group Groum Saucer Watch(GSW Inc.), a 500 member organization of primarily professional personnel affilated with both Universities and aero~pace in~s~r~es.
produced image processing and picture enhancement of the UFO frames ut1l~zrng
the high technology available in the mid-1970s(over 20 years af~er the A1r F?Tce
and Navy examined the UFO films).
The GSW group was able to giVe the two h1ghly controversial UFO movies the proper analysis, c~iderably bet_ter than ~he
tests given the films in 1952. The standard tests m 1952 were Image sectwnal
enlargement, the establishment of the position of the Sun in relation to the
shadows on the object in question and those objects in the backgroum, plus
electronic/manual densitometry readings.
·
The GSW groop was encouraged by a munber positive things aboot the UFO films:
-They were in color.
-In the Montana film a water tower was in a number of frames.
-Both cases were well documented providing known camera data points.
-The ob)ects offered as an explanation, birds and airplanes, were complex
. shapes.
Spaulding's team of experts used state-of-the-art computer programs to
apply the following testing methods:Color Contooring with Profiling, Edge
Enhancement, and finally Pixel Distortion for Distance Factoring and Digitizing 101.
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The GSW tests l>ere capable of producing hard data beyond the ability of
the human eye to preceive, as well as exceeding the limits of previously
known methods and instrumentation.
Shortening our story by skipping over the technical details which are
discussed at length in the GSW paper on the analysis, we note that the
conclusions reached by the testing team were strongly supported by their
work.
GSW concluded that test results confirmed the testimony of both
photographers, proving that the objects were not aircraft in the r-lontana
case, and not birds in the Tremonton incident.
In fact, the GSW analysis
determinea-the critical unknown factor concerning the UFOs in the Tremonton
fi~, the distance between the camera and the objects photographed.
According to GSW tests, the Tremonton objects were approximately 5-7 miles
away, much greater than the three mile estimate that would indicate slow
moving seagulls, therefore the objects must have been large bodies travelling at a very high speed.
l~at was most fasinating, however, was the results after GSW studied the
images on the frames.
In both films the objects were determined to have
been SO feet in diameter, sharply defined, and disc-shaped! 102.
The Robertson panel adjourns.
When the Robertson panel adjourned no written report of the proceedings was
given Capt. Ruppelt. He and his superior, General Garland, were merely summoned to CIA headquarters for a briefing. Without anything in writing, Ruppelt
had to accept the word of the CIA spokesman who spoke of recommendations that
would mean an expansion of BIDE BOOK and a poi!Jicy of less secrecy. 103.
Ruppelt would be quickly disappointed.
A written report.
The only written account of the panel's work, the "Durant memo," was suppressed for five years(l953-1958), although the existence of the Robertson
group and Ruppelt's version of its proceedings was made known in 1956 with
the publication of Ruppelt's book The ~ort on Unidentified~~ ~ects.
On February 14, 1958 Donald Keyhoe rece1voooHiC1al cOiifirmatwn ofl:IATrivolvement in the Robertson panel from the MCClellan subcommittee, something
that was censored from the "santized version" of the furant memo.
January 17th.
Guatamala City, Guatamala.
An observer on a bus traveling near Guatamala City viewed a strange
phenomenon for 22 seconds in a clear blue sky.
The bright sunlight may
have caused the object's brilliant glare:
"( ... deleted) U.S. citizen resident in Guatamala(Central Americal
observed brilliant, greenish-gold, oblate object approximately
twice the size of DC-3 aircraft proceeding in Northwesterly direction in horizontal flight at estmated altitude of 6,500 feet at estimated speed of 400 miles per hour.
Object almost stopped horizontal
flight and then rose vertically 1,500 feet.
Hovered for approximately
2 seconds, then Unmediately resumed horizontal flight at a new altitude in the same direction and speed.
Object lost to view because
of intervening terrain." 104.
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It is curious that the same time the Air Force was bringing down a "brass
curtain" on UFOs, a report was released that made newspaper neadlines. We
are referring to Colonel Blakelee's encounter over Japan which would make
a big splash in the press on the 21st.
A possible explanation for this is
the fact that Blakeslee had been a member of the Royal Canadian Air Force
during World War II and he first approached the Air Attache at the Canadian
Prnbassy in Tokyo on January 18th with his UFO story, thus the fact that the
story was already "released" may have led to its acknowledgment by the U.S.
Air Force.
(See photocopy of CIA document)

January 19th.
Military teletype report concerning a January 19th Texas_ incident:
"OBJECT VERY LARGE.
NO WINGS OR TAIL SECTIClll.
WAS SEEN FRCM THE
GROUND, AND WAS AT ABaJT 600 FEET ELEVATION.
IT SEINED TO BE SLOWLY
DRIFTING TO THE SOOTHWEST.
IT WAS OBSERVED FOR SEVERAL MINliTES, 1HEN
DEPARTED AT INCREDIBLE SPEED TO THE ScurnwF.ST.
THE TIME OF SIGHTING
WAS ABOOI' 1800.
IT WAS OBSERVED FR(}! THE GRaJND.
THE OBSERVER WAS
A METHODIST MINISTER, REV( ... deleted) OF PIIDIONT, TEXAS.
'WF...A1HER AT
Tll-IE OF OBSERVATIClll WAS AS FOLI.CWS:CLEAR AND 15 MILES VISIBILI'IY.
WINDS AS FOLLCWS:SURFACE, ESE AT 8 KN<JI'S." 105.
January 20th.
Corsica:
" ..• Bastia, Corsica, a luminous cigar-shaped object which left a 'flaky
trail.'
This was the third time that Corsica had been visited by unidentifified flying objects." 106.
South of England.
The same day at the city of Trowbridge in southern England a postman making his rounds in a thick fog.
In spite of the reduced visibility, the man
sighted a brilliantly-lit disc flash overhead which cast rays of light over
the whole neighborhood. 107.
On January 21st Colonel Curtis R. Low, Commander of the northern division
of the Japan Air Defense Force,released Blakeslee's UFO story to the Associated Press. Noting that Blakeslee's sighting was not the.onlyone in the
area, and that the incidents were taking place near Russian bases in the
Kuriles and Sakhalin, the statement said:"There are too many inducations of
the presence of sanething ... to be considered an observation of nothing." 108.
Dr. La Paz speaks cut.
The tense international political situation pranpted Dr .. Lincoln La Paz
to make in the words of the Associated Press, a:"vigorous P"oncuncement of
his the~ries." (See photocopied article)
One thing of. inter~st to be found
in the story is that La Paz is said to have been "Techn1cal D1rector of the 2d
Air Force ~erations ani Analysis Section." 109.
Hovering over the woods.
Official records state:
"This report covers sighting of unidentified flying objects made
while driving in an area approximately six miles SE of Pinewood, S.C.
"On 75 January 1953 at 2120 an unidentified flying object was sighted by f .. deleted:4 adults and 6 children).
The object was the size
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of a road si,~n, completely white with a trail of orange and red streamers which jerked out intermitently.
The object which seemed several
miles away hovered about 250 feet over a wooden area.
As the object
hovered it swayed slightly side to side and up and down.
After hovering five mintues, the object sped approximately ten miles in a split
second to the west and again hovered for a period of seven minutes.
The object then seemed to go in complete reverse losing altitude and
disappearing behind the woods.
A glow l>ould be observed in the area
when the object disappeared." 110.
Scribbled on the bottom of the report was this Air Force corranent:"not
a balloon, not a astronomical, not an aircraft, -should be investigated
more!"
26 January 1953.
Continental Divide, New Mexico.
The BLUE BOOK record states:
"On 26 January 1953, at 2115 ~1ST, A/1c J.G. Dennis, stationed at 769th AC&W
Sq. Continental Divide, New r.texico, while on duty in the operations building,
observed an aerial phenomenon as he stood outside the rear entrance door to
the building.
The object appeared as a very bright reddish-white object
approximately ten miles west of the radar site.
The object passed behind a
hill and reappeared apparently heading in a northerly direction at a very
slow speed (est 10-15 MPH).
Airman Dennis reported this sighting to his
crew chief, A/lc R.L. Welch, upon entering the operations building. Airman
Welch and A/3c R.B. Larsen informed Airman Dennis that they had an unidentified blip on the radar scope, painting west of the station about 9 miles
away.
The blip was appearing intermittently, moving slowly westward then
turning to a northerly heading outbOI..IJd fran the radar site.
Airm~m Welch
went outside of the building to determine if the object was visible. He saw
the object west-north-west of the site, 10-12 miles away moving slowly northward.
The bright object appeared oval in shap~ ,and apparently changed color
fran a very bright white to a dull, almost blood-like red. The object seemed
to diminish in brightness and size before it faded from view.
Airman Welch
returned to the scope to observe the phenomenon. Welch made several trips
outside to view the object visually during the period of radar observation.
The object was under visual and radar observation htermittently for forty-five
mintues.
No other radar station observed a similar sighting.
The object was
visually estimated to be 2,000 feet above the terrain.
The radar estimate
was 10-15,000 feet above r.fSL.
The elevation of the 769th AC&W Sq is approximately 7. 500 feet above MSL." 111.
Although the above case is not a sensational one, BLUE BOOK had a lot trouble
explaining it:
"This is the most complete report ever received by·ATIC on the sighting of
an UFO.
The intelligence officer of the 34th Air Division ADC, is to be
complimented on his initiative and complete coverage of all the angles bearing on the observation. Moveover, the communication visual-electronic
sighting is the best type of sighting to work with because it affords the
most information.
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"the intelligence officer preparin~ the report checked on weather balloon
releases in the area of observation as a possible answer to the sighting.
It was found that a nine foot radiosonde balloon released fran Winslow,
Arizona, wruld offer the only possibility.
The tmknown object was observed
to move from east to west, against the prevailing winds which rules out the
balloon theory.
Also the sighting time of 0415Z is one hour and 15 minutes
after the Winslow release and by that time it is probable that the radiosonde had burst at altitude long before.
"The fact that the object was detected on radar ani seen visually for so
long eltminates the possibility of an astronomical solution such as a star
or fireball especially if both radar and eye were seeing the same object.
Since the object was tracked at 12 to 15 mph aircraft are elimated as a possibility.
"ATIC electronic specialists advanced the theory that the slow speed and
large visual under size of the target make it appear that weather effects
may be the course of the electronic pick-up.
The inversion layer at
18,000 feet apears to be too high to effect the radar which was tracking
the object at 10-15,000 feet.
The weather effect explanation cannot, of
crurse, acc~t for the sinultaneous visual sighting." 112.
This case takes on additional interest by comparing it to another one that took
place on July 29, 1952 which involved the same radar station, the 769th, and the
sighting of a glowing mass to the east,hovering in the air, in the direction of
Kirtland AFB, New Mexico.*
27 January 1953.
Strange objects over California.
10:00 a.m.
Two Air Force Sargents stationed at March AFB, California, claimed to have
observed a flying saucer of a classic description a mile west of airfield on January 27th.
The object was a very bright silver, oval in shape, setmdless, and
exhibited high performance ranging from hovering to tremendrus speed. ."'s it sped
in a straight crurse, it appeared to wobble from side to side, and during 1t travel~
a diffused glow surrrurxling the object was observed, otherwise the object was
clearly defined when it was motionless.
The airmen estimated the object was
about the size of a B-29. 113.
44 minutes later.
Cddly enrugh, 44 mintues later an interesting sighting was made by a military
pilot at the controls of a T-29 flying near Hanford, California.
looking s~th
in the direction of Bakerfield the pilot detected a single, flat, pie-plate-like
object, a brilliant silver in appearance.
The thing was quite small to the eye
because it was an estimated 30 miles away, yet the airman felt he could discern
its shape.
ftfter abrut a mirute four more similar objects came into view for a
moment in the same general area.
The first object seen remained in sight for
about five mintues at abrut 20,000 feet over Bakersfield,appearing to approach
and then retreat(orbiting~. 114.

*lJFOs:

~
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January 27th.
In 1953 Livennore, California, was a small hedroan cormn..mity just east
of the San Francisco Bay ,\rea.
Surrounded by hayfields and grape orchards,
the town had nothing special about it except the newly establishL~(l952)
Atomic Energy Commission Research Facility, so one wonders if the AEC installation was the reason there was three UFO sightings in the area on January
27th.
The first sighting occurred at 1:43 p.m. in the afternoon when an employee
of the AEC lab was driving his car along the eastern fence when he stopped
fot a moment to check some papers in his briefcase.
When a OC-6 droned
overhead the man took his eyes off the paperwork and glanced skyward at the
aircraft.
He was about to turn his head away when his eyes caught sight of
The thing was headed south and on a course that
a small, whitish object.
took it across AEC property.
Since it was the first warm, clear, day in
1~eeks, the witness at first thought he was looking at a bit of floating plant
fiber, but then he realized it was mid-Winter and he had never noticed anything like it before. r-toreover, the object, as he quickly determined, was
moving very fast and as it shot by it made a shallow left turn. Peering
closer, the witness saw that the object was a perfectly round, metallic-like
sphere with the appearance of brushed aluminum.
Following its course, the witness saw the object make another course
change, this time a sudden, steep, right turn. At the same time the object
It's rate of asceQt was terrific, passing out of sight in
began to rise.
blue sky in just three seconds. 115.
Later that evening, about 9:00p.m. the Ground Observer Post at Livermore
While in view, the object
reported a white, oval-shaped, speeding overhead.
changed color, becoming yellow; and at the same time it turned north and
headed in the direction of Mount Diablo.
All three of the civilian volunteers on duty at the time witnessed the UFO.
Two hours later, after a shift change, two other civilians were manning
the Livermore GOC post.
They also sighted a glowing UFO.
Like before,
the UFO was spotted travelling east to west and then was seen to turn north
in the direction of Mount Diablo. The two observers said when first sighted the UFO was white in color, but it then turned red and than blue. Finally,
the object turned white again.
The Oakland Tribune, which carried the
story, indulged in sane mirth:"These colors would indicate it was American." 116.
The CIA loses interest?
The Robertson Panel's verdict was having results even within the CIA,
however note that Mr. Durant, one of the key figures of the UFO jury, still
felt UFO data was of value.
The letter is dated 27 January 53.
It says:
"Weapons Division has a considerable file I of UFO-related material)
which according tofD.B.I Stevenson, they would like to dispose of
because of the findings of the Advisory Group [.Roberston Panel} that
'flying saucers' pose no present threat to the United States security.
~~. Durant feels that the material in the Weapons Division file should
be maintained in one of the substantive Divisions of OOI and has suggested that P&E ( Physics and Electronics lDivision take over and maintain
Mr. Stevenson of Weapons Division currently has the material and
them.
estimates that several hours per week will be required to keep it current.
He indicates that he is suggesting to Mr. I Edward J Tauss, Chief
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of Weapons Division, that P&E Division get the files ... ! personally
don't see why P&E Division has any greater interest in this material
than Weapons Oivision." 117.
Police see mystery light.

Three hundred feet wide!

BWE BOOK records states:
"The date of the sighting was 27 January 1953.
The object sighted appeared
to be a round and spherical ball of light, one in number.
It was estimated
to be fiften miles west of first sighting, and appeared to be easily several
hundred feet in size.
In comparison it appeared to be about six to eight
inches in size at arms length.
The object made no sound and left no exhaust
or trail.
It never, at any time changed shape.
"It was first sighted by Patrolman 1#178, Robert Lutter ... and Patrolman #201,
George Nichelson • .• while riding in the northwest part of Davenport, Iowa, approximately 90 degrees 37' West Long., 41 ~egree 32' North Lat. at 2022 CST.
The preparing Officer questioned Patrolman Lutter by telephone after the sighting.
He stated that he stopped the car and got out to be able to see the object better.
Since it was west of him he proceeded west of Davenport about
three miles in order to be away from town lights and to insure that this was
not an illusion caused by a reflection of some kind. This was at approximately 90 degrees 40' West Long., 42 degrees 33' North Lat, at 2030 CST. Both
Patrolmen got out of the car at a dark spot and turned off all lights. At
this time it changed color from white to amber then to red to amber and then
white again a number of times.
"The Patrolmen then proceeded west along Highway US 6, in an attempt to get
nearer for a better sighting.
It appeared to stay stationary while they
traveled four or five miles west but then started to move away from them still
toward the west.
It was estimated to have been traveling faster than the car
about SO to 100 MPH, since the Patrolmen were going 60 to 65 MPH.
"Three quarters of a mile west of Wilton Junction, Iowa, at 91 degrees 2'
West Long.,41 degrees 36' North Lat., the patrolmen stopped at a dark spot
They stopped at
and got out of their car to further observe the object.
this time because the object seemed to be gaining speed and increasing the
distance between them and it.
Expecting it to go out of sight in a short
time, they wanted to be standing still and in darkness to observe it.
"After they had stopped and gotten out of the car, the object appeared to
pick up tremendous speed.
The patrolman said it went faster than anything
he had ever seen before. As its speed increased, its color changed to a very
bright red.
It seemed that the faster it moved, the brighter red it appeared.
"As it neared the horizon, it appeared to stop and hover over a particular
spot, and also appeared to bob up and down like a ball at times.
It seemed
to be circling a particular spot in these bobbing motions.
It changed color~,
white - red - amber - red - amber - white in that sequence during this movement.
It then disappeared in the distance, still west of the patrolmen at
2114 CST." 118.
January 28th.
Three reports from southern California.
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1:00 p.m.
Point ~lu!,>U.
Witnesses in this case were aboard the ship ~:o:ma luu which was moored
off shore from the Naval Air ~fissile Training Center,Point ~l.lgu, California.
The statement is by R.W. Love.
See photocopy.
2:20p.m.
r.lalibu.
While flying over Malibu, California, Northrop Aircraft test pilot Rex
Hardy, Jr. and two members of his aircrew, sighted four aluminum-colored
circular-shaped objects traveling in a definite flight pattern.
The objects
were huge, as big as a B-36 bomber it was estimated, and they were moving at
a speed in excess of 1,000 mph to their reckoning . 119 .
Newport Beach.
9:00p.m.
At 9:00 p.m. r.Jajor Harvey Patton at the helm of a jet fighter encountered
a fiery red, saucer-like, object in the air over Newport Beach. The El Toro
control tower(a Marine airbase) radioed Major Patton and requested that he
give chase.
The l\lajor did so, pursuing the object for four minutes without
The chase ended over Long Beach where the Major broke off
gaining on it.
his pursuit. 120.
Georgia.
There was yet another UFO pursuit on the 28th on the east coast over the
state of Georgia.
A F-86 jet fighter was on a training flight over Georgia when it encountered a brilliant, white, circular light as it approached the city of Albany.
The time was 9:35p.m.. As the F-86 approached the mysterious phenomenon,
the light grew bigger and also began to change color, blinking whit~ , red,
white, red. Quickly thereafter, however, the pilot of the F-86 saw the light
take on the shape of a triangle and split in two with one triangle above the
other. This discription seems to depict some sort of apparition, yet Moody
AFB radar control had tracked both the fighter and the UFO.
The radar had
picked up the F-86' s maneuvers : its approach to the UFO, a climb the fighter
made to gain a speed advantage, and the jet's shallow attack dive at the UFO.
The UFO, according to radar control, was on the screen the whole time and it
had permitted the F-86 to get just so close to it and no closer.
For same
three minutes of the chase the UFO seemed to maintaining what it felt to be
a comfortable distance. The UFO left the scope finally at a terrific
speed. 121.
28 January 53.
"Observers exceptionally reliable."
Germany/West Zone. Air Force documents state:
"The information contained in this report concerns the sighting by two USAF
officers of an unidentified flying object near Frankfurt/Main, Germany on 28
January 1953. The officers, Lt. Col. Max 0. Mitchell and Major Daivd Pearsall,
both members of the AT! Branch, are rated pilots and have been on flying status
for several years.
They are considered to be exceptionally reliable.
"Information concerning their experience is presented in reproduced copies of
the U.S. Air Force Technical Information Sheet attached as Inclosures 1 and Z.
Irunediately after the sighting Lt. Col. ~Jitchell wrote on a blank AF form 1 a
description of the event.
This description, a good summary of the sighting, is
quoted verbatim in order to prevent any misstatement of facts surrounding the incidents.

Phone 5-4026

UNCLAS5ifliDJanuar-y
To:
From:
Subject:

19 53

•

Commander, NAHTC, Point Mugu

•

Report or flight or unidentified object along coast line of
NAMTC, 28 Januar,y 1953.

3

1

At 1300 28 Januar,y 1953, the
1 [
,, was tied
to it's mooring bou;r approximatel.T l.100 ya.rd3 directly offshore from Fox 4
base for the purpose or observing K.D. launchings after having recovered a
KD6G-2 frOID the surf at 1115, and delivered same to Drexel base at Hueneme.
At 1300 a . K.D2R-J ws airbourne, aod l1l7 two tenders and 111i73Etl.f were followi~ its flight. However, ve lost sight of th& K.D. in the di!lta.nce and were
waiting for its return to the Fox 4 area. Since I had last seen the K.D. in
. +.. .
the direction of Hueneme, whicb is on a compass bearing of appro:ximatel;r .290
_ __,
degrees magn~tio froa our tie-up bouy,· I observed the approach of a jet air.~plane of the type which had been used as control plane on the preceeding
. :- · , flight of a KD6G-l. It seemed likely that this plane might have the K.D. under
.. .;.- ,~ . c:mtrol so I concentrated my attention on it as it approached Fox 4 from
Huena...

\.,1ieri this plane vas approximately at tl:e western boundary of NAMTC, bounded
by Arnold road, I sighted a vhi te object which I mistook for the "'hi te of
the K.D 1 s '.ling.
apparent it ~as

However, its approach ws so rapid that it was instantly
the K.D., rr~t some unkno~n object.

~ot

• I called to the WO: mea in the boat wi t.'t me Wld tried to point i t out. One
of the men,
saw it as a white streak, but since I had a chance
to pick i t up betare 1 t ws oVM"tead, I had sui'ficient t~ to make out: its
shape, cOlor, flight and the f~ct . that it seeaed to have ratr.er fuzzy or

·-

shL~rir.g ~erimeter.

Since it apr~ared above and fro~:~ the stern or tr.e j~t ?~. whi-::h I estimated
ws traveling at approrl.Jr.ately 150 to 200 knots, there ...,as an opportunity to
j udg<:! 1 ts speed. Between the time the jet plB.ue had tra-reled from Arnold .
8)4 !!latter of about
Road to the beach theodolite-station east of
three seconds, this object overhauled the jet traveling on the same cour~e
and directly over the place. Ti::e object did not alter :;peed or course, l::ut
continued on a· stra.igl:rt line to tha east toward P.ugu Rock and disappeared
in tlle haze hea·:'ed in the general direction of ?anta. 1--!onica.
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Tho general appearance of this object was a White fl.A t disk app':oxi!; a tA l7
oi ~<; hteen to blenty inches in diameter. · However, ita s ize rni~ht be larg<Jr
as I had no way of checking its a!titude other than it s eemed ~ell above
the mountains adjacent to Mugu Rock. The shLnmering outline could be
compared to observing the moon on a bright sunny day, except there w~re
no dark marks anywhere on this object.

It. is our custom to report a err crart not authorized in the launching area
and to note the time they appear. I. call ·
T .c. at 1)06 and inquired 1! he could con!irm what I had seen arter I described 1 t to him.
If; is quite probable that whomeve~ received my translllission did not under- .
stand what I vas talld.ng about or at.: least thougbt. I vas pressure har.py.
He informed me o"U.r: serp.ces were no longer needed on the sea test range
and that we '"\lflre to return to port..
When I arrived in port,- I called Lt. Co:mnander Maurer by land line and ·
made the same report. He subsequentl;y instructed me to make this
vritte.n description.

~:;z.; ,,·c :-rt..is..quite probable .that there vill be some deubt as tg-tt:.&-accura::z of
_::;!.. :- tbia report, but 1 c~ only sa;y ·I
been obserrl.ng the f'llgh t of plAnes
~~=-- .: = aad missiles at NAMTC sin&- -1949 iu:d- hAve some knowledge or -ttlei~ chara"ct.er·- ~ ~-~ . !sties and speeds.. I have never ,Stterl any pl.Aae or Dliss1le- ·wh1ch ~s8lllb:!.ed
-~~.:..:-. tMa obj&et nor cam. . w:1 thin one hd£· 1 ts speed·
- -- .
.. .
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I_'WHERE THE FLYING DISHES PLAY'----

SaucerS Over Livermore
Flying· saucers, which apparently followed the birds
south for the winter, heard
abOut Cali"fornla's fine weather
of the past few days and returned early this year.
The mysterious objectsanimal, vegetable or mineral
-were see~ in Livermore and
Southern California, where a
Marine Corps jet pilot with II
years of experience said he
chased one, which, like the big
fish, cot away.
Two were seen in Livermore
Tuesday nicht by members of
the civilian Ground Observer
Corps, It was learned. The first
sighting was about 9 p.m. by
three of the volunteers on
duty.
They said it was bright
white. oval-shaped and turned
yellowish in color as it flew
!rom east to west and then
turned north toward Mount
Diablo.
The second time, a different
crew of two saw one, maybe
the first one's mate, flying

By FRED.DUBOIS
from east to' west and then a movinc object sighto!d over
turn north . toward Diablo Newport B""ch, 10 miles Past.
At the same time Edward S.
about 11 p.m. Th!s _wu white
Downs, tower controller at the
at first, then turned red, blue nearby Long Beach· Airport,
and then ·white acain. These reported sighting an "eerie
colors would indicate· it was orange flame" traveling west
loyal American. .
in the sky at high speed.
The Southern California inPatton continued:
.
cident was reported by Maj.
"I sighted an amber .colored
Harvey Patton, of Salt Lake object and turned to pursue
City, who is stationed at the it. I estimate I had it in sight
Marine base at El Toro.
for the next three to four
He described the saucer as minutes as I picked up speed
amber-hued and disc-shaped.
toward Newport Beach. It
Patton said tha~ at 7:55 p.m. then turned anti swung northhe was tlyinc an all-weather · west along the coast toward
jet intercepter plane at 20,000 Lone Beach.
feet over Corona, 20 miles east,
"I could not gain on the
"when there was an apparent object, although it seemed to
explosion at high elevation. It be only two or three miles in
was a brilliant amber color."
front of me. During the chase
Fearful that a companion our altitude ranged from 3000
plane was in trouble, he con·
to 4000 feet. My radar opertacted another pilot by radio. ator, Sergeant Roth blatt,
The other pilot reported he had
watched as I was forced to
seen the explosion too.
give up the chase because my
At 9 p.m. when Patton came plane was running out of fuel.
in for a landing at the base the He said the object swung out
tower asked him to investigate to sea.

SAUCERS SEEN
ON WEST
COAST
_ _ :J'.'\n

'30,1'15'3~

LOS ANGELES -<INS>- Flylntr

uu«n zoomed back Into the new1
lin Los A'neeiea today with two Incldents of mysterious aq objoctl
reported on successive days.
Rex Hardy Jr., a Northrop al,...
crart test pilot who wu a lieutenant commandtr tn the naval atr eer•
vi« durinc the war, declared that
he saw four saucers. flylne In for•

Seeing Fiery Disc

~3F.L TORO, Cal~ Jan. 30
(AP)-A lar~e, fterf, disc·

1

mation ·nrar Mallbu yesterday af.
t~rnoon.

Two men who were with him In
a plane 9.000 feet above Malibu
confirmed Hardy's story. They are
Chuter Mathews. another test pilot, and Jim Wilkinson, a Northrop
photocraphtr.
Earlier officials at the El Tcvo
Marine Corps Air Base, southeast
of Los Angeles, reported that one
of their Jet Interceptor planes chas--

ed a laree fiery. disc-shaped object
Wednuday niaht but was out-dl,s...
tanced.
Several persons In the Los Angele-s ana reported sichUnc what
apparently was the same object.

I

CiififoriiianSRepiin __

1

shaJJtd object was .s1~htefl 1
eal'l)· )'t-~trrday nlorntng from
the ~ontrol tower of the'
~Iarine air base here, the base
public info•·matlon office re""~
11ortfd yestrrday.
J
A jft night fighter l'fa!ll srn~
"1' to ln,-estlgo:ate but 111o·as 1
unable to g .. t close ~nough to
thf' fast.mu,·ing ohjt•ct to.
iih·ntify It, the spokrsman
!':tid.

.

.

.

F.flward S. Downs, towe-r
c:-ontroll("'r o:at t!le nf'al'by 14ong
Rt"a~h airpor·t, al~o rf'port4~d
!'N·in(' a fh•r)· ohjtrt in the'
du11f1lc ...s sky at th~ sarnr. tlm4!.
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"On the night of 28 January 1953 at 1952 hours I observed the following phenomena.
We were on top of an overcast at 7500 ft. flying on a heading of 0 deVisibility was for all practical purposes unlimited.
Temperature
grees.
was 5 degrees C.
I sighted a very bright light passing in front of us at a
slight (45 degree) elevation above us fran our left to right.
I called 1-lajor
Pearsall's attention to the light and we both watched it move to our right simultaneously remarking that the light was moving at an extremely high rate of
speed.
In a few seconds it turned to the North(very high acceleration turn
evidently} and then turned again in front of us climbing slightly until it was
directly ahead of us again, where it seemed to linger.
The light was judged
at that time to be 8-10 miles ahead of us.
Then the light made several violent maneuvers from just above the horizon to 15 degrees above the horizon.
Then it paused for a few seconds, made several more maneuvers (as though in a
dogfight) and then disappeared at a very high rate of speed to the North.
We
reported the phenomena to Frankfurt airways and Combee£.
The object was in
sight for only a total of approximately 1-~ mintues.
I held a heading of 0
degrees all of this time.
"It has come to the attention of the reporting officer that an unidentified
flying object ':as sighted at about the same time ard location bv another USAF
officer." 122.
·

Corona, California.
An Air Force T/Sgt reported the following to the Intelligence section:
"Five unidentified objects were observed, ball-shaped and outlined entirely
with a green colored illumination. The objects were observed in loose
V-formation when first sighted, then changed into an in-line formation when
approximately overhead. The two end objects were observed to glow red while
the formation was in the process of changing and turned back to the green illumination when the in-line maneuver was completed.
The formation was very
smooth - not at all ragged.
Cbserver reported no srund at any time during
sighting.
The ob.iects were estimated to be moving about 150 mph ard traveling approximately 2,000 feet above the terrain.
Size of each object was
estimated to be about 25 feet in diameter.
"The time of observation was 1805 hours, 28 January 1953, and the sighting
continued approximately 12 mintues.
"T/Sgt (-----) made the observation while driving from !'-larch Air Force Base
enroute to Redondo Beach, California, (his home) on California State Highway
18, approximately 5 miles SW of Corona, California.
The formation of objects
was sighted while the observer's automobile was traveling at 45 mph. Observer
stopped to watch the objects - getting out of his car at the time the formation
passed approximately overhead - moving from SE to NW across the highway.
"Sgt (-----) stated that he drives on this highway morning ard evening and has
been doing this for approximately a year.
Observer has a background of 2
years aeronautical engineering, aerial gunnery school and flew 32 combat
missions with the Eighth Air Force during World War II.
"The atmosphere at time of sighting was very clear although it was dark. The
objects were moving against the slight wind that was blowing at the time of
observation." 123.
''t-1oved through the air on edge like a giant wheel."
A newspaper clipping discovered by civilian UFO researcher Paul Cerny of the
~U1UAL UFO NE'IWCRK contains references to the Rex Hardy case, plus a sensational
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sighting of _a mammot~ 1,500 foot diameter flying di sc over Southern California.
Mr. Cerny nghtly calls attention to the existence oflO mi!Ultesof movie film
never aclmowledged by the military.
--------"It sticks out like a sore thLDnb."
!

~·

Encounter in the skies of ~laine.
According to the the files of the 74th Fighter-Interceptor Squadron:
"Statement of F-94B Pilot.
"On 29 Jan 53 I was flying as pilot in a F-94B aircraft on a routine training flight.
After making a few intercepts on another F-94, the GCI station
vectored us to the ~!illinocket area to intercept B-29 Nicholson Able-6. We
stayed in the Millinocket area for approxUnately fifteen minutes with no contact with the B-29.
"Deciding that the B- 29 had passed Millinocket area · I took up a heading of
070 degrees magnetic, this course took us directly over Houlton. Just after
passing Houlton and approximately over the St John river I spotted an oval
and thin shaped object about 10 degrees above and approxUnately on the same
course as my own (070 degrees magnetic). After repeatedly pointing out the
object to the Radar Observer, he finally spotted it too.
"The object was a dark gray color with a very definite, and clearly defined
It did not shine, or give off light, nor was there any visible exshape.
haust or contrail.
''We were at an altitude of 23,000 feet and chased the object at .8 MACH.
This chase was continued for approxUnately 8 mintues with no visible change
in the range of the object.
According to the maps and dead reckoning, we
had chased the object forty miles northeast of the St John River. At this
tiJr.E:' we broke off and returned to base to land." 124.
The Radar Observer crewman had this to say:
"When over the St John River the pilot spotted an object straight ahead of
us.
I finally saw the object after he had pointed it out repeatedly. We
turned right so as to displace object to the left. We then resumned our
070 degrees heading and chased the object for several minutes at a speed of
.8 Mach at 23,000 feet (approxUnately 470 K TAS). We did not close on the
object and soon broke off because of low fuel supply.
It was at a small
"The object was grey and in shape was thin and oval.
It stayed stationary in the sky during
angle (5 degrees at most) above us .
the chase.
It was well -defined and full -colored, that is, it was not shiny
or lLDninous. There was no visible means of propulsion nor was there any exThe object appeared tmbroken in outline and there
haust smoke or contrails.
were no portholes or windows visible.
"After we had landed and studied the problem I decided we had been about 40
miles NE of the St. John River when we broke off . After comparison with a
dUne held at arms length I believe the object was about 1/2 to 3/4 the size
of a dUne.
''We landed about 10 or 15 minutes after breaking off." 125.
Military records further state:
"The object was also sighted by at least two fighter aircraft from other
squadrons. The conversation among pilots and RO' s was heard by A/1C Ferdinand
who was on duty at the ADCC.
Not !mowing which of the pilots and RO's were
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talking, the conversation went as follows:
'Pilot said,"Do you see that thing above us?''
Answer, "No."
Reply, "It sticks out like a sore tlrumb."
Then saneone said:"If I were going to catch it I would dr'op the wing
tanks first."
Another said that he would never admit what he saw.'
The investigating officer, a Lt. Me Donald, adds the following to the incident
report:" . . . both the B-29 and our F-94s were being painted [. by local radar 1 , and
further, that there were no 'unknowns' being painted in the areal!)." 126.
January 29th.

Sanething over Cullman.

Abrut 15 miles northeast of Cullman, Alabama, on Highway 12 at 9:20p.m.,
a Mr. Me Clung was driving along minding his own business when he happen to
spot sanething in the evening sky that was so extraordinary he stopped his
car and got out to get a better look.
He estimated the thing was about
4,000 feet above the ground and traveling eastward at about 350 mph. The
thing was a disc-shaped object that was tilted to one side.
During the
five minutes the object was under observation, f-Ir. Me Clung saw the object
make a 90 degree turn fran a horizontal course to a vertical one.
As it
shot straight up, the object moved at an extremely high speed. 127.
Our attention is now drawn 400 miles directly east at almost the same
latitude, to a farm near the city of Conway, South Carolina.
The time:
two hours later.
January 29th.

Sanething over Conway.

Farmer Lloyd C. Booth of Conway, South Carolina, was worried.
Something
strange was happening to his livestock.
The night of January 29,1953 fam er Booth was up late (11 : 1 5 p.m. ) and he intended to make same coffee and read
a little but,after putting the pot on the stove and glancing at the newspaper,
farmer Booth's thoughts turned to the loss of a cow the previous evening. The
cow had just up and died for no good reason as far as he could tell.
He
couldn't figure it out since the animal seemed quite healthy.
?-laking it
more strange was the fact that other farmers in the area were also having similar trouble with cows dying.
Veterinaries called in for an opinion could
only surmise that the animals were being killed by same sort of poisoning.
While pondering the demise of his cow, farmer Booth was startled by the
ducks, chickens and mules out in the barn making a loud racket. Farmer Booth
grabbed a .22 pistol and dashed outdoors.
Findinr no prowler, farmer Booth
di~ discover what was causing all the excitement.
Some 10 feet above the
tops of sane trees near the barn was a weird-looking "machine" shaped like an
egg "cut end to end " about 25 feet long, 13 feet wide, and about 9 feet high.
On one end there was a white light.
On the flat bottom there was a protrusion 3 1/2 by 3 1/2 feet running half the length.
The front end had a
glassed -over area that was too tinted to see throus:h and in the rear there
was another "cockpit" that was visible since it wa s lit up,but because of
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the cloody nature of the "glass" it was not transparent.
Perhaps what
was most interesting was the three foot wide opening on the bottom where
a "cresent-shaped" protrusion was visible which ~tr. Booth guessed was part
of a wheel.
By the time r.tr. Booth finished with his quick inspection of
the "machine," he noticed that the thing was not hovering in one place but
was slowly floating in his direction while it emitted a weak hum.*
Farmer Booth tried to wake up his family in the farmhouse by yelling but
failed to arouse them ,so he followed the object walking underneath as it
drifted west only 90 feet above him. Knowing he could not follow too far because of the swampy ground, Mr. Booth pointed his pistol at the "machine"
and pulled the trigger.
At 90 feet he couldn't miss. A sharp "Ping" was
heard by Booth and the bullet apparently caused the object to react. The
UFO emitted a louder hum and tilted up at about a 65-degree angle. The instant the object was positioned,it zoomed up into the dark night sky at a
tremendous speed.
The pistol shot finally alerted Booth's family to the fact that something
was going on outside that needed to be investigated. Mr. Booth's parents
and his brother were now out of bed but farmer Booth was the only one to
see the strange "visitor" to the family farm.
Fearing ridicule, it took a week before farmer Booth breathed a word to
anyone other than his relatives but finally he worked up enough courage to
tell a good friend, Rev. Elwell Jones, pastor of the Horry County Baptist
Church.
It was the minister that eventually told authorities. Rev. Jones
was a stanch defender of Booth, maintaining that the farmer was a person of
the highest character. 128.
Scientist Wells Alan Webb.

"Thing over Yuma."

On January_30th scientist Wells Alan Webb was riding in a car on Highway
80 and at 7:30p.m. had reached a point abrut seven miles from Y1.111a, Arizona.
Among the car's passengers were two friends of Webb from Los Angeles, Grover
Night had fallen over the desert and the stars
Kihorny and Felix Gelher.
stocx:l out brightly in the clear, dark heavens. As the car rolled along at
60 miles per hour rapidly approaching Spain Flying Field, Webb's eyes roamed over the stars near the horizon, and the lights atop poles that lit up
the airfield's hangers where an Army trainer could be seen under repair by a
crew of mechanics.
Getting closer to the field, Webb noticed a funny looking, dancing, flickering, star-like point about 40 feet above where the
trainer was parked.
As the car Webb was riding drew abreast of the hanger
area, and passed it, Webb strained to keep the "strange light" in view. The
light had also caught the attention of Gelber and Kihorney and they watched
the brilliant point in the sky through the side and rear wirdows.
The "dancing light" was seen to rise, at first slowly, and then with more
and more speed. Blinking repeatedly, the light rose so high it soon vanished
among the stars.

*\\'hat Hr. Booth describes here is not a classic saucer shape but rather
something that resembled a blimp's gondola.
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Puzzled, Webb and his friends returned to the site of the sighting the following day.
The three men paced off distances and talked to one of the work
crew that had been doing ·the repair job previous evening.
In answer to questions, the mechanic denied seeing anything or hearing anything, the latter
important because it ruled out a he liocopter.
en the chance the UFO may have been a light-carrying weather balloon, Webb
and his two fellow investigators visited a nearby U.S. Weather Station. There
the weatherman proved to be very obliging, showing his visitors a weather ballon and the light it carried.
The balloon light was just a tiny bulb like
one might find in a flashlight and thus hardly capable of throwing out the
brilliant rays like that of the UFO's.
The weatherman explained that the
faint glow was enough for him since he tracked the balloon with a small
telescope.
In any event, the weatherman kept careful records and his records
showed no balloons over Spain Field during the time of the UFO's appearance.
129.
Mercury'~ retraction.
The vicious attack by Victor Black on Edward Sullivan and "other UFO believers" in October, 1952, issue of the American Mercuth led to a retraction
in the magazine's January 1953 issue.
Lawyers for bot Sullivan,and the man
Black called Sullivan's "associate,"Dr. Lincoln La Paz, contacted the ~ercug
and its editors thought it best to disown Black.
It was probably La az t at
really scared the editors because there was absolutely no doubt about his distinquished background in science and his reputation as a goverrnnent advisor.
130.
A question abrut Life.
Years later Herbert Strentz, researching his dissertation on press coverage
of the UFO phencmenon, made an interesting observation concerning the BlackSullivan battle. Strentz noted that Black claimed that Life magazine never
interviewed him for that publication's big April 7, 1952~ feature "Have We
Visitors Fran Space?'' Such a claim by Black suggested to Strentz that one
just might question Life magazine's research. 131.
''Beware of Hoaxers.''
The headline of issue number four(25 January 53)of the APRO Bulletin, the
jrurnal of the group of civilian UFO enthusiasts based in Sturgeon Bay, Wisconsin, read"BEWPRE OF HOAXERS." The gist of the lead story was AI'RO' s refusal to buy the American secret weapon theory to explain UFOs.
That refusal
is carried over to page six where the editors express suspicion of Richard
Everett's article in the January 9th issue of the Sante Fe New ~~xican ~nich
implied that the U.S. Air Force had achieved "tmdreamed speeds, ranges, and
maneuverability," in the development of robot aircraft and that such machines
may well explain UFOs. 132.
This calls to mind the curious UFO investigation career of Dr. Leon Davidson who had a tenacious belief UFOs were super- secret U.S. devices. His story
appeared in the Washington Post on Julv 30, 1952 so it is not surprising he
came to the attent1on ollmany official· agencies in the Washington D.C. area
and it might explain why Dr. Da\'idson was invited by Colonel William Adams of
U.S. Air Force Intelligence, on October 23, 1952, to a private viewing of (the
Dr. Davidson was highly impressed by
then) secret Tremonton, Utah, UFO film.
film and lost all doubts about UFOs being real. Why was Dr. Da':idson invited
to a private viewing and not Donald Keyhoc, an extraterestrial advocate? Was
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it because Davidson entertained an "?.cceptable" theory?
"Chief of the Secret Service."
More UFO activity in the Pacific:
"Ql the evening of 31 January 1953, Lt. Colonel (---deleted), Chief of
Secret Service, Bureau of Customs, Manila, Philippines, and I were fishing
from a small boat off HIHAOON CCNE, between HCRNOS and WlAIN POINT.
BATAAN Province.
"Between 2030 and 2100 hrurs I had a strike and in pulling in my line I
happened to look up at the sky where I saw three or four very bright,ltlllinrus, round obiects which seemed to travel around in a circle.
The objects were visible for abrut two or three seconds.
The objects appeared
to be about eighteen inches in diameter and seemed to be transparent.
They
suddenly turned or banked and zoomed away in a northwesterly direction. The
objects travelled faster than a shooting star, but did not leave any trail or
wake.
In my opinion they were traveling at a na.tch higher altitude then the
Japanese planes which bombed CEBU at the outbreak of the last war.
"I was frighten and called them to the attention of Colonel (---deleted).
(---deleted) stated that he had also seen the unusual obiects and advised
that he had never seen anything like them before in his life." 133.

February.
February 2. 1953 FUppelt telephoned ATIC, Wright-Patterson AFB, in reference
to the final version of a proposed press release that wruld accompany thE? release of the Tremonton UFO film.
Capt Harry Smith of ATIC sent a security infonnation me;sage in reply the next
day asking that a proposed press release be forwarded by telecon for coordination.
Suggested language went this way:
" ... a strong possibility is that the objects were sea gulls soaring tennal
air currents.
Movies of sea gulls taken under similar lighting conditions showed the sea gulls appearing as bright spots of light very similar
to those in the movie.
At the present time the Air Force contemplates
no future action willbe taken to identify the objects." 134.
From all iooications Ruppelt seemed optimistic that the Tremonton film wruld
be declassified.
In an official message on February 3rd Ruppelt wrote that the
Air Force wanted to:
" ... again contact Newhouse and determine wheth~r ht wants his original
film back or whether he will accept a copy of the original.
It is contemplated that the fact that the Air Force has this movie will be I sic? I
released to the press in the near future and ATIC plans to return the film
so that if he has any offers from the press he can sell it.
Movies will
· be shown to the press but not released to them.
Also request that yru
detennine whether ~e~nouse has any objection to using his name in the official release.
Request answer be obtained immediately.
In reply cite Project Blue Book." 135,
A message dated February 9th informed Ruppel t that Newl10US<' would accept a
copy of his filrr.,permitting the Air Force to retain the orginal, and gave his O.K.
to the military to publicly identify him as the photor,rahcr of the Tremonton UFO
movie. 136.
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The stalking of a B-52.
UFOs often seemed curious about aircraft and sanetimes remained undetected
by the plane's crew.
The following statement tells of how a UFO was discovered
"stalking" a B-52 banber by witnesses viewing the event fran a distance. Here
is the statement:
"At 1900, 2 February 1953, I was in the CFC gunner's position of a B-50
type aircraft, Number 9365, flying at an altitude of 25,000 feet.
I was
searching for fighter attacks fran F-86 type aircraft which were in the
As this airarea.
I saw a B-52 type aircraft at three o'clock high.
craft passed, I noticed a silver object in its wake.
I called on the inI was
terphone, 'does anyone see that silver object behind that B-52?'
answered by my right gunner saying, 'yes.'
Neither one of us could identify the object. We both took p,un camera pictures to confirm the sighting.
"The object looked like a silver disk, first showing its circular side and
then the flat side.
It first appeared high at three o'clock and was lett
at four-thirty.
I watched until it went out of sight.
Signed: T/Sgt. Carl Y. Edwards." 137.
February 3rd.
UFO over Virginia.

"It jumped 10,000 feet in seconds ."

An F9F Panther jet piloted by f.1arine Corps aviator Lt. Balocco was returning to base on February 3, 1953, when he sighted some strange lights
below his plane which at first he assumed was just another aircraft . Lt.
Balocco was cruising at 20,000 feet and the red lights were at half that,
about 10,000 feet.
The lights did not seem to warrent any special attention at first so Lt. Ba1occo went about his business, checking the sky for
a mysterious silver-colored object reported earlier by Navy authorities at
Norfolk. While looking around, Lt. Balocco suddenly noticed that the odd
crimson lights abruptly jumped:" ... 10, 000 feet vertically in a matter of
seconds." 138. Lt. Balocco banked his jet sharply and headed toward the
red lights at top speed, some 500 mph.
During the next 3~ minutes the
Marine pilot tried to catch the UFO but never got closer than 10 miles.
What was the object? The ~1arine officer had no idea . Seen fran a distance of 10 miles the object was a white body with a red tail and had the
following detail which Lt. Balocco words this way :''It had two red lights
on the left hand side, bounding and flashing off the end, encircling an " ··
arc." 139. For a while the jet had gained a little on the UFO but eventually the strange object dived away and eluded Lt. Balocco as the Atlantic
Coast came into view.
Another pilot, Capt. Thomas W. Riggs, was also piloting an airplane in
the area and he told military Intellip,ence he got a glimpse of ~amething he
couldn't identify which was moving through the air over the North Carolina
Case records tell us nothing more. 140.
coast.
The North Carolina newspaper Asheville Citizen had this to add:"The
Marine Corps said it later received a call from Gerald Midget, a farmer
living near Oriental, on the coast . Midget reported seeing a flash in a
desolate swampy area, and then a ground fire.
Marine heliocopters searched the swampland and found a small forest fire but no sign of a crash." 141.
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February 3rd.
UFO over Idaho.
It seems that four adults, ranging in age fran 30 to 60, were manning a Ground
Observer post at Districh, Idaho, on February 3rdwhena UFO was sighted at 10:15.
The UFO was under observation for about hour and was last seen at an estimated
Interviewed over the phone by Air Force authorities the civilians
7,000 feet.
said they first spotted the object with the naked eye and then watched it with
eight power binoculars.
BLUE BOOK records state:
"The unidentified flying object was described as follows:
silver in color, there was no indication as to type of propulsion and no
sound was audible.
Oblong in sh:1pe round on leading edge.
Size unknown,
however observers reported there were two or three single jets and one bomber
in the vicinity at time of observation. The jets appeared to be making passThe observer reported the object
es at the bomber practice intercepts?
went into a zig zap. motion at the time the planes were overhead.
Reports indicated that the object was trying to advoid any contact with the airplanes.
At the time of first observation the object appeared tc be at a low altitude
disappearing to the west at a tremendously high altitude." 142 .
More UFO activity in the Pacific?
A brief message forwarded to BLUE BOOK read:
"AERIAL OBJECTS -On Feb. 3 almost all Samarangllndoneasia]residents wit'lhe object apnessed a white object which suddenly appeared in the sky.
peared to be the size of a star against a clear blue sky but neither sparkled
So far the object is still unidentified. (Jakarata, Feb. 4 1953
nor moved.
Z33o am." 143.
February 4th.
The French civilian UFO investigative organization, the Ouranos Study Group,
headed by M. Marc Thirouin, convenved a meeting on February 4th,during which
Thirouin flirted with contesting the explanations of authorities by saying he
was becoming tried of hearing that meteors are often mistaken for flying saucers
when one might, with equal logic, ascribe the passage of a genuine flying saucer
to a meteor. 145.
The following afternoon the Ouranos people had a chance to air their complaints.
February 5th. A French UFO pane 1.
"'IWo USAF officers followed the preceedings with close attenticn."
Fasination with the UFO phenomena in France reached a point where the Aero
Club of France summoned interested persons to a public meeting to discuss the
mystery.
Organized by a French Colonel named Duperier, a panel of authorities
volunteered to referee a debate in Paris on February 5,1953.
Acting as a review panel were:M. Audouin Dollfus of the Meudon Observatory; Roger Clausse the
head of the Information SP.rvice of the t-!eteorologie Nationale; f-1. Decker who
was chief of the French government's guided missile research prop.ram; M. Giraud
manager of a civilian airport; professor Guy Robert, one time faculty member of
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~> E-e"RT1f
Yuma C1 ty, Arizona

I.

4 February 19S3

Description or Incident

At 1.3$0 liST a meteoroloeical aid !or the U.S. Weather Bureau vu searching
tor a lost weather balloon with the aid or a theodolite when be sighted a solid
vhite, oblong objoct at a dir~ction ot 1S7.2° and elevation or SJ.)0 • The sise
or the object consisted or one minute or arc.
The object appeared to be ascending straight up, then levelled ott and at
point was joined by a second object or exactly the aame description. The
aecond object lett the field ot the theodolite twice but returned each time to
Join the original. The~ 'both disapgeared siJIIultaneously at an ancle ot 204.1°
at an ele..-ation ot 29.1 • At 204.1 the alq vaa covered~ cirrua clouds at
approximately 2$,000 ft.
~his

0

The obJects remained in villion tor five IILinutes. The observer stated that
the objects roso 1110re rapidly than any balloon he has ever seen and turtbOl'IIIOre
aoved against the prevailing vestul'ly winds. There appeared t.o be no cl.buler or
reflection from the sun !rom tqe objects.
II. Discussion ot Incident
From the observers obvious experience in tracking balloons, it 1a concluded
that the~e objects could not have been balloons especially since the,r vera aeen
to move against the wind. There vera aircraft in the area but the observer st.atea
be was aware ot them and could not have contused thM with the unknown objects.
Becauso or the unellVers and the tillle or day, aat.ronoaieal act.irtty av.at be 1\1184
out.. .ATIC has not been able t.o tind an answer t.o this aichtln&•
III.

Conclusion
Unknown.

144.
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the Aeronautic School of Paris; Jimmy Guieu of Ouranos; M. Latapie, a representative of the newspaper France Dimanche; ~1. Bresson who was president
of a "Giraviation" Coornission; --rr:-7\.P. fuFour, Industrialist and advisor to
the Ouranos group; and finally Colonel Ga1lrus of the French Air Force G.H.
Q. who acted as panel foreman.
An accrunt of this event was written by panel member Guieu, and according to him UFO witnesses asked to testify about their experiences faced a
formidable task. When UFO witness M. Veillot related what occurred to him
at Le Bourget the 18th of June, 1952; he was answered by a highly skeptical
Colonel Gallous who utilized his talents in erudition and wit to daze everyone.
The other panel members were more sympathetic, like Robert Clausse,
who dismissed the UFO as due to a cloud altimeter light but at least he took
the time and trruble to question M. Veillot closely.
When a M. Latapie stepped forward to tell about the famous Gachignard
''UFO landing" episode of October 27, 1952, at ~larseille, France; it was Colonel Gallous again who came down hard on the person testifying, dismissing
the story as an example of the "wine-soaked imagining" typical of the inhabitants of the country's south coast.
This bit of ridicule provoked same
laughter among those in the audience , but also the ire of Jimmy Guieu who
quickly came to the defense of the people of the Hidi and UFO witness Gachignard. Guieu began to develope a careful counter-argument referring to
certain information in . the statement made by Gachignard, but before he could
proceed very far, Colonel Gallrus used his authority as panel foreman to interrupt and then terminate the discussion.
This show of power by the Colnel disgusted Guieu. 146.
During the debate on stage, Guieu happened to notice a couple of men amcng
the croo in attendance:"Sitting quietly among the audience, two officers of
the United States Air Force followed the proceedings with close attention."
147.
Ouranos advisor DuFour took part in the gathering's summation by reviewing strange phenomena recorded in the past, while Guy Roberts recapitulated
the better unknowns of UFO reports on file.
Dollfus, the astronomer, presented a rc~ume of characteristics which he insisted provided evidence that
intelligen< ~ lifeforrns on any of the planets of the Solar System, other than
Earth, was impossible. 148.
It was Guieu's impression that the Aero Club UFO debate was more like a
conspiracy than an impartial gathering.
To Guieu it seemed that Colonel
Gallous was trying to Wlderrnine pro-UFO testimony in a systematic fashion.
A member of the audience, jrurnalist Jean Grarnpaix of Les Ailes, was also
critical of the panel's "debate" which did not consist cr'i:i'SS-eXaiiiinations of
UFO witnes~es to determine the truth, but as a sort of "jury trial of persons
guilty of ~eeing UFO visions" and thus were required to explain themselves
Grarnpaix wruld later write that the
with "judge" Colonel Gallous presiding!
Colonel had made his bias clear at the outset when Gallous remarked that UFOs
were nothing more than an aerial version of a sea-serpent. 149.
The Lloyd Booth case continued.
\'iord of the fantastic Lloyd Booth shooting incident finally reached BUJE
BOOK.
Lt. Flues was manning the UFO desk at ATIC, ~Ti?ht Field,during the
absence of Capt. Ruppelt , and he quickly sent an official teletype message
to the Air Force base nearest to the city of Conway :

r.=---· . . ·<') ~ 0
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~fornia Co::it~ee !o~ ~aucer Investigation

~ecently, a =e::ber o£ the Los .:.IlGelu ·Ortic:e b::i occasion to hear .£lr.
fdedel tell .;o::et.hi:lg or the &.et.iviUes oi" the C&ll£o..'":lia Co.=it.tee !or
,Mw:er Inveat1iatio:1 (C.U). ais co:C~cnt.~, IU !allows., uy be of interest:

'2. Dr. uc·d el ~=ted he 'l:IU -rcn:.er1y 'Chier iie:d:ne~ '~'the lie::'-'..4 Experi::&ntcl. Rocket Genter at l'co:nco•ezide. lie h4:i been in ~he tiJ u a. upnperclli- •
acienU.:.t !or .:soae :years. J:ie is nov a Projcc~ ~i.nccr in t.he ,.ero3=h73i.C!
': Dom..l"'t..,,.,.,.-::. (Guicied ~-!is.:ilc.J) o£ t.hc North ..<r..eric:!!ll ••vi<l.t:.iE.I:}..f~Z:OP... He ge.ve eveey
"-=l:.o.rtS=>OU.l.li.Ll or 'bein6 a c:~etent AC:i.ent.Jt.,
u;ec.L~ knowled&eabl.t. on rocket
He see:ed a balanced ;erson, not givun to !~ti~.

. ,). csr has

been in op~tion sa::e years, co:posed. n! private il:l.~ivid~
scientitica.ll.7 interuted in n.:riizl6 en exr~t.ion fer •uw:e:u
.foobenccena.. To d&t.e,__t.be:y hl=.ve received .io~ 1570 let.t.cr.: relati.n,;
repor..eJ
&iihtln6s. or t.h13 •nu;:ber, the:y ha.ve been able to i::.:.!e.iia.tel:y or ~~ eli;:.icate 75;. a.s not wo...-th f'ollow-uj~. ~he great. pro}-ort.i~n or thb 25~ U.ve beeJ:
c!Uc:arded u;:on fJ;rll:er inve.st!pticn. f4"C&.t. we.:t Sa:llewha.t. sur;ri.si.:c,t t.o the \lrl.ter
· wu the e:::dwutivenus with \:!dch these invcsti.s:-tiozu &."'e be~ :lAde. Jiot only
are very care!ul ca.lcuh.t.ions z:ac!e, U the date. exisu, to check ths possibil.it;r
or the report being iJlysicall.y yo&Sible ( •••• , . in tar::s or lines o£ s~t). but.
~ inC.iYi:iual re~-orti.ni t,be s~~t!ng is investigated :t:rivutely at hi.l pla.ca <~:.:·
residence to utabllsh a iene:-&1 bac~-ro-cr.d of rellabllity and credibUit7. Q!'
~he 25,. investigated, perhaps 25 or .10 si.ghtinss haw been e.ot:t.bll.s.~d as •reliable 11
in tbe .icnse that no mo•-n axis~ explall::l.tion exists :or thac. ;.p~tly, :z:ost.
o! these hr.ve been !orwa.....Ued to ~r~ht Hell!, Ua;rtcn, QUo, a.ltho~h t~re appears
to be a. ti:e ~ or scce durat.1o:1 ~e C~I u .::.aki:J.; iu ow check 1m:i C3.lculati.oru:.
ur. h.iedel 1 a de.:ocri?tion or one n:;.ort.ed si&hting b:y a. TJ.o~. ~Uot. &ol:! crev, a.ncl the
!~JA~.:-u;: .»!,~ .:re.s~t 'to .U., wu ~ve to t.ba witer iA..t.~ th,~. . applied•
the pe.im t.uen, and the very carerul application or scienti.!ic oo:e~liOC..
•
1nt.r~d z:c;i

to

J.. .:io serious is C3I \ri.':.h respect to it.; investigo:1t.ion that llr. P..i.edel indicated tl::at. th.:y are c;oin1: to exec:.1te a pl.annad "hou• over the Los ~eles area.,
in order t.o t.est. the reaction and rall~tblllt.y or t.h.e ;:ublic in r;en'!ral to um:.sL:D.l
:1erir.l phc:a::e:z.. (The :SiibtiJle.s NJ:.:Crted over ...~ll!r.l in tt:t.J.o:t:·.''n'!=le:i.;..p:I.J:eJ:;-a£.30
Jan · !>J coulC pc.s:;ibly be this ho:J.X.) ·frca thi.3 C."<;:~ri:!ct:t.; t.lle:y ho:;e to ~ccrt.e.i.:l
be,; =:; ~!ct:le report. .an z.eria.l vi:...al Fhenc::1cnoa 'llilic!l ha:J been co:::.:iucteci so a.s to
be clearl;,r Visible t.o a:la.rge nu:~r Of j::COfole in the OU'C&. "l'bey 'lli.l.l aJ.so, or
course, be able to tc~t. the vcriation QL" rc~ort cict~, etc. Thi~ e~e~ect i~
de~ic;:1e-: \.~ 6i ·1e ~ ~.;'*t.G::- back;roJ~ c.,;:!.:.. s ~ whic!l !'a~~~ ~i;hti~;::.;:~ to: ?·... =.lua.ted.

..
'"l,

a'

.·0 .

5. i~H.arent.ly, :in eye and interest. are Al:lo directed to-::~rd the u.;..x ••
for ~A~~~J,C!..A.~~!!tl":l ~_m._o.t:_tl.;!i_J.~-~~~..P~u4 arc observed. t'hi3 interc.:t.
i.o :U.so evldcn1. in 'the ):&per ent.H.led "i'..ccl:e-.s BC!h:Ui'cl-th'ft'lronti:!rtain",
:;.--e::ent.ed bc!ore the ~~ convention cf tho ....:ericzn J:tocket. Joc:iety in iie.,;
iark City G!l 4 Decaber•l952, by Ceorge f. oi'L.-tton, also cf .Aero}.ihysics ileputcent. lliorth k:eri~ A.rl.&tion, l.Dc. )ami a.uoci&t.ad vith Coil.

_.,.be

6. or incidmtal interest
tha fa.ct. that lU..i. (l:a.ticm&l .aeronautical
..ssociAt.ian) succe.sted palite:Q- =:1 perh&p3 indirec:Uy .to Dr. iii.edel t.h:1t h:
disassociAte bi.Del!' from oUicial :maabership o:1. C.iZ..

..--

?
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"Request you investigate circumstances surrounding the sighting by
Ll?yd C. Booth of Conway, South Carolina, of an unidentified flying
obJect.
Booth runs a store and service station on Highway 701, eight
miles north of Conway, S.C.
The story of his sighting received considerable publicity in the February issue of the newspaper Columbia State of
Columbus, S.C. 150.
-Her~'s how BillE BOOK files discribe Booth's UFO:"Large oblong-shaped object
appear1ng to be a dull gray color.
Traveled slowly at a low altitude. Observer fired at object with a pistol and it shot upward at a high rate of speed.
Object carried 1~icJ a low humming sound." 151. ·
On the same BillE BOOK case file card is this "conclusion." Conclusion:
"Navy Blimp." The reason for this conclusion was the following:"Pope AFB, S.C.,
reported that 3 navy blimps were in the area at the time of the sighting and that
it was a great possibility that Mr. Booth saw one of them.
The observer doubts
the possibility of the object being a blimp." 152.

l'.'e will learn what Mr. Booth thought of the blimp explanation when we reach
February 19th.
"Priority message." February 6th
A priority message from McChord AFB, Washington, alerted BLUE BOOK to the
following:
"A B-36 aircraft was in flight in the vicinity of Spokane, Washington,
when one round white omnidirectional light was sighted at 0913Z time. The
light was at an altitude of approximately 7,000 ft. on a southeast course
circling and rising as it proceeded.
It was visually observed for a period of three to five mintues.
The B-36 made 180 degree descending turn
toward the light which was estimated to be moving at a speed of 150 to ZOO
knots.
The aircraft was inbound to Spokane 15 miles out and located over
Rosalia, Washington." 153.
February 9th.
copy)

The CIA spies on the civilian UFO investigators. (See photo

Release of the Tremonton film.
A memorandum found in BLUE BOOK files describe how the Air Force agonized over
how to honor a summer 1952 promise to the newsmedia that UFO evidence like the
Tremonton film would not be withheld:
"During a trip to Washington, D.C., on 29 January 1953 Capt. Ruppelt
was informed that the press had learned about the Tremonton, Utah,
movies and that ~tr. Al Chop of the Office of Public Information, Department of Defense, Col. Teabert of AFOIN-2, and others believe that
the movies should be released in accordance with the promise made this
summer to the press that no information on the subject of Unidentified
Flying Objects would be withheld.
Capt. Ruppelt agreed with this
point and it was decided that the factual data on this incident would
be sent to Capt. Harry B. Smith, AFOIN-2A2, who would pass it on to
~tr. Chop who in turn would write the release.
The telecon also requested that the release be forwarded to ATIC for coordination." 154.
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"How probable was the seagull theory?''
Dr. J. Allen Hynek later wrote abrut the Tremonton UFO film and suggests
that the frames probably were given the best analysis possible although the
investigation, as he saw it, had serious gaps. The Navy people believed
the images showed "intelligently controlled vehicles," but the Air Force
experts classified the images as "possible seagulls." How probable was
the Air Force's answer? According to BLUE BOOK records, Hynek points out,
not very probable.
Hynek refers to the following BLUE BOOK message as
proof:
"On 9 Feb 53 ~tr. Chop called that he had written the release and showed
it to Col Smith of AFOIN-ZA. They believe that there would be a question
asked as to the findings of the Air Force and Navy photo labs and that
these reports would have to be released.
If they weren't released, the
press would begin to think tftey contained some 'hot' material and that the
Air Force was holding back some important data. ATIC concurred that this
could happen, and that if it did happen it could create a great deal of excitement.
"The Air Force lab analysis concludes that:
a. They are reasonably certain that the brightness of the images
on the film exceeds that of any bird.
b. The objects are not spherical balloons.
c. The objects could be aircraft. (Note: the absence of sound
almost rules out aircraft. Aircraft in a 'dogfight' can be
In addition, the area of the
heard at almost any altitude.
sighting was not a restricted air space area and it is doubtful
that such flying would be carried on in the airways.)
"The Navy report says the objects are:
a. Self-luminous or light sources.
b. Could not be aircraft or balloons.
c. No bird is known which can reflect enough light to cause the
images shown on the film.
"It can be noted that the Navy people deduced this fran their analysis of
the brightness of the images on each frame.
This required about a 1,000
It was brought out by two astronomers who heard a Navy briefing
manhours.
on the analysis of the movies that the method used to measure the brightness
of each spot ~as wrong, therefore, the results of the entire study was wrong.
"The subject of the release was discussed with Lt Col Johnson and Col Mt
Duffy and· it was decided that the movies would be released without comment
as to what the:· were and hope that no questions were asked about the Navy report.
This is a 'calculated' risk of another big 'flap.'
"The other alternative is to quickly get more data on the subject. Several
things can be done and are listed below in the order of how soon they could
be accomplished.
a. As far as gulls are concerned the big question is, how much
light will be reflected? Can you see a gull reflecting light
and not recognize that it is a gull?
To check this it would be
necessary to go to a location where you have a lot of gulls and
bright sunlight and take movies with a 3-inch lens .
It would be
necessary to know hov; far the J:!Ulls were away each time a movie was
At this time of the year Florida is the only place where
taken.
sunshine and gulls can be assured.
b. Using special funds, have General ~!ills release a group of pillow
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balloons arranged in the same sequence as the objects are in the
movies and measuring the distance at which the movies were taken
c. Have two aircraft do maneuvers at various altitudes and photograph
them.
d. Request that the Navy re-do the study using the methods of density
measurement that are prescibed by the astronomers.
"Conclusion:
"If it is deemed advisable to release the movies quickly, state that the
Air Force cannot positively identify the objects but they are reasonably
sure that they are balloons or gulls consequently no further effort is going to be put into the incident. If the Navy and Air Force reports are requested, state that due to the meager data they used, the reports must be
discOWlted.
It would be rather poor policy to state that the Navy made an
error in the beginning of their analysis.
"If it is too much of a risk to do this (suggestion in paragraph 6) immediately go ahead with items a, b, and c of paragraph 5 on a high priority
basis.
"Recarmendations:
"It is recarmended that the above plan be given to AFOIN-2A2 and let them
confer with the Director of Intelligence on the subject of a release." 155.
BLUE BOOK scientific advisor Dr. J. Allen Hynek has this to add:
"The recarmendation that additional tests be undertaken to determine
whether the UFOs could possibly of seagulls or aircraft was never followed
up; the case was dropped, and the possibilty of seagulls or aircraft left
wide ooen." 156.
February -lOth. "Playing like puppets on a string."
Errie objects inspect Quartermaster Depot;
"This report pertains to the observation of unusual aerial objects
by four persons at the Richmond Quartermaster Depot, Richmond, Va. The
time of sighting was approximately 0615 hours, 10 Feb 53.
"On 11 February 1953, Charles L. Camp, civilian -guard, Riclinond Quartermaster Depot, was interviewed and stated that at approx~tely 0615 hours,
10 February 1953, he was at the southwest end of Warehouse 13l,which is
located in the southeast section of the Depot, and in his vehicle when he
saw approaching from the east, at an altitude of approx~tely 400 feet,
two objects, circular in shape, approximately 20 feet in diameter which
appeared luminous, colored orange in the center and blue at the edge, the
These objects passed directly
approxjmate color of a flourescent lamp.
over Camp's head, proceeding southwest at a 'slow speed.'
They hovered
over a 75 foot water tower located at the southwest end of the depot and
Camp described them as 'playing like puppets on a string.'
Shortly thereafter the objects disappeared over the horizon in the vicinity of Warehouse 44 which is located approximately 160 feet south of the water tower.
Camp proceeded to 8th <;treet in the vicinity when the objects disappeared,
at which time the ob_iects reappeared and prQCeeded in a westerly direction
turned north towards Camp and then reversed themselves and proceeded out of
sight toward the south, traveling at a 'tremendous rate of speed.'
Camp
stated that the period over which he observed the obiects was approximately
five minutes.
Camp st?ted that he heard no sounds emitted by the objects
during the time he observed them. 157.

80
The objects seen from a point two miles from the depot.
"On 11 Feb 53 Jessie E. Kent, Civilian Guard, Ricbnond Quartennaster Depot,
was interviewed and stated that at approximately 0615 hours, 10 Feb 53, he
was at the dam located approximately two miles northeast of the Richmond
Quartermaster Depot. ~~ile standing on the dam, Kent observed two yellowish colored flat circular objects over the water at an altitude of approximately 150 feet.
The objects emitted no sound and were hovering over the
water moving arOlDld and abrut each other.
Kent stated that he thought that
they were going to land in the water.
After approximately two minutes the
objects went straight up into the air and disappeared from sight moving vertically at an extremely rapid rate of speed.
Kent stated that the objects
were clearly visible to him; that they were approximately 20-25 feet indiameter and that there were no openings visible on the objects." 158.
The objects as seen frcm the depot's main gate.
"CXI. 11 Feb 53 Harry L. Derr, Civilian Guard, Richmond Quartennaster
Depot, was interviewed and stated that at approximately 0615 hours 10
Feb 53, while at the main gate of the Richmond Quartennaster Depot, he
observed two objects or lights approaching him from the northeast at a
distance of 1~ miles, at an altitude of approximately 1,000 feet and
approximately 200 feet apart.
The objects passed over the Elk Pastrue
approximately 500 feet south of the main gate.
At this point, the objects passed rut of Derr's line of vision.
Derr stated that he has spent
considerable time in the vicinity of airports and that he is certain that
three lights were not navigation lights, landing lights or any other type
of light that he has observed on conventional aircraft.
Derr stated
that the objects or lights were circular in shape, yellowish in color
and that the objects did not emit a beam of light. Derr stated that
from his vantage point, the light appeared approximately 18 inches in
diameter." 1 59.
The objects as seen from the depot's north gate.
"On 12 Feb 53, Carlisle E. Fields, Civilian Guard, Richmond Quartermaster Depot, was interviewed and stated that at approximately 0600
hours, 10 Feb 53, he was at the north gate of the Richmond Quartermaster
Depot when he observed two objects coming toward him from the north at
an altitude of approximately 150 feet.
The objects appeared to be circular in shape, approximately 36 inches in diameter and were colored orange
in the center with purplish-blue edges.
The objects passed over Fields'
head and proceeded sruth at approximately 35 miles per hour 'dancing and
darting abrut. '
Fields, who was in a vehicle, fo1li:>wed and observed the
objects as they proceeded sruth to the water tower mentioned in paragraph
3.
Fields met Camp at 8th street, stopped and observed the objects with
Camp.
In the vicinity of the water tower the obi ects 'darted and danced
abrut' and then 'danced out of sight' to the sruth at a slow rate of speed,
approximately 38 miles per hour.
Fields stated that at no time was there
any noise emitted by the objects." 160.
To sum up, the investigating Air Force officer wrote:
"All of the witnesses interviewed stated that the atmosphere was extremely clenr at the time of the sighting; that there were no clouds in the
sky IIIlis was confirmed by the base weather office, l;mgley AFB, \'a. I ;and
that the ohjects were• plajnly vjsihle to them all.
The wH.nesses advised
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that they distinctly saw the shapes and characteristics of the objects. No
distinct markings or openings or irregularities on the surface of the objects were observed by the witnesses.
All of the witnesses appeared to
be reliable, intelligent, sober individuals who were well acquainted with
conventional aircraft. All of the witnesses stated that they have never
previously observed any similar objects and could offer no logical explanation for the sighting." 161.
One should take note of how the subjective data, estimated speeds and altitudes, vary in the different accounts,although one must make same allowance for
the fact that each witness viewed the objects from different locations and possibly at slightly different times. An exception was Fields and camp viewing the
ob~ects from the south end of the depot where together the two men observed the
objects fly away. Camp claims the objects departed at a "tremendous rate of
speed" while Field claimed tre ob.iects disappeared from sight at a slow rate
of speed, approximately 35 miles per hour. '!his discrepancy might h:we been
cleared up by a reinterview but BLUE BOOK records indicate no such effort on
the part of the Air Force.
The A.V. Roe "saucer."
On February 11, 1953 the Canadian public was informed by the newspaper
Toronto Star that their rovernment had been busy on a saucer-Eke aircraft
for same tllne and a wooden mockup had been recently completed.
A fully
functional phototype was envisioned as a possibilty by the year 1955.
Looking back, UFO researcher Gray Barker wrote in 1960 that the announcement
of the A. V. Roe developnent was an attempt to give the impress ion to the public
that:" ... all saucers could be explained away as quite ordinary." 162.
~fr. Baker also called attention to the theorizing of a Dr. Leon Davidson who
favored the idea UFOs were U.S. secret weapons which were being used by the
Pentagon to confuse and frighten Hoscow. 163.
The "flying saucer" as a deterrent? \\'ell, a deterrent that is secret is
useless.
You have to present your potential enemy with knowledge of yrur
potential power, preferably exaggerated, to deter him from attacking. What
you have to do is to permit yrur enemy same insight into the scope of your
weapon system.
Certainly the psychological value of hinting that the Western countries processed a revolutionary interceptor was not lost on American
experts when a Russian bomber attack was expected in the next 24 months,
something that had to be discouraged by any means.
A secret U.S. weapon?
Dr. Leon Davidson received same special treatment from the Air Force although he did not seem to have any special credentials.
He was invited to
a private showing of the (then) highly secret Tremonton UFO movie by Air
Force Colonel William Adams, Deputy Director for Estimates, Directorate of
Intelligence, back on Octoher 23, 1952.
We do not k1ow what sort of briefing Dr. Davidson got, but for years afte~~rd he pushed the secret weapon
theory, so whatever he was told did not change his opinion. Perhaps he was
encruraged somehow after some Pentagon authorities noticed a July 30, 1952
story about him in The Washing!nn Post. (See photocopied newsclipping)
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The Roe story.
The Canadian press report prompted BLUE BOOK to seek more information because they knew nothing about \·!hat was suppose to be a Canadian government
project (Proje~t 'Y'), so Ruppelt's team had the American Air Attache stationed in Ottawa make inquiries through official channels.
It was determined that
the supposed saucer was an experimental private effort by the A.V. Roe company
and was h2.rdly more than a sketch on a drawing board.
That anything of an
impressive nature had been built, the American Attache attributed to "wishful
thinking" by an imaginative newspaper reporter.
In spite of the fact that the Roe machine was more artwork than hardware,
U.S. Air Force did becarne interested when it learned that the tooted saucer
was the brain child of a legitimate English engineer John M. Frost who had
had previously designed a real plane, one of Canada's all-weather interceptors,
therefore the American military decided to maintain an active interest in the
man's work on a continous basis. 164.
Speaking of a psychological deterrent, of particular interest to American
Intelligence was the fact that Frost's work seemed to be an ootgrowth of sarne
early German experiments, as well as same concepts originated by Frenchman
Henri Coanda.
The possibility these European ideas were being entertained
by the Russians was sarnething to worry about.
The CIA's Chief of f<pplied
Science Division, W.E. Lexow,wrote sarne years ago:"Since our first information on Project 'Y' (the Roe craft) in early 1953, ASD has been on the alert
for information which might indicate that the Soviets were working on such a
project." 165.
Knowledge of Russian advances in the race for air supremacy was limited in
the 1950s and often the U.S. was victimized by rumors suscessfully spread by
Moscow's disinformation agents.
For example, during this period some in the
Pentagon believed the Communists had achieved a major breakthrough:"As early
as 1953 there had been reports of a Russian nuclear plane with a shield made
of a mysterioos substance called I..C6K." 166.
UFO paces aircraft.
February 13th.
8:30 - 9:30 p.m. Vichy, Missouri.

An Air Intelligence Information Report states:
"Capt. Robert B. Bailey, the pilot of a C-47, on a coorse of 43 d~grees,
7,000 feet altitude and at an indicated airspeed of 170 knots, not1ced
an unusual object in the vicinity of the Vichy Radio Range Station, which
approximated a circular light which, from my position, appeared to be
The light of varying intensity apapproximately one foot in diameter.
peared to be on a collision-interception course from approximately 238
degrees.
I turned on my landing lights to warn the object of my presence and notified the co-pilot and Crew Chief of my sighting.
They
corroborated my observation and watched as the object appeared to position
itself approximately one mile off the left wing or at 328 degrees.
The
light varied in intensity and color from red through amber to green. It
remained visible for 5-10 minutes during which time it dropped back, relative to the aircraft, then increased its speed and made three dives and
zooms on a course parallel to that of the aircraft before disappearing.
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The Crew Chief and a seaman passenger reported the light disappeared upward at a right angle to the previous course.
I executed a CIRVIS inflight report to the Vichy Radio Range Station." 167.
February 13th. Strange lights over Carswells AFB.
The primary witness to this incident was a third shift worker at the Convair
Aircraft Plant, Fort Worth Division, Texas. The military report on the case
reads:
"At 0235 in the morning of 13 Feb 53, a civilian visually observed 3
very bright lights traveling across the sky over Fort Worth, Texas. The
weather was clear and calm.
These unidentified objects were traveling
fran F.SE toward the observer at a moderate rate of speed (Cruising speed
of a F-86).
The 3 lights had the same intensity as the rotating beacon
at Carswell AFB.
All 3 lights were of similar intensity, and white in
color except the center light which was bluish-green. These lights were
observed for a period of 10-15 minutes until disappearing out of sight.
"The lights were first observed approximately 500 feet apart and appeared
The light suddenly accelerated a distance
stacked in a vertical echelon.
of 1,500 feet and came to a complete stop. In sequence the other 2 lights
duplicated this maneuver. After assuming the original formation these
light.s repeated the same maneuver only ending up inhorizonal echelon.
These maneuvers appeared to take place over a distance of 2 miles and at
an altitude at or below 4,000 feet.
After the 3 lights came to a standstill in a third maneuver they were arranged in a vertical echelon; then
with the center light acting as a pivot the 2 outer lights maneuvered in
a swinging motion resembling the motion of a kite's tail.
The lights
were next observed in a steep climb and attained an altitude of approximately 20,000 feet very rapidly." 168,
Scotland. February 13th. The afternoon.
"Il\'\'F.RNESS: Grey, oval object. When it turned sideways was of a cigarlike shape.
It disappeared twice but came back again into view -and
darted back and forth with great rapidity, says Mr. George Mac Pherson,
one of the observers .. •" 169.
Thousands see "bulb" over San Francisco.
The Bay Area wa~ treated to a rare double feature on February 13th. Beginning at 3:30 a.m. Friday morning "Blinky'' appeared above Ilneryville traveling
east to west, taking two and half hours to move out of sight as it jumped acalifornia Highway Patrolmen Lee Wood and A1
round in an erratic manner.
1\Jrner were parked at Eastshore Highway and University Avenue at 5:00 a.m.
Lawman TUrner told the press:
"It was a white ball of light or fire, approximately 3,000 feet high.
It was traveling in a westerly direction at about 250 to 300 mph. fran
over the Richmond hills. It passed directly over the Golden Gate Bridge."
170.
TWenty mintues later another Highway Patrolman on the Golden Gate Bridge
watched the UFO approach. Patrolman James t-1organ observed "Blinky'' through
binoculars:
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"J first saw it over Alcatraz, traveling west.
It appeared to be 3,000
feet high. judging by the height of the 700 foot bridge towers. There was
no noise.
It was perfectly round in shape, and of bright but not brilliant
white color.
I watched it disappear past the Faralloon Islands." 171.
A Toll Collector for the Golden Gate
That eveninr the phenomenon returned.
Bridge, ·Fred Peterson, was quoted by the San Francisco Examiner as saying:
"I saw it first at 5:50p.m. and for five minutes thereafter, a round white
light that made big, slow circles in the sky just above China Beach.
It
wasn't too high, but higher than the bridge towers. A number of motorists
saw it as they drove up the approach fran San Francisco.
It was amber
colored,changing to silver at times." 172.

Thousands of citizens of San Fracisco witnessed the object's passage but we
will quote just the GOC civil liefense people manning the post atop t.fount Sutro,
Michael Nor an, Rudy Pugh, Ray Rogoway and Roy Haner. Moran's account was precisely the same as the others:
"Object sighted:Round. Color:Black with silver. Behavior:Went straight
up, then straight down; also circling. Estimated altitude 10,000 feet.
Characteristics: Two flicking vapor trails, definitely not jet type. Sound
Deep throb. Position: Directly over tower. First sighted 5:58 p.m. Length
of sighting: Tewnty-four minutes. Weather: Clear. Visibility: Unlimited."
173.
Al Chop and Donald Keyhoe.

Mid-February.

In mid-February Al Chop telephoned Keyhoe to notify him that sane more UFO
reports had been cleared for his use by Air Force Intelligence.
Keyhoe was
happy about that but his mind WciS on the important Tremonton UFO film so he
asked OJ.op, without much hope for good news, about the fate of the remarkable
footage.
Chop said:"It' s definitely settled.
There's
Chop's reply stwmed Keyhoe.
going to be a press showing." 17 4.
Excited, Keyhoe said he would dash right over to Chop's office in the Pentagon to learn the details.
Chop was agreeable and proposed that they discuss
matters over lunch.
Quickly arriving at Chop's office, Keyhoe found his friend in conference so
he passed the time looking over the UFO reports the Air Force had cleared.
Scanning the stack of material on Chop's desk, Keyhoe came across the January
29th jet chase near t-1illinocket, ~Iaine, when the F-94 pilot exclaimed to his
crewman, the radar operator, that he would never admit seeing the UFO even
The pilot's reaction brotherthough it "stood out like a sore thumb." 175.
ed Keyhoe who wondered how many other pilots had felt the same way and had
never reported their experience. Just then Chop walked into the roan. Looking up,Keyhoe's attention was drawn to his friend's uneasy manner.
It was obvious something was wrong. Chop confessed that some people in Air
~orce Intelligence were getting jittery about the suggested release of the Tremonton film and how to word the proposed statement to the news media that was
to accanpany the film, however, as far as Chop knew, the press showing was still
on and was set for the follOn'ing week.
Also, Chop confirmed that UFO photo-
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grapher Delbert Newhouse's written statement on the incident would be made
available to the Fourth Estate, as well as the results of tests conducted
by the Navy and Air Force laboratories.
These lab papers would be original drafts which concluded the objects photographed were unexplainable.
Keyhoe pressed Chop for the exact words in the Air Force press release
hoping for something akin to a dramatic admission that the UFO film really
proved something, however Chop insisted that the Air Force would not do any
This seemsuch thing and wruld simply refuse to speculate on the matter.
ed incomprehensible to Keyhoe who declared that the Air Force could not
just let the issue hang and risk a public uproar, view Chop shared.
Asked
point blank by Keyhoe what the chances were for the Air Force to adrni t UFOs
were fran outer space, Chop snapped :"That's absolutely out. There's enough
opposition even to showing the film."
176.
UFO alert! February 17th. Los Alamos.
Word went out to the Los Alamos, New Mexico, Protective Force Network on
the 17th to be on the alert for unidentified flying objects. What trigger·
ed this alert is not mentioned in BLUE BOOK files but we have a reference to
the forementioned alert which, as the record shows, was forwarded to the
17th District Office of Air Force Special Investigations, Kirtland AFB,
originating from the Los Alamos Security unit.
On the 17th the alert paid
off when a Los Alamos gurad posted at Station 11470 detected something with
binoculars at 6:10 p.m. , He spotted a trio of blue-white objects to the
north abrut 30 degrees above the horizon.
The evening sky was clear and
the air cool ,dry, and windless.
The objects and their motions as depicted
in the official record were not spectacular so one wonders what "set off''
the excitement.
177.
Perhaps our question is answered by what happened
at Los Alamos the next day, February 18th.
February 18th.
Very early in the morning on February 18,1953 something bright and fiery
flashed over Los Alamos.
At 1:25 a.m. Protective Force Stations #470 and
#515 were startled by the sudden appearance of a speeding fireball in the
eastern sky.
The gurad at Station II 515 estimated that the object flashed
by only 1-1~ miles away while falling at an angle of 15-20 degrees with reference to the horizon.
According to cne witness:"Cbject was traveling at
a high rate of speed fran south to north.
~nen it first appeared it was
bright green, but as it turned red it seemed to lose speed and altitude
then vanished in the sky."
178.
The green fireballs were back!
'1\'hy no UFO reports from Iceland?
UFOs were seen all over the world but one ldll find few non-American
cases in Air Force records since not much of an effort was made to gather
such reports.
A letter from the U.S. Air Attache in Iceland informs us of
just one reason for the lack of UFO reports being forwarded:
"Quite often there have been reports of flying saucers included in the
local newspapers which arrived at this section long after they were observed, which is the main reason for their not having been reported. Ho~>' 
ever, this section nCM has the services of a full-time translator and
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these reports will be available to us within a short period after the incidents occur and will be reported." 179.
Project PINBALL.
Concern over further Russian incursions into North America was hiQh at Ladd
'~ · AFB, Alaska.
Suspicious phenanena was carefully monitored:
"Project 'PINBALL,' the collection and analysis of information pertaining to unidentified activities as gathered by the outlying radar sites,
is being continued; graphs were being prepared daily. All plots canpiled
by the Intelligence office are forwarded to the Alaskan Air Command Intelligence Directorate for further collation and evaluation.
The results of
this project are estimated to be good.
"A total of four unidentified flying objects reports had been received by
the Intelligence Office during this quarter. The Intelligence Section was
credited with the finding of a solution to these reports and those received
during O:tober, November, and December of 1952. After careful examination
of the facts submitted with the reports and after thorough interrogation of
the personnel who made the observations, it was discovered that every report
had sane instances of similarity. Major Walter K. Henry, Commander of the
Weather Detachment at Ladd, was consulted and invited to review the subject
reports.
"The theory of weather phenanena was disregarded and the theory of astronomical bodies entering into our atmosphere was set aside in view of the
fact that the similarity of these reports and the facts submitted in them
was such that could be readily explained.
It was agreed to conduct an experiment at Ladd Air Force Base with the belief that a solution to these
unidentified objects could be reached.
On the night of 17 February 1953,
at approximately the same hour as most of the sightings were observed, and
under almost the same weather conditions, a group of all available personnel who had reported such sightings were assembled with Major Ahlstrom in
charge . At a given time, a PIBAL weather balloon with a light was released.
It was agreed by all persons that what they saw that night was beyond a doubt
the same object reported in their sightings. A check-back of PIBAL reports,
for time~ coincident with observations, further substantiated those sightings." 180.

I·

Lacking any other information on what was going on, one has to accept the
simple explanation offered, yet now read what oceurred the next morning at
another air base(Elmendorf) in another part of Alaska:
"At approximately 18/04SSZ February 1953 an unidentified red light was sighted
in the vicinity of Elmendorf AFB by the following members of the 39th Air Police Squadron: A /2C Darce R. O:lan, A/2C Jewell W. Willingham, N3C Augustus J.
Wordmute, N3C Robert A. Wood, and A/B Norman B. Motts.
"The object is described as a large red light,estimated to be 36 inches in
diameter from a distance of 3/8 ths of a mile and an altitude of 1500 feet.
Its shape was not clearly defined, but appeared to be round. It emitted no
srund nor ~re there any discernible trails of exhau~t patterns. Weather at
the time of the sighting was a measured 5500 feet overcast, visibility 10
miles, wi nd 15-16 knots fran 170 to 185 degrees .
"The ob.iect first appeared approximately at th€' west end of runway OS. At
the time of the initial observation its altitude was estimated to be 1500
feet.
However it was described as climbing gradually and was traveling at
a speed a little slower than a jet. The object tra\'elled in a southwesterly
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direction and crossed Anchorage to a point just beyond the city limits when
it circled to the west to a position out over the middle of knik arm, but on
a line with the city.
"Ole fighter intercepter was scrambled in an effort to intercept. As the jet
became airborne there was a noticeable increase in the speed of the object.
When it reached a point midway across the arm, the light climbed vertically
at a speed far in excess of any jet observed by the airmen and disappeared
fran sight.
The fighter reported no contact at any time.
A nearby radar
site was alerted and was operational during the entire period but reported
no sighting.
"The duration of the sighting was five to ten minutes.
J.:o weather balloons
were released during the period. All airmen have previously observed falling stars and declared the sighting did not resemble such natural phenomenon.
A similar sighting was made the previous evening, but was tmknown to the airmen.
"Cmments of Preparing Officer:
"All persons who could have knowledge of this sighting have been interrogated.
The light still remains unidentified." 181.
Febn1ary 18th.

The CIA reports back to the IAL.

It should be remembered that the Intelligence Advisory Calrni ttee, desiring to
advise the policy-making National Security Council, had enpowered the CIA toestablish the Robertson panel to review(judge?) the UFO problem.
The results, as
we have seen, were controversial and canplex, yet the lAC only learned about the
two-page conclusion produced by the scientific panel which was delivered to the
advisory body on February 18, 19 53. The CIA official that suhni tted the document to the lAC, James Q. Reber, all but gave the Coup de Grace to the possibilitly the NSC would issue a directive.
Such a direct1ve would mean official
authorization of any number of serious proposals(or as Ruppelt claimed, formal
recognition of the extraterrestrial theory). 182.
Banner headline: EXTRA! SAUCERS FIRST CONrACf REVEALED.
Subhead : WELCCJ.l.E SPACE VISITCRS.
01 February 19, 1953 a "newspaper" appeared in Los Angeles with the forementioned amazing announcement. A close inspection revealed that the paper
was a neatly done, one man effort, relating. minutely the alleged experiences
of its editor and publisher, Orfeo Angelucci.
A huge mother ship was suppose to be in orbit around the Earth, sending
down smaller "crystal discs" to survey mankind's civilization, according to
the lonp, newstory.
The eight page "newspaper" is largely autobiographical but it does discuss the "splendid beings," almost angels, that pilot the saucers and the
reasons why Angelucci was selected to act as sort of an evangelist on behalf
of the space visitors.
Angelucci, a plastic fabrication worker employed by the Burbank plant of
the Lockheed Aircraft Cdrporation, hoped his "newspaper," the Twentieth
~Times, would be publish~ re!ltllarly and made a stron!' p1tch for subSCTIDers:-DUt the venture flopped and only one issue was printed, however
~fr. Angelucci later developed his claims ft~lly in a 1955 book: The Secret of
the Saucers.
- ---- I f th1s "newspaper" counts, then Orfco would qualify as the world's first
"published" contactec, beating .Mamski by months.
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(Right) BLUE BOOK message concerning the Lake Erie sighting.
The message reads:"The following incident was reported by
Associated Press to Al Chop of
OPI and was forwarded for your
information and any desired action.
Claire Range on duty
station with GOC at Lake Erie
reported the following observation to the Buffalo Filter
Center as occurring at 3: 30 P.
M. 22 Feb 53.
A silver chrane
object shaped like a saucer,
approximately 100' in diameter,
was observed about 1 Ia mile out
It was
over lake Erie going W.
reflecting light brightly.
No
propulsion observed, no sound
heard."
(Below) A rare item, a newsstory
in the Communist press about the
subject of UFOs.

·vltooslavianiJ See-.1
Genuine

~saucers'

BELGRADE, Feb. 18 (UP)-·

Puz2.1.2d D.Jgrade learned yes·
terday that the flying saucers'
set>ri o\o·er the capil::~l last week

really were _flying sauc-ersminiature radlo.,conlrolled models.
The Aviation Model Institute
oaiJ It t~st ftighteu a yard wine,
4-pound sauce-r o\·er the city
in prepa1·aUon for the annual
blrthrlav celehratlon for Mar·
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Surge in UFO sightings noted.
A couple of d~ys after his talk with Al Chop, Keyhoe met with the Air Force
PIO again to receive sane more declassified UFO reports.
As Chop handed over
the paperwork, he mentioned some concern over a sudden increase of reports, 42
of them from military sources alone between February 1st to the 17th.
The
spurt of UFO reports had not yet shown up in an increase in public sightings
but Chop, and apparently others in the military, feared another "July 1952"
was about to occurr. 183.
"Saucer shooter" Lloyd Booth.
Was the UFO reported by Lloyd Booth a blimp?
Here's Booth's answer as it appeared in the February 19, 1953 issue of the
Conway, South Carolina, newspaper The Field:
"The Horry County farmer who on January 29 becll!le the only man in the world
to shoot a flying saucer today debunked a CAA suggestion that he might actually have 'woonded' a Navy blimp.
"Lloyed C. Booth, 29, said:' I have seen many blimps and I've even been in
one.
I'd certainly know a blimp when I see one 80 feet over my head.'
"That was the height of the unidentified object which floated slowly over
Booth's farm on the eventful night and which soared away after he shot at
it with a .22 pistol.
Booth sighted the object after a commotion among his
livestock sent him in search of a possible prowler.
"The blimp suggestion came yesterday from C.W. ,Hall of the CAA control
tower at Bluethenthal Field, Wilmington, N.C.,
Hall said three Navy blimps
were en route from Glynso, Ga., to Weeksville, N.C., on January 29 and that
one of them could have easily have passed over Horry County at midnight when
Booth was patroling his farm.
"High headwinds kept the blimps low, Hall said, which was why Booth spotted
one just ten feet above the lines on his land.
"Booth rejected the blimp possibility on the basis of his past experience
with the craft.
He added:'! was with an anti-aircraft unit for 22 months
during the war and I was trained to identify planes on sight.
If the object I saw and shot was a plane or a blimp, I surely would have known.
I
watched the thing for almost 30 minutes.'"
Also:"It took off at a speed
I'd estimate at 700 miles an hour,' Booth said today.
'I never heard of a
blimp going that fast."'
184.
The newspaper added this:
"CM-man Hall opined that an investigation of the Blimps now at Weekville
would reveal a dent in the bottom of one of them where Booth shot it. The
Navy has not annourruced any such damage or indicated any association with
the shooting since the event was reported.
''Reports of flying saucers have been frequent in this area during the past
few weeks.
One was seen near Myrtle Beach a week before the Booth shooting.
A l\tarine Corps jet pilot pursued and lost a strange craft along the Carolina coast.
Last Friday, another was seen by four people at Myrtle Beach,
heard by another, then seen by six others a fe"·minuteslater over Marion,
S.C.
"Latest reports were made last night when three MyTtle Beach residents
sa"' an unidentified object fly inland at approximately 1000-foot altitude."
185.
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The investigating Air Force officer reported:
"The weather on the night of 29 January 1953 in the Horry County area
was clear and cool with winds about four M.P.H.
This is the .official
report given to me by the 3rd Weather Squadron at Pope Air Force Base, N.C.
This corresponds to the story given by Booth, but not the one given by
the CAA Control Tower.
The report from there stated that high headwinds
kept the blimps flying fran Georgia to North Carolina mrusually low." 186.
"An interesting sidelight." "Is saneone killing the cattle?''
1he same investigating officer wrote:
"Ole interesting sidelight gathered frcrn this hvestigation is that the
people of this area are quite upset over the deaths of so Many of their
cattle. They canplain that every time one of these objects is reportedly
sighted, within twenty-four hours several cows in the vicinity arc found
dead.
The veternarians of this area say that the cattle have died from
caustic or lead poisoning. This may or may have have sane bearing on
the reported sightings." 187.
"ATIC DOCLMENT 123879, Russia."
A secret report from agents behind the Iron Curtain said:
"The following sightings were made in Russia fran November 1952 to
20 February 1953.
1) During the nights of 19 &20 Nov and again on
8 & 12 Dec 52 unusual optical phenanena in the form of lights were observed in northern Russia.
The objects changed color fran red to
white to green and were observed high in the sky pursuing an elliptical
crurse.
01 one occasion one of the objects was observed ascending into the air centered in several light beams directed vertically upward.
Later the beams of light disappeared and the object, giving off light
signals, remained in the air.
Z) On 6 Dec 52 a cigar-shaped object flew
at a tremendous speed fran a northeasterly direction toward obsern.'rs,
ascending in the sky as it pursued its crurse. 3) 01 20 Feb 53 between
1920 and 1950 hrurs a ligt1ted object was observed rapidly ascending and
descending and at the same time moving slowly s~hward . Object appeared
first round and then cigar-shaped, its light changed from red to green,
and its sruthward progress during the half-hrur observation period was
not more than 100 degrees.
"ATIC CCM-fEN'f: It is believed that many of thE'se sightings are the result of Soviet b~ll00n activity.
The Taurid or Geminia meteor snowers
might account for the second sighting." 188.
20 February 1953.
"UFO swoops down on Korea."
Project BllJE BOOK received the following fran the t-larine Corps:
"At approximately 0025 hours on 20 February 1953, a United States t-1arine
Sergeant, John t-llciek, on coorm.mications watch at the camrunication tent
of the Cho-do USMC Garrison, observed an object which resembled a falling
star travel a straight path at an unknown altitude fran the vicinity of
XC-5555.
This li~ht was indicated by a steady white light resmbling a
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star.

As

the light

reac~ed

XC-~555,

the vicinity of

it stopped abrubtly,

and moved back and forth 1n that area.
The steady white light was replaced by a red light and from then on, at intervals of approximately

three seconds, the light flashed alternately red to white.
"Upon recovering from his surprise, Sgt. M.Jciek called to United States
Marine Corporal Hubert Hicks of the Cho-do (XC-6265), North Korea, Garrison, who was in~ide the crmnunication tent. Hicks went outside and
and witnessed the phenomenon.
By this time, the object was no longer
moving arocmd in the area.
It was stationary in the sky, and the light
glowing fran it continued to flash fran red to white at intervals of
three seconds. Approximately one minute after Hicks had joined M..tciek,
the object departed from the vicinity of XC-5555 on a southwesterly course.
"l:ergeant M.Jciek phoned his observations into the U~C Carunand.
"When I was informed of the foregoing, I called Kodak[A radar site?Jand
inquired as to whether they had any unidentified sightings during the perThey replied in the negative and informed me that there
iod in question.
had been an air-cap in the area during that time.
"Today, during a conversation between (deleted) and 1-fajor Pak, Kr.fC
Commander. r.fajor Pak carunented on having seen a flying saucer at approximately the same time with approximately the same phenornentl. as described
by the two Marines.
"Since one of the oddities of the sighted object was that it remained
stationary while holding altitude, in addition to showing lights, and
the ability to stop abruptly in flight, it did not seem to have been a
mistaken sighting of the air-cap which was a propeller driven aircraft.
Further, during the sighting, all witnesses testified, there was no sound,
as one would expect fran a propeller driven aircraft." 189.
Still more UPOs over the Pacific.
A brief Intelligence message
stated:
"A strange egg-shaped object
was observed over Corontalo in
North Celebes on 23 Feb 53.
This object radiated a grayishgreen light and a red light was
seen fran the tail. The obiect
flew swiftly in a north to south
direction." 190.

AUnited Press dispatch tells it
a bit differently. (See photocopy)

Indonesia.

Indonesians See
!High-Flying Disc
i

JAKARTA, Feb. 22 (UP)-In
habitants of l\falang Friday ob
servtd a disc-like object llyln~
•lowly high above the cloud'
In a westerly dlrectlol), Aneta
•
News Agency reported.
Later, the same object was
observed at a lower altitude but
It rose suddenly and disappeared
In a northern direction. The
obJect shone like aluminum and
left behind a reddish trace.
· Various Inhabitants of Mal~ng
yesterday also saw the disc
standing atlll In the aky for a
few moments. The disc sud·
denly disappeared at great
japeed.

February 22th.
Noontime at Adelaide, South Australia, a veteran Australian Air Force officer was at horne relaxing with his wife.
The couple were on the verandah
where they had a good view of the sky when suddenly two disc-shaped ohjects ·
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appeared speeding along side by side.
The objects dipped and then zoaned
away.
The objects were lost to view for a moment, but then after a few
minutes they were spotted again approaching from different directions. The
two objects almost collided.
After the near miss, one UFO banked and shot
skyward, quickly becoming a shrinking speck in the blue.
This case is dated
February 22, 1953. 191.
f.lore UFOs over the Pacific.

Borneo.

February 25th.

A brief Intelligence message stated:
"1-h.mdreds of curious Borneoes troay nanned their necks to watch a bright
star-like object which a ppeared to be rotatin_g in the sky over the oil
town of Seria, emitting twin jets of vapor.
'Flying Saucers,' said the
spect?tors for want of a better explanation. They estim atedits height at
~0,000 and said it was visible for 40 mintues.
Similar phenomenon have
been reported over Borneo several times recently." 192.
February 26th.
The following is a teletype message received from Barksdale AFB, Louisiana:
"FIVE UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS OBSERVED •.. OBJECTS ~P"~'A'IU:D TO BE
CIRa.Jl.AR Discs·; APPROXIMATELY 00£-HALF INCJ-l IN DIAMETER AND OF A YELLOV
1-nJE.
DISTANCE FR(}I OBSERVER TO OBJECfS UNKNCl'.'N.
ESTIJ>IATED ALTIIDDE
ABOVE 10,000 FT.
OBJECTS WERE MCNING IN A CIRa.JJ..AR nmN FRGI WEST TO
EAST IN TRAIL FOOMA.TION.
NO CONTRAIL, SClJND CR EXHAUST N<JI'ICED. TIME
OF SIGHTING 1138 CST.
LOCATICll! OF OBSERVER: SHR.E\'EPCRT LA., VISUAL
SIGHTING OF OBJECTS FR.CM GRUJND AT 45 DEGREE FR.Gl OBSERVER.
"'THREE OF 1HE OBJECTS SUDDENLY VANISHED WHILE Th'O REMAINED IN AREA NCRlli
WEST OF CI1Y AT SAME ANGLE AND ALTITUDE PERFCRMING ERRATIC MANEI.NERS SUQ{
AS SQUARE, ANGULAR TURNS, RAPID UP AND IX:J\'N MOJH.fENTS AND FWITER.ING
M<JI'IONS FCR APPROXIMATELY HALF MINIUE \\'HEN CM OBJECT VANISHED fR.(}I SIGHT.
LAST IIDIAINING OBJECT CONTII\'IJED f.IANEIJVERS FOR APPROXINATELY TWO MII\'lUES
A.ND VANISHED TO NCRlli WEST.
INTERCEPTirn AND IDENTlriCATIOO ACTICN N<JI'
TAKEN.
OBJECTS WERE OBSERVED FCR A TOTAL OF APPROXIMA.TELY 4 MINUTES.
"OBSERVER IS AIR-11\N 27 YEARS OF AGE Willi TEN YEARS EXPERIENCE CN AIRCRAFT.
HE IS A PRIVATE PILaf Willi 500 HaJRS PILaf TINE. 193.
27 February 53. "Circling the moon."
UFOs over Brooks AFB, Texas. fran 2345 26February to 0100 27 February.
Statement of witness:
"It was about 23 : 40 on the 27th of February 1953 when on my way to work
I spotted a single bright light moving at a high rate of speed. At
first I thought it to be a star or meteor, but it did not move fast
enough or at randum like a shooting star.
It first appeared in the
south-west and was traveling north and made a definite pattern of flight

*At arm's length?

December 15, 1952
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Mr. Miles E. Goll

Box 9575
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base
Ohio
Dear Mr. Goll:
This letter report describes propress for the period from
November 11, 1952, to December 10, 1952.
Sighting reports up to and includinr July 25, 1952, hav<: b~en
processed. Except for reports dated 1947 and 1948, all sirhtinr. re~orts
up to and including June, 1952, have been evaluJ.ted. The sighting
reports for 1947 and 1948 were returned from Harvard University on
November 20. Because the reports and the forrtl.9 which had beer. filled in
and placed with the folders were mixed up, these reports will not be
ready for evaluation until about December 15.

•

Two evaluation conferences of two days each were held during
this report period, on November 12 and 13, and on December 3 and 4.
During the report period, evaluation has been more difficult than for~erly, because the amount and quality of data in the average report have
increased. Evaluation conferences will be scheduled in the future as
reports are available.
The rotation system for handling sightinr reports, whereby no
more than 100 sighting reports are pe:nni tted away from WPAFB at any one
time, has f~ctioned with a minimum of delay.
Coding and evaluation of 1952 sighting reports will continue.
The preliMinary analysis of data on all sightinr reports dated before
1952 will begin as soon as th~ 1947 a~d 19L8 reports can be straightened
out and evaluated. Results of tb.is analysis will be given to ;,-r•AFF at
the earliest possible time. It is hoped that the results will Ge available by January 1, 1953. By about January 15, 1953, all sightinr reports
dated before August 10, 1952, will p::-obably be processed and evaluated,
ready for IBM analysis.
Dr. J. Allen Hynek, The C·hlo State University, gave advice concerning eeveral s i rhtin[ reports durin;: the re; .ort period.
Very truly yours,

Willian T. Reid
Supervisor
\.'J'R:eg
cc:

Capt. F. H. Me Gc·vcrn

RESrmc-lEtl -·

SECURITY INFORMAi'T~

UNCLASSlt Jt:.U

Janull ry

23, 1953

H.r.

Miles E. Ooll
Box 9575
Wright.-ratt.crs L'n Air Force Ba!k
Ohio
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Dear Mr. Ooll:
This letter rej ·Ort de::cribes progress for the period from
December ll, 1952, to J~<nuary 10, 19SJ.

I

Sighting reportc be 1·c now been procesBed llf> to and includi.n£
Aueust 10, 1952. Evaluat.ior of Bighting reports has been Cl:n j leted for
sighting!! up to and includinG July 15, 1952. Reports for 1947 and 19L6
vere evaluated} theBe reports bad been at Harvard Uni versi t;y, and thus
bad not been eTaluat.ed in chronological order. In our previous letter
to you, dated December 15, 1952, it vas stated that a preliminary analysie
of data frar. all sighting reports aade before 1952 would begin as soon u
possible after the 1947 and 1945 reports vere reprocessed aoc evaluated.
It bad been hoped that results of the preliminary analysis would be avail•
able ~ January 1 1 1953. This bas not been possible, bec~use of tbP. eztensive work required in reprocessing the 1947 and 1946 sigbtin£ reports
after their return fran Harvard Univerdty. Reprocessing of these report!!
required a ore time than anticipated, because many of our forms had been
lost. This bas delayed our consideration of the 1952 sighting reports.
One two-day evaluation conference vas held during this report
period, on December 17 and 16, 1952. As 11entioned in the last progress
report, evaluation of later sighting reports bas been 110re dii'ficult than
!or earlier ones.
Preliminary analysis by I~ machines of data frorr sighting
reports dated before 1952 will begin January 20, 1953. Re.sulta of this
analysis v1ll be sent to \o.'PAFE a.s soon as they are available. The
results will be reported infonn6.lly first to Captain Ruppelt, as he bas
requested. Later, they vill be included in a routine prog:reE! report.
Coding and evaluation of 1952 sighting reports iE continuinc,
with evaluation conferences scheduled as they are necessary. All sighting
reports dated prior to .lu[Ust 2S, 1952, should be processed by February 15,
195.3. C'be period of AUfUSt 10 to 25, 1952, vas one durinE which a large
nUilber of Bi ghti ng reports va~; received.) By this same dA tt,, all reports
dated before A~t 1 1 1952, are expected to be evaluated.

••

Very truly yours,

WTRteg

cc:

Maj. L. G. ww.iii~URITY

UNCLASS!F'l£D
INFORMATION

...
r

Febru£r.f

23,

19~)

ICr. 1111.. L CIOll

8QJ: 9$~

"'ri¢tt.-htte~·st•tl

P-i1· Force I>&ao

Ohio
Dear Kr. Ool11

this letwr ru, crt Oe3Cribes prc..p•cr.:;; !or the pu1.od !r1.1..
January

ll, 1?53, to t'ebruaey 10, 195).

re1-·orl..!o h£-n no·.r ~n pr"cet>s&d Uf• 1.<· am 1r¥:lu1~n;.
I,.nlw:tior1 ot sirhtinr. reporte hal; t.en ccraplete<i fw
ai;b~. 1Zf to anri 1Dclu.d.in[ July )l, 1952.
Sir;htin~·

Oct.oberlS,

l..9)C:.

FreJ S..>in&r) au..lJ·aS.. ~- IBr. u.chines o! datll ~ eight:.nr
report: d.atcd Wort. 195~ be can on .lanu.;;.r;r 26 1 1953. '!hie veri: 18 cont.inui..n{, and result! or the &D&.l)rair vUl 'b<. foz1rorded in..fo~~ te
C&ptair. Rl!Pfoelt ac aeon c 1.hey are aftilablc.

f

I
l

CDe two-day tna.l.u.ation ~onference was held durinr tb1a report
per1oc11 on .Jnrru.ary 22 &n!• ~.3 1 1.953. .Becaee only CCV- \.'P1fEl represent.atin
aa aT&1lablt to 'participD.te 1n tM con!orem:e, les11 t.han the nomal
aacunt or wor.: .u accCII:I•liaru.d. (Ueuall.71 lbO to 200 caaer. can be
ntJ.Qated darinr a two-dar .nl.1U!.tion conference. On .J~· 2Z and 2),
19$), ll:.S cue~ wertJ evalu.tt.ec!.)

Codinr arr evalu&t1or. or 195£ a1;)lt1n:; rero~r 1£ cor:tim:.i.nl,
vi th e1'&l.aat1on conference£ .c:bedcle~ aa they ue oeceua.ey. All
aitbt.il{; l"ttpor~ rcr.Lininc ror t,N; ,-ear lS);: ahi'IUlc he p:-oceuec h1'
March 15, 1~$). B-.: the.".. Bl.mf' d.l.te1 all aitht.inc: rei·Crll' dated prior to
September 1 are e;qK~ted tc be nuuatec:.
Very trul;, yourE 1

';,"fRaeg
CCI

Jll;.j. L. G. '.hltchcz
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· as it circled the moon.
At short intervales a mate to the object
could be seen a short ways behind it.
They continued to circle the
moon in a large oval with the longer part of the oval to the north and
south. Visibility was perfect and at no time did clouds obstruct the
view.
There was only one light on each object and it appeared to be
very bright yet far away.
The night was too clear and I am not capa~le of stating altitude although my estimate of speed was close to 900
m1les per hour as ccrnpared to the jet aircraft I have seen.
The obiect
flew in a quivering sort of way as it wiggled back and forth in flight.
There was no sound and the last I s.aw was when they were heading sooth in
the direction where they were first sighted." 194.
Ruppel t and BillE BOOK learn of George .Mamski.
It took_ a while but finally on February 25, 1953 the report on ldamski by Air
Force Spec1al Agent Donald F. Farbstein, 18th OSI District, was forwarded to
BillE BOOK.
It read in part:
"Investigation was predicated on an anonymrus telephone call on 12
January 1953, indicating that at(deleted) telephone· cruld be learned a
matter of grave concern to the national security. Adamski's secretary
indicated she had information which could only be related to the an and
FBI.
"M interview with .Mamski revealed he was interested in photographing
and reporting on such phenanenon as f"lying saucers and the spacemen Who
fly on these space ships. .Mamski turned over alleged photographs of
'flying saucers' and a message placed on one film pack by alleged 'spacemen.'
Interview with .Mamski was conducted in coordination with the San
Diego Office of the FBI, which office declined investigative jurisdiction."
195.
Battelle rushes its work.
As explained by Dr. Hynek, the Battelle t-lemorial Institute's study of UFO
reports on file with BLUE BOOK was suppose to give support to the Robertson
panel's conclusions.
A series of letters in BillE BOOK files written by
Battelle supervisor William Reid tells of the effort to rush work so as to
ccrnplete the job by early 1953. Besides the unexpected quality and quanity
of the 1952 reports, what also slowed progess was having to retrieve sane of
the early UFO reports,covering the years 1947 and 1948, fran Harvard University where they had evidently been well scrutinized since the dOCllllents were
in disarray.
It is interesting to think that the notorious anti-UFO Harvard
professor Donald ~lenzel had been busy with the files, for sane reason having
the "need to know" as they express it in the Intelligence camuni ty.
Dr.
Menzel was giving numerous lectures and was preparing a book abrut UFOs which
was due out right after the Robertson panel finished its deliberations.
(See photocopies of Reid's letters)
APRO's odd benefactor.
With the passage of time Coral Lorenzen, Director of the Green Bay, Wisconsin, ".Aerial Phenanena Research Organization," learned of the curious ClA-Ro·
bertson panel recommendations that urged a watch be maintained on her private
grrup(as well as the Los Angeles CSI) in the event of a big UFO flap due to the
group's "potential great influence" with th£' American public, an influence
possibly subversive, or at the very least "irresponsible." Those W!?re ~trong
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words to describe the tiny, loosely linked, bunch of amateurs. Thjs appraisal
of her organization puzzled Mrs. Lorenzen since she felt that any opinion of
her grrup "WOUld have to be tentative. She eventually questioned Dr. Hynek on
this and he told her APRO received only passing attention during the panel
meetings, so Mrs. Lorenzen surmised that the assessment of her group came
from the panel's sponsor, the CIA.
Official interest in APRO would explain same peculiar incidents. For example, there were the visits of the so-called "painting contractors" during the
SUmler of 1952 who seemed more concerned with long, drawn-out, conversations
than soliciting business,
Even more disturbing was the discavery Mrs. Lorenzen made in 1953
when she received a letter from one of her group's most enthusiastic members, a man who claimed to have had same experience in the Intelligence
field.
The contents of the letter, dated February 22, 1953, was of no
consequence, instead, what was Urrportant was the nearly invisible impressions of typed words that became legible when the light reflected off the
paper's surface at just the right angle.
Evidently the sheet had been used
used as a "pad" for another letter and this had caught t-trs. Lorenzen's eye
as she tossed the sheet of paper into a file basket. What triggered a
closer inspection was her name positioned at the top of the sheet followed
by what appeared to be an "Intelligence report." She surmised that the
piece of paper had been a platen for a typed essay on her and her activities.
When questioned, APRO's benefactor did not deny authorship and offered
what Mrs. Lorenzen considered a lame excuse.
The fellow said he wrote such
things as a "habit" which enabled him to "formalize his impressions of peop~e."

later when she searched her memory, t-trs. Lorenzen recalled one negative
thing about the person.
She remembered that on n1.1111erous occasions she had
to gently parry the man's attempts to get APRO to embrace metaphysical
theories. 196.
Keyhoe becomes restless.
Impatient because Al Olop had not contacted him for some time, late in
February Keyhoe took the iniative and phoned the PIO' s Pentagon office. As
usual Olop was in conference but the person who took the call was the fellow
who had been passing on important inside information to Keyhoe all along_ and
this man took the opportunity to chat. Thi.s source mentioned the sharp lncrease in UFO reports which Olop had also noted, and he also informed Keyhoe
of the spectacular sightjn~ of a huge, 100-foot, disc aver lake Erie(22 Fehruary)which had greatly heighten fears in Air Force Intelligence that another
Of greater import, however, was the news that the CIA
big UFO flap . loomed.
had rec<JIIIlended debunking UFOs, a revelation that stunned Keyhoe who never
suspected that the cloak and dagger boys were in~olved.
Keyho~ ~ediately
pressed for details but of course few could he g1ven.
Thus, w1th1n weeks of
the Robertson panel's adjournment, Keyhoe learned of the existence of the
secret proceedings and something of its implications.
Here is how Keyhoe quotes his source:
"The Air Force gave some of their top men a secret briefing. The CIA
people advised them to put out a new report, debunking the saucers the
way they did in '49 --tell the public the project was ended, and then
carry it on underground.
It'd probably be top secret." 197. ·
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Keyh.oe was incredulous such a policy was thought possible in light of the
cooperation the Air Force had already given him.
Before Keyhoe could recover from the bad news of the CIA's intervention,
he got a call from A1 Chop who announced he was resigning his PIO post so he
could take a job with private industry.
That was more bad news because it
meant the end of an excellent working relationship that had provided Keyhoe
with so 111.1ch UFO information.
Chop had been sympathetic to pro-UFO ideas.
The next PIO may not be so inclined.
That evening Keyhoe visited Chop at his bane where the two men talked
about the situation.
Chop insisted his resignation had nothing to do with
the UFO controversy and merely was a personal career move, nonetheless, in
view of the hard line policy toward UFOs developing, he had no regrets about
leaving his PIO job.
Chop confirmed that people in Air Force Intelligence were sharply divided over what to do with UFO information, especially the sensitive Tremonton
UFO film.
Two groups within Air Force Intelligence were at odds with one
another, he said, with same officers content with the ''unexplained" conclusion hlt they were opposed by others who wanted to stress the seagull theory.
That anyone would favor the bird idea astonished Keyhoe who exclaimed:''You're
kidding!"
Knowing that both the Air Force and Navy photo labs excluded the
bird answer, Keyhoe demanded to be told what authorities were going to say to
the press,so Chop explained that it had been suggested that the two military
test results be mentioned but not treated in detail, and other films showing
sunlight reflecting off balloons and seagulls be shown along with the UFO
film.
As he listened to this Keyhoe became angry. Chop, noting the emotional response, said ~anething in d..:fer.se uf the "anti -UFO group" (Without
giving any clue he may have known anything about the Robertson panel) by remarking '~They honestly think they're right --that its better to keep the
thing quiet and not stir up people." 198.
What BUJE BOOK files say.
A search of Air Force records disclose the following which seems to confirm Chop's statements as reported by Keyhoe:
"Reference Telecon 1127, 26 Feb 53. USAF Item d.
ATIC concurs on
proposed press release to accompany movies taken by Warrent Officer
Officer Newhouse.
Suggest you might change fourth sentence to read,
Quote:'Examination of the film to date allows deduction that the images
were caused by surfaces having good light reflective qualities, such as
seagulls, or balloons, or by bodies or substances possessing high intensity light sources.' Unquote. Since many people who have been asked to
comment on these films have stated that they firmly believe the objects
to be seagulls or balloons, wording the above sentence to include these
items indicates the Air Force has given this possibility some thought
yet it does not state that we can prove they are balloons or seagulls."
199.
The proposed press conference.

Chop's view.

As a specialist in press relations Chop scoffed at the Air Force's plan
because he was well aware news people were not a bunch of" fools and would
see through the scheme.
Why hold a big news conference just to show a
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film of what were believed to be birds or balloons? Why a build-up over
nothing?
The proposed press showing was to be held the next afternoon and Clop
asked Keyhoe to contact him abrut 4:00p.m.
The following day.
At the agreed hrur Keyhoe arrived at Clop's office am frund a grimlooking Chop.
Chop said the press conference idea had been killed after a
It was a~reed that
long discussion of the difficulties that might result.
there was only two options:!.) The military could tell all, or 2.) The
military cruld say nothing. The safe thing to do was to say nothing and that
was the military's choice. 199.
ThP. real decidjng factor, however, was the intervention ot the CIA which
used its power to stop the "Frurnet grrup." Chop confirmed to Keyhoe the CIA's
role and also revealed orders to debunk UFOs in a national campaign by the
"planting" of stories in the newsmedia which reflected the view that UFOs
were so llU.ICh poppy-cock. 200.
The cancelation of the press conference was an enormrus disappointment to
Keyhoe yet he was encouraged by the fact th~t many in the government and military believed as he did am wished him success. In fact the very day of the
can~elation ~e.had received a note from an official in the Defense Department,
urpng the m1h.tary to tell all abrut the Tremonton case , and blasting certain "lu.unan ostriches" in the Air Force for not having the crurage to face
the unpleasant truth that there was a definite pattern to UFO reports. 201.
Keyhoe looks e lse\lilere.
The Tremonton l:usines·s now a blighted hope, Keyhoe turned to pursuing a
clue to a supposed hush-lush UFO study that was rumored to be highly controversial.
Q..!estioned abrut the hearsay, Chop confinned Keyhoe' s informaion
to a limited extent, but due to security could only say that a certain analysis of UFO cases ha:l been completed in the Fall of 1952 and its conclusion·:was
rather definite , a conclusion Chop did not want to reveal since he was not
sure of its current classification(The study was the one conducted by Fournet
and his team which concluded that reported UFO maneuvers indicated that the
objects were under intelligent control and llUJSt be machines from outer space).
A sympathetic Chop nevertheless composed a letter intended for public circulation which recognized Keyhoe's association with project BLUE BOOK, as well
as tenning the ex-Marine flyer turned journalist a responsible and accurate
reporter, and finally stating that the Air Force was aware of Keyhoe' s extraterrestrial visitor bias.
Not content to leave it at that, Clop went on to
write that the Air Force had always considered the aliens from space theory
a valid possibility and that same in the military were convinced an unknown
phenomenon of a very strange nature may indeed exist.
Furthermore, Chop admitted that competent observers had reported what seemed to be controlled
maneuvers by UFOs and if the observers are to be believed, one would have to
accept the extraterrestrial conclusion0What Chop did in this letter was
paraphrase the conclusion of the Fournet study). 202.
Keyhoe was delighted with the letter because at last he had something
"official" in writing that appeared to give its blessing to the space visitor
theoryOWe have to note, however, the careful languar,e used in the key part of
the letter which states:"- if observers can be believed."
·
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Rejoicing was short-lived because Chop quickly reminded Keyhoe that he had
just resigned fran his government post so the letter cruld not be considered
"official." This was yet another disappointment for Keyhoe but upon reflection he r~alized that the letter had sane value, being one more weapon in his
battle to get the UFO problem properly recognized.
Chop's release fran official duties did have its positive side.
Now the
ex-PIO felt free to speak his mind, aside fran certain security restrictions.
Finally able to share his private thoughts with Keyhoe, Chop related to his
friend he had been personally convinced for a long time UFOs were spacecraft.
203.
Keyhoe learns of Ruppelt's disaffection •.
Soon after his talk with A1 Chop, Keyhoe conferred with BillE BOOK chief
Capt. Ruppelt.
Ruppelt not only confinied what Chop said, he even informed
Keyhoe things were even worst. The debunking planned was to be even more extreme than the "planting" of anti -UFO articles in newspapers and magazines.
Fran now on if a UFO report was filed with BLUE BOOK, it had to be explained
fast as a conventional phenomenon, and explained in such a way as to make the
witness appear to be a fool for reporting the sighting,even if it meant havRuppelt said the new policy
ing to:" ..• discredit our own pilots." 204.
made him ill and because of it he was serirusly considering resigningCRuppelt
may have cooperated with the CIA secretly, and may well have wanted to head
an expanded BLUE BOOK which would be a major career move, but his canplaint
abrut having to discredit fellow officers seems sincere.) 205. There may
be sane significance in the fact that Ruppelt was relieved of his BLUE BOOK
job temporarly, fran February 1953 to July 1953,and 1s~ Lt. Bob Olsson put
in charge. Ruppelt resumed his position as BLUE BOOK chief in July 1953 and
served until ~~y 1954,at which time he left active duty as well as his job as
as the Air Force's "top UFO man."
Dr. J. Hynek also confirmed the new anti -liFO policy According to Dr. Hynek
Air Force authorities were under instructions to treat UFOs this way:" •.• the
whole subject had to be debunked, period, no questions about it." 206.
What happened to Dewey Fournet?
Questioned years later, Dr. Hynek was asked about the fate of those persons
involved in the official UFO investigation if they became convinced the mystery
was a serious scientific problem. Dr. Hynek replied that such conversions did
occurr and the procedure used in dealing with the situation was usually to have
the person transfered and that Dewey Fournet was one example. 207.
Keyhoe has this to add:'~ajor Frurnet had already been put on inactive duty,'
with orders not to reveal his UFO conclusion. His secret report was bottled
up a~ as 'an unfinished Air Force document.'" 208.
February 28th.
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An overly simple attempt to prove publicity caused UFO reports .
A graph
found in BLUE BOOK files.
Of special i nterest is the reference to the
"Robert MontgCIIlery Presents" T.V. program which mention an "abducti on." Even
though the account is fictional, it may have some historial value because it
may have inspired supposed "true" incidents.
The program shown the last week
of January, 1953, was entitled The Outer Limit and starred Jackie Co6per.
(This writer has not seen the ePT5ooea:ndtlii:iS cannot camnent on the content.)
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The "Beirut parade."
1ne above expression is attributed to French UFO authority Capt. Clerouin
Who coined it to discribe an impressive manifestation that appeared in the sky
above Beirut, IAebanon, the evening of February 28, 1953.
The principle witness to the phenomenon was an engineer named Philippe Dwres, a contractor
doing work at Beirut International Airport. Dwres was living in a Beirut apartment on the seashore that looked rut aver the Mediterranean.
The evening of the 28th was dark with a slight mist in the air although the
stars were visible.
At about 6:40p.m. Daures spotted a vivid red body out
aver the water at ah illtitute he estimated to be 2,000 feet. The body gave off a
crimson glow that was steady in its intensity and was unaccompanied by any green
or White lights required of aircraft.
Since the strange glowing object was
moving quickly seaward and soon wruld be out of sight, Daurces hurried over to
his neigbor to get anothP.r witness to the phenomenon.
His neighbors; professors
Miles. .Aubry and Baydre, happened to be home and When they answered their door,
Daurces was standing there on their doorstep asking :"Wruld you like to see a
flying saucer?"
Puzzled ·and amused, the two professors and Mne Baydre, followed Daurces as he entered their apartment and led them to the rear of their
home Which also had a terrace with a good view of the Mediterranean.
The strange object in the sky was now only a "red star" in the distance, but
overhead two other similar objects had come into view headed west.
It seems
there was a parade of objects, all traveling one behind the other. One of them
was fairly close, at the zenith, Which enabled the witnesses, Daurces and the
profPssors, to see clearly its red-orange, sharply defined disc shape.
A total
of ten objects passed overhead, equally spaced and taking abrut three minutes to
reach the horizon.
No sound was heard at any time. 209.
"Fitful runs and stops."
The exact day is not known but close to the eoo of the month there occurred
an unusual manifestation in the skies of France's department of Indre-et-Loire.
Just east of the town of Manthelan aM. "C.G."(name withheld)was amazed by a
big red blob in the sky the size of an orange held at arm's length.
The "blob"
sailed silently through the sky horizontally, stopping and starting fitfully,
finally the blob ll&de a sharp turn and zoomed northward at a tr~endrus speed.
210.
.
''Making pilots feel like fools?'
One day in February Fdward Ruppelt was a passenger on a United Airlines DC-6
on his way to the East Coast after visiting ADC headquarters in Colorado Springs.
During the flight the airliner Captain left his co-pilot at the controls while
he walked back to the rear of the plane, and while strolling down the aisle, he
noticed Ruppelt in his Air Force uniform in the half empty cabin and stopped to
say hello.
Ruppelt, not mentioning his BLUE BOOK duties, casually asked the
pilot what he thrught about UFOs. The civilian flyer appeared to be mildly
WllJsed at the question and brushed the subject aside by saying people were
always asking him that, but when Ruppelt revt:aled he was head of the Air Force's
UFO investigation project, the pilot became serious and quickly volunteered the
information that many of his pilot friends had sighted strange objects they could
not identify. Although he personally had never witnessed a UFO phenomenon, he
said he could arrange for Ruppelt to hear sane real stories during the schelduled
layover in Chicago.
Ruppelt said he would be interested so it was agreed that
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they would get together at Caffarello's coffee shop near the terminal building.
The United Airlines pilot showed up at Caffarello's with seven other pilots.
The resulting bull-session turned into a verbal bashing of the Air Force's UFO
policy,with one pilot fervently declaring he wouldn't report a UFO sighting if
one flew wing-tip formation with his plane.
Another pilot explained such an
attitude by citing an example of "red-hot characters(Air Force investigators)
making pilots feel like fools when they reported UFOs.
He recalled the 1950
Jack !dams UFO encounter aver Memphis when Captain !dams said he saw a circular craft with glowing portholes.
The Air Force insisted the object was a
meteor! The pilot relating this story knew Capt. !dams personally and cruld
vouch for the fact the man was an excellent observer and not sensation seeker.
The rest of the pilots told similar stories.
Ruppelt took the heat withrut complaint because he knew many airline pilots
felt the same way and he couldn't blame them.
Of the seven pilots present, three of them had encountered something mysterirus in the atJnosphere and two of the three had the eerie experience of being
stalked by glowing UFOs during a night flight.
Ruppelt missed his connecting flight to Dayton but he felt the time well
spent. 211.
Making pilots seem like fools had happened once in a while in the past, now
in was to be regular policy. After the session at Caffarello's it is no wonder
Ruppelt was contemplating quitting.
Was the Air Force taking UFOs serirusly?
Another visitor to ADC headquarters that February was a civilian military
advisor by the name of Robert C. Gardner. Mr. Gardner had obtained a letter of
introouction fran a New York official, enabling him to approach General Bejamin
Childlaw, CCJllllanding General of the continental air defence. Granted an interview that lasted a half hrur, Gardner discussed a number of issues with the ADC
chief, one of which was UFOs.
General Childlaw said:"We have stacks of reports
about flying saucers. We take them seriously when you consider we have lost
many men 8lVi planes trying to intercept them." 212.
Menzel's book f!y~ Saucers.
The hardback f!y~ Saucers made its debut the last days of February and its
author was Dr. DOnaN Menzel, professor of Astrophysics, HarVard University. In
the book's preface, Dr. Menzel wrote that his book was an attempt to answer the
quest~on:''What are the flying saucers.?"
Many "respectable" libraries felt Dr.
~1enzel answered the question and would stock no other UFO book.
Did he?
Who was Dr. Menzel? .An;} what was his "conservative approach" that respectable libraries found so ir.es:istJ.b le.
A precocious student in his youth, ~1enzel went on to gain a position of prestige at Harvard, and during his life made major contributions in his speciality
of astrophysics.
Cile wruld expect his work on UFOs to be impressive.
In f!y.!!!,g Saucers Dr. Menzel maintained that all UFO reports were due to ·
misapprehended natural phenomena, that complex cases cruld be reduced to fundamentally simple e~lanations. He was quite hostile to assertions there were
any residuum of puzzling incidents, a position the Air Force never dared to
asslllle.
Besides doing research into the UFO subject worthy of only a college Freshman, Dr. Menzel was guilty of an unforgivable sin for a man of his positioo.
In his discussions of UFO cases he bungled mathematical calulations!. 213.
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Over the years Dr. Henzel authored,and co-authored, three anti-UFO books,

and as an example of the professor's peculiar brand of skepticism, one can find
he offered a different answer to the famous Kenneth Arnold sighting in each
book! 214.
Menzel's never improved over the years, in fact he got worst.
'lilclear physicist Stanton T. Friedman fa.md plenty to fault in Menzel's
arguments:propaganda techniques, character assassinations, selective choice
of facts, misrepresentations, and the lack of field investigations, yet the
professor had the gall to claim his research was conducted with an "unfailing scientific approach.!" 215.
Menzel's secret life.
Did Menzel write a "bad" book on purpose? Was it a coincidence the book f!y~ Saucers appeared in the book•stores right after the Robertson panel rf!Canmended the UFO subject be debunked? Was there any significance in the fact that
flY~ Saucers was also published in Russian by the Harvard press?*
An examLnation of Dr. ~renzel's private letters seems to help us understand a
few questions.
In a letter to John F. Kennedy(later President Kennedy), Menzel boasted of
having a TOP SECRET ULTRA security clearance, the highest possible, and a study
of Menzel's other papers show he made frequent trips to Washington D.C., ~
worked with top govel1'11\ent scientists like Vannevar Bush, J. Robert Oppenhemer,
and Lloyd Berkner. Those who knew Menzel· well, thought highly of his ~iscr~ 
tion in classified matters.
.Among the organizations he worked for durLng h~s
life, was the CIA. 216.
Was Dr. Menzel part of a "coverup," one so high level that many in the Intelligence community, including BLUE BOOK personnel, knew nothing about it?
When Dr. Hynek was later accused by Dr. Jim M: Donald of being guilty of a
''miscarriage of scientific justice," the BUJE BOOK advisor defeooed himself by
saying the Generals wruld in no way pay him any attention since :"They were
already listening to Donald Menzel and the other boys over at the Harvard Astronany Department as it was." 217 .
'1:.-

* Harvard University had what was called a "Russian Research Center" at this
time.
Off hand, all this writer knows abrut the Center was that it dreamed
up Project MOOLAH which was approved by the Joint Chiefs of Staff in March
1953.
The project was a scheme to drop leaflets over North Korea offering
cash, political asylllll, and anonymity to any Camamist pilot that defected
with a MiG-15 jet fighter.

Additional comments on the UFO films:
Photo expert Robert Baker of Douglas Aircraft independently analyzed the
Tremonton and Montana films in 1955(6).
Also, a William K. Hartmann reviewed
the films under the auspices of the 1969 Condon research project. Both studies,
while they lack the sophisticated enhancement capabilities available to the
Spaulding organization, did make sane contributions to the understanding of the
UFO images. The reader is urged to examine the work of the two men. Here we
will just touch on the highlights.
Baker's contribution to sanething new concerning the Tremonton images was
his plotting of relative motions, and he concluded:" •.• there is a general tendency for the objects to move in pairs."
The bird explanation Baker founl appealing, but by testing the idea by taking
movies of flocks soaring in the sky, varying the distance between the camera
and the subject, he discovered no similarity to the UFO film. The movements of
the UFO images was wrong, and the fluctuations in brightness did not match that
of birds. f.toveover, Baker wondered why· no cumulus clruds cruld be seen in the
movie if a thermal updraft was present. This did not rule rut the existence of
an updraft but it was still another fact that gave the case a high strangeness
rating.
Finally, as a personal observatioo, Baker wondered why anyone, particularly saneone like of:f:icer Newhouse, cruld be fooled by birds. In Slllmlation,
Baker expressed his opinion the Tremonton film was ananalistic.
Hartmann·, on the other hand, favored the prevailing bird hypothesis. His objections to an ananalistic judgement, however, were largely subjective since they
wer~ based on his personal visual observations of birds .
As for the Montana movie, Baker again conducted field tests, taking nurnerrus
pictures, varying camera factors like: iris stops, frame speeds, etc.
He photographed aircraft under different lighting condition at different distances using
a camera identical to Mariana's. These "control reflectivity experiments" resulted in pictures that showed that aircraft structure was clearly discernible
even when permitting the greatest allowance for speed, distance, and angular rate.
Hartmann's evaluation of the ~fontana movie was also based on his personal
visual observations of the suggested stimuli, in this case aircraft, and this
time his judgement confirmed Baker's empirical data.
He even insisted that his
analysis of the UFO images showed they were truely elliptical(saucer-like) where
Baker's work was inconclusive.
Hartmann felt, nonetheless, that he still had
to go along with the Robertson panel findings which stated that the possibility
the objects were aircraft "cruld not be ruled rut entirely," but he confessed
that such an answer "strains credibility."
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Two additional notes:
Below: In a letter to the author,Robert Horstemeier
provides some interesting information on
Stefan Possony.
~osite page: A chart shows how real the Defense
spending issue was in the early 1950s.

I am, by the way, very interested in the role of Stefan T.
Possony in the Robertson Panel and in a later UFO deVelopments. Hi!
article on "Micr<:~~raves and Mind Control", in the Novembe~December
1979 Second Look, makes an intriguing reference to hi! "UFO invest:igati0ii8"'"'85 an officer in Air Intelligence" from which he disengaged
'
:
"some 25 years ago." He also provides interesting comments on foo
fighters which suggest, to me, that he knew· ~re about the ~/G,.•s-p/
Robertson/Alvarez foo investigation than we are able to know from
reading the final report or the panel. Furthermore, he is the 1111n
that the CIA checked with·at the Pentagon to ascertain the reaction
there to Keyhoe•s claims. (I may have garbled this last point.)
And he appears in the 1980s along with Chris Bird and Berthold
Schwarz in Mankind Research Unlimited, Inc, a sort of "mixological"
think tank with a spooky reputation. It you have any additional
infonnation or sources on this guy, I'd really appreciate leaming
all that I can.
Finally, I am in contact with Leon Davidson and shall be attempting to leam more about t~e Los Alamos Astrophysical Association. You may be sure that I Will keep you info:nned.
Cordially,

~
'
7[,-..~...._,_ . ' .
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; ABOARD CARRIER VALLE
FORGE OFF . KOREA, Feb. )Ei
1
(Delayed) (AP) - Mysterious
. aerial objects flashin~ . g~een
and r;·d lights h\ve been soar:Ing over the United State~ car
rier task force off Korea. · · -.
Lt. James R. Boulware, Cor
nado, Cal., an officer in· · the
~operations department and for,
·mer Denver rjidlo man, said
;·~two or three" of the su·ange
'objects showed up on the radar
,i!cope and , wet·e seen with
:glasses from the bridge of this1
'27,000-ton carrier "about the!
·middle of last May" _ott Korea!
In the Sea of Japan.
~
·1
RNSN J. W. Bashaw, Long·
-lleach, Cal.,. who saw them also1
said "one or two" of the. obJects were visible.
_
''THEY
WERE SIGHTED
tirst about 3 a.m. and still were
flashing In the sky at 3:45 a.m;i
when I lost Interest and went
to bed,'~. said Boulware. "At first
they were at a fairly 1ow altl·
tude. Then they zoomed up high
llnd seemed to stay stationary."
Neither Boulware nor Bashaw
could estimate the altitude·
or speed of the objects.
Both said they watched them
on the radarscope and through'
glasses ft·om the bridge.
"One of them was about as,
bright as the North star," said
Dashaw, "but it was no star.".
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