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DRAFT COPY FOR REVIEW

The Roswell Report
by Tech. Sat. David P. Masko
Air Forca News Service Features

Roswell, UFOs and an alleged Air Force cover-up have fueled a controversy that
seemingly will not die. |

In fact, even President Clinton is talking Roswell these days. During a recent visit to
Northern Iraland, Clinton's somber plea for peace tumed to UFOs when answering a
young boy’'s question. "No, as far as | know, an alien spacecraft did not crash in
Roswell, New Mexico, in 1947." the president said.

Clinton is not the only one being asked such questions. For nearly 50 years, the Air
Force has taken the brunt of accusations about UFOs. The outgrowth of this deluged of
UFO-related questions was the famed "Project Bluehook” - the official Air Force
investigation of flying saucer occurrences.

Now, in response to various views that the government has withheld information
about the Roswell sightings, the Air Force has issued a new study titled "The Roswell
Report: Fact vs Fiction in the New Mexico Desert.”

"This report represents a joint effort by Col. Richard L. Weaver and 1st Lt. James
McAndrew to address the request made by Rep. Steven H. Schiff (R-N.M.) for
information regarding an alleged crash of an unidentified flying object that occurred in
1947." said Richard Hallion, Air Force historian, in the report's forward.

“Interast abounds surrounding the UFO wave of 1947 which began in the spring and
did not dissipate until fall," Hallion said. “Interest in UFOs climaxed during the summer,
when multiple sightings of such objects occurred.”

What follows in the 3-inch thick Roswell report are opinions on both sides of the
UFO contraversy. However, what Weaver and McAndrew fry to unearth are the "facts”
only. Rather than coming off as non believers or at least skeptical of the existence of
alien beings, the researchers instead focus on what the Air Force was doing at Roswell
when the alleged UFOQ crash occurred.

Moreover, the researchers said if any of the information they discovered was under
security classification, it was declassified. And if active or former Air Force officials had
been sworn to a secrecy oath, they were to be freed from it. In short, the writers said
the objective was to tell the Congress, and the American people, "everything the Air
Force knew about the Roswell ¢claims.”

Research went so far as to delve into the personal documents of Gen. Carl A,
Spaatz, Air Force chief of staff in 1947-1948 when the Roswell incident oceurred, The
report states that the Spaatz files "do not in any way suggest that U.S. Army Air Forces
recovered a flying saucer or its alien occupants.”

UFO conspiracy theorists alleged that both Spaatz and Gen. Hoyt S. Vandenberg
directed the recovery of a flying saucer at Roswell Army Air Field on July 8, 1947. A
review of Vandenberg's official daily activities calendar revealed "his knowledge of a
raported flying saucer recovery on July 7 in Texas, an incident that the later determined

to be a hoax."

-Mmore-
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The Roswell Report/Add 1

Records to not support the claim that Vandenberg — then deputy chief of staff — had
any similar involvement on July 8.

UFO theorists also allege that Gen. Nathan F. Twining altered his plans
unexpectedly in July 1947 to go to New Mexico to oversee the recovery of a flying
saucer. The report found that Twining -- then commander of Air Materiel Command —
did indeed go to New Mexico in 1947. But it was with several other general officers to
attend the Nuclear Bomb commanders course.

"He (Twining) received orders to attend this course more than a month before the
alleged incident accurred,” the report states.

While a review of top brass involvement in a UFO coverup proved unfounded, some
questions remain about Brig. Gen. Roger M. Ramey, who was commander of Eighth Air
Force in 1947, Ramay is alleged to have participated in the cover-up of the recavery of
an extraterrestrial vehicle by substituting debris from an ordinary weather balloon for
that of an alien spacecraft.

The report said "Ramey withheld only the components that would have comprised
the highly sensitive MOGUL project.”

MOGUL refers to a then-Top Secret balloon project designed to monitor Soviet
nuclear tests. Comparison of information obtained when the UFO crash supposedly
happened are consistent with a balloon device, and most likely from one of the MOGUL

balloons that had not been previously recovered.
"Air Force research efforts did not disclose any records of the recovery of any alien

bodies or extraterrestrial materials,” the report states.

Still, UFO buffs contend that claims by William Haut, a former Air Force public affairs
officer, are true. Haut said on July 2, 1947, he was told to prepare a news release
reporting the Air Force had recovered parts of a flying saucer and then was told to

change the story to report a weather balloon.
On the day in 1947 when an alleged flying saucer erashed, the Air Force said a
--—~> weather balloon crashed.

News reports of the time say people reportad seeing a spacecraft. There were also
stories of autopsies of "oversized head" aliens whose bodies were taken to VVright-
Patterson Air Farce Base, Ohio.

At Wright-Patterson today there "are” Roswell-type aliens on display at the Air Force
Museum in an exhibit simply dubbed "UFQs." Museurmn officials said the myth
surrounding Roswell has made the UFO exhibit one of the museum's most popular
attractions. In fact, the museum has done little to suppress the Raswell incident or
government conspiracy. Instead, officials said they are "giving people what they want."

Similarly, the Roswell report cites a lot of the information that has kept the
controversy alive for almost 50 years. From the records reviewed by the Air Force,
however, there was nothing to suggest that a UFO cover-up was the case.

Although the bulk of records leave much to the imagination, the Roswell report states

some interesting conclugions.

~more-
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The Roswell Raport/Add 2

- Concerted research has failed to turn up any evidence relating to the Roswe||
incident, or of a flying saucer and/or aliens at Wright-Patterson. Because this
conclusion is based on the absance of documentation, the igsue can never be
defintively resolved. There will always be those who say, "You didn't search hard
enough” or "We know you really do have the records, saucers, aliens."

~ Because the Roswell incident occurred so long ago — now nearly 50 years ago -
there may be no record trail to follow to absolutely determine if an Air Force study had
ever been conductad.

— Despite the best efforts of UFO researchers over the years, not one scrap of
physical evidence or one incontestable photograph of either a flying saucer or an alien
has ever been found relating to the Roswell incident.

In short, the Air Force's report on Roswell states that "the absence of evidenca is not
evidence of absence” because every reasonable avenue of research has been
exhausted without finding evidence that a flying saucer or aliens landed at Roswell or
were taken to Wright-Pafterson.
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THE ROSWELL REPORT, PART II: THE BODIES

IN EARLY 1994, NEW MEXICO CONGRESSMAN STEPHEN
SCHIFF REQUESTED THE GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTING OFFICE
INITIATE AN INVESTIGATION TO DETERMINE IF THE US

AIR FORCE, OR ANY OTHER US GOVERNMENT AGENCY,

POSSESSED INFORMATION ON THE ALLEGED CRASH AND
RECOVERY OF AN EXTRATERRESTRIAL VEHICLE AND ITS
ALIEN OCCUPANTS NEAR ROSWELL, NEW MEXICO IN JULY

1947,

IN RESPONSE TO THE GAO PROBE, IN JULY 1994 THE
DIRECTOR OF SECURITY AND SPECIAL PROGRAM OVERSIGHT
FOR THE OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE
CONCLUDED AN EXHAUSTIVE SEARCH FOR RECORDS

REGARDING AN EVENT THAT HAS BECOME POPULARLY KNOWN

AS THE “ROSWELL INCIDENT.”

THE 800-PAGE REPORT CONCLUDED THAT THE PREDECESSOR

TO THE US AIR FORCE, THE US ARMY AIR FORCES, DID
INDEED RECOVER MATERIAL NEAR ROSWELL, NEW MEXICO,

IN JULY 1947,
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THE ODDLY CONSTRUCTED RADAR TARGETS WERE FOUND BY A

LOCAL RANCHER WHO MISTAKENLY REPORTED THE EQUIPMENT

AS A “FLYING DISC” AFTER HE ALLEGEDLY LEARNED

REWARDS TOTALING SEVERAL THOUSAND DOLLARS WERE

OFFERED FOR THE RECOVERY OF SUCH A DEVICES.

FOLLOWING SOME INITIAL CONFUSION AT ROSWELL ARMY

AIRFIELD, THE “FLYING DISC” WAS IDENTIFIED BY ARMY

ATR FORCE OFFICIALS AS A STANDARD RADAR TARGET.

FOLLOWING THE RELEASE OF THE 19954 REPORT,
ADDITIONAL RESEARCH UNCOVERED INFORMATION WHICH MAY

EXPLAIN THE CLAIMS OF “ALIEN BODIES” THAT HAVE

BECOME ASSOCIATED WITH THE ROSWELL INCIDENT.

THIS NEW INFORMATION PROMPTED A SUPPLEMENTARY
mampmO[ OOOONM, DCCOIMTNMC TN AN ADNNENNIM TN THE

ORIGINAL JULY 1994 REPORT.

INITIALTY, THF RQSWELL INCIDENT CONSISTED ONLY OF

M AT TINTIIINVGY I\
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THE ODDLY CONSTRUCTED RADAR TARGETS WERE FOUND BY A

LOCAL RANCHER WHO MISTAKENLY REPORTED THE EQUIPMENT
AS A “"FLYING DISC” AFTER HE ALLEGEDLY LEARNED
REWARDS TOTALING SEVERAL THOUSAND DOLLARS WERE

OFFERED FOR THE RECOVERY OF SUCH A DEVICES.

FOLLOWING SOME INITIAL CONFUSION AT ROSWELL ARMY
AIRFIELD, THE *FLYING DISC” WAS_ IDENTIFIED BY ARMY ..... ...

AIR FORCE OFFICIALS AS A STANDARD RADAR TARGET.
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THERE WERE NETTHER CLAIMS NOR ANY MENTION OQE-RONTES

RECQOVERED AT THF 1947 CRASH STTF AT THAT TIME.

THE RECOVERY OF ALTEN BODIES BECAME PART OF THE
"ROSWELL” STQRY DURTNG THF TATF 19708, WITH QTHER

CLAIMS ALSO BEING MADE DURING THE 19803 AND 1990s.

THESE LATER REVISIONS TO THE ROSWELL STORY WERE
OFTEN BASED ON ANECDOTAL ACCOUNTS FROM SECOND- AND

THIRD-HAND WITNESSES COLLECTED BY UFO PROPONENTS AS

LONG AS- FORTY YEARS AFTER THE ORIGINAL INCIDENYI.

THE SAME ANECDOTAL ACCOUNTS THAT REFER TO “BODIES”

ALSO DESCRIBE MASSIVE FIELD OPERATIONS CONDUCTED BY

THE US MILITARY TO RECOVER CRASH DEBRIS SUPPOSEDLY

FROM AN EXTRATERRESTRIAL SPACESHIP.
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THESE CLAIMS CONTEND THAT THE BODIES, ONCE

RECOVERED, WERE FIRST TRANSPORTED TO THE BASE

HOSPITAL AT ROSWELL ARMY AIRFIELD, NEW MEXICO, FOR

AUTOPSY, AND THEN TO WRIGHT FIELD, QHIQ, NQW

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB, FOR FURTHER PROCESSING AND

STORAGE.

THE ADDENDUM TO THE 1994 REPORT CRITICALLY EXAMINES

THE ANECDOTAL CLAIMS AND THE DESCRIPTIONS OF

“FLYING SAUCERS,” “ALIENS,” AND REPORTS OF UNUSUAL

AIR FORCE ACTIVITIES IN THE NEW MEXICO DESERT.

THIS IN-DEPTH EXAMINATION REVEALED THAT MANY OF

THESE CLAIMS WERE REASONABLY ACCURATE DESCRIPTIONS

OF AIR FORCE ACTIVITIES WITH ONE MAJOR EXCEPTION--

THE EVENTE NEECARTRER RY THE RUARGOATER “WTTHMESEES™

PAl NVL VWVl LN 1l24/. T

THE FOLLOWING ARE THE MAIN CONCLUSIONS CONTAINED 1IN

THE &NDNENNIOM TN THE 1984 BREXRORT:
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I'HESE CLAIMS CONTEND THAT TIIE BODIEE, OMNCE

RECOVERED, WERE FIRST 'T'RANSPORTED TO THE BASE
HUBELTAL.AT~uUbwnLL.nnmfﬁA!E!!ELB,-HEW_HDHIGO,_FOHHH_"___
AUTOPSY, AND THEN TO WRIGHT FIELD, OHIO, NOW

WNICIT DATTERSONM AFB, FNR FIIRTHRR PROCKESSTNG AND

STORAGE .

THE ADDENDUM '1'QO 'I'HE 1YY4 KEPUKL UKLLl1LAULLL padl TS

THE ANECDOTAL CLAIMS AND THF NDESCRIPLTLONS OF
“FLYING SAUCERS,” “ALIENS,” AND REPORTS OF UNUSUAL

AIR FORCE ACTIVITIES IN THE NEW MEXICO DESERT.

THIS IN-DEPTH EXAMINATION REVEALED THAT MANY OF

THESE CLAIMS WERE REASONABLY ACCURATE DESCRIPTIONS

OF AIR FORCE ACTIVITIES WITH ONE MAJOR EXCEPTION--
THE EVENTS DESCRIBED BY THE PURPORTED “WITNESSES”

DID NOT OCCUR IN 1947.

THE FOLLOWING ARE THE MAIN CONCLUSIONS CONTAINED IN

THE ADDENDUM TO THE 1994 REPORT:
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1) UFO PROPONENTS HAVE COMPRESSED VARIQUS AIR
FORCE ACTIVITIES THAT OCCURRED IN THE NEW MEXICO

DESERT OVER A PERIOD OF MANY YEARS INTO TWO OR

THREE DAYS IN JULY 1947.

THE FAILURE OF UFO PROPONENTS TO ESTABLISH ACCURATE
DATES OF REPORTED EYEWITNESS ACCOUNTS, IN SOME
INSTANCES BY MORE THAN A DECADE, AND THEN

ERRONEOUSLY LINKING ALL THESE ACCOUNTS TO THE 1947

ROSWELL DEBRIS RECOVERY INCIDENT, EVENTUALLY

TRANSFORMED A SERIES OF EXPLAINABLE EARTHLY

ACTIVITIES INTO WHAT HAS BEEN DESCRIBED BY ITS

ADVOCATES AS THE EXTRATERRESTRIAL “EVENT OF THE

MILLENNIUM.”

2) THE “ALIENS” WERE ACTUALLY ANTHROPOMORPHIC TEST
DUMMIES THAT WERE CARRIED ALOFT BY USAF HIGH

ALTITUDE RESEARCH BALLOONS.
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THE EXHAUSTIVE STUDY METHODICALLY EXPLAINED THAT

WHAT WAS RECOVERED BY THE ARMY- AIR FORCES WAS NOT
THE REMAINE OF AN EXTRATERRESTRIAL SPACECRAFT AND
ITS ALIEN CREW, BUT DEBRIS FROM A TOP SECRET ARMY

AIR FORCES RESEARCH PROJECT CODE NAMED MOGULs

BEGUN IN 1947, PROJECT MOGUL WAS AN EXPERIMENTAL

ATTEMPT TO ACOUSTICALLY DETECT SUSPECTED SOVIET

NUCLEAR EXPLOSIONS AND MISSILE LAUNCHES.

MOGUL UTILIZED ACOUSTICAL SENSORS, RADAR REFLECTING

TARGETS, AND OTHER DEVICES CARRIED ALOFT BY A

TRADITIONAL WEATHER BALLOON.

THE ENTIRE MOGUL BALLOON TRAIN EXTENDED NEARLY 600

FEET.

CLAIMS THAT THE US ARMY AIR FORCES RECOVERED A
“FLYING DISC” NEAR ROSWELL IN 1947, WERE BASED
PRIMARILY ON THE MISIDENTIFICATION OF THE RADAR
TARGETS, A STANDARD ELEMENT OF WEATHER EQUIPMENT

ADAPTED FOR USE ON THE LONG MOGUL BALLGCON TRAIN.
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THE ADDENDUM TO THE 1994 REPORT IDENTIFIES THE

SOURCES OF THE CLAIMS OF “ALIEN” BODIES.

3) THE “UNUSUAL” MILITARY ACTIVITIES OFTEN
OBSERVED IN THE NEW MEXICO DESERT WERE ACTUALLY
HIGH ALTITUDE RESEARCH BALLOON LAUNCH AND RECOVERY

OPERATIONS.

SOME OF THESE CLAIMS APPEAR TO BE MISPERCEPTIONS BY
UNINFORMED LAY WITNESSES OF UNCLASSIFIED AND WIDELXY
PUBLICIZED AND HISTORIC SCIENTIFIC ACHIEVEMENTS OF

THE AIR FORCE DURING THE 1950s.

THESE INCLUDE HIGH-ALTITUDE RESEARCH BALLOON LAUNCH
AND RECOVERY OPERATIONS, SCIENTIFIC AND MEDICAL
EXPERIMENTS WHICH FREQUENTLY USED ANTHROPOMORPHIC
DUMMIES, AND LATER HUMAN SUBJECTS, TO TEST
PARACHUTES, EJECTION SEATS, AND OTHER LIFE SUPPORT

HARDWARE FOR SURVIVABILITY AT EXTREMELY HIGH

ALTITUDES.
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IN FACT, SOME OF THESE EXPERIMENTS WERE THE SUBJECT
OF A FEATURE FILM, ON THE THRESHOLD OF SPACE,

RELEASED BY 20TH CENTURY FOX IN 1956.

THE REPORTS OF MILITARY UNITS THAT ALWAYS SEEMED TO

ARRIVE SHORTLY AFTER THE ALLEGED “CRASH” OF A

FLYING SAUCER TO RETRIEVE THE SAUCER AND CREW, WERE

ACTUALLY ACCURATE DESCRIPTIONS OF USAF PERSONNEL
ENGAGED IN ANTHROPOMORPHIC DUMMY RECOVERY

OPERATIONS.

4) CLAIMS OF “BODIES” AT THE HOSPITAL AT ROSWELL

ARMY AIR FIELD WERE MOST LIKELY A COMBINATION OF

TWO SEPARATE INCIDENTS:

1) A 1956 KC-97 AIRCRAFT ACCIDENT IN WHICH

ELEVEN AIR FORCE MEMBERS LOST THEIR LIVES; AND,

2) A 1959 MANNED BALLOON MISHAP.

THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING THE LATTER ACCIDENT,

AS WELL AS THE DESCRIPTIONS OF THE “ALIENS” FROM
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THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURROUNDING THE LATTER ACCIDENT,

AS WELL AS THE DESCRIPTIONS OF THE “ALIENS” FROM
THE EYEWITNESS ACCOUNTS, ARE STRIKINGLY SIMILAR TO

THIS ACTUAL EVENT.

OTHER DESCRIPTIONS OF “BODIES” APPEAR TO BE

INTENT LUNSL UK uNiNnL LONAL EXELASTTATTON OF ATR . 0

FORCE MEMBERS KILLED OR INJURED IN THE LINE OF DUTY

BY PERSONS SEEKING PROIFIT.AND NQTORIETY.. ... ...... .. .. .- ...

THOSE WHQO ASSERT CLAIMS Ok FATPRATHRRESTRIAL
RECOVERIES AND NEVER-ENDING GOVERNMIENTAL
CONIPTRACTRES AND COVER 1S Wi LL INDQUELRLLY ATTEMET
TO REFUTE 'THE FACTS CONTAINED IN BOTH THE 1994

REPORT AND ITS ADDENDUM.

HOWEVER, THESE REPORTS ARE BASED ON THQROIIGH

RESEARCH AND IS SUPPORTED BY OFFICIAL FILES,

THUHNLCAL KEPORTS, PHOTOGRAPHS, AND INTERVIEW3 WITH

INDIVIDUALS WHO WERE INVOLVED IN THESE EVENTS.
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Capt McAndrew: ) 16 Jan 96

1) Attached is the latest draft of video script for your
edit. Your additions/changes need to be done ASAP. We
literally can’t move until the script 1is finalized.

oR. TomehRo®
2) I’11 be calling Capt Fortunato at AF/TV later todayﬁfo

see if we’ve been “bumped to a later date” due to the
weather emergency. I’11 also ask him if we’ve been assigned
a specific point-of-contact in his office for this product.
There are a couple oif things we need to do/kuuw in advance

of my making that call:

a) Have you had any luck reaching Maj Schroader

regarding narrating our-script?—Everyone here agrees he
would be terrific. Regardless of whether or not we’ve been

delayed in the editing suite, we should try at least to get
the narration recorded as soon as possible once the script
is finalized.

b) Also, once we finalize the script, you have to get
your tapes over to AF/TV so they can transfer what needs to

be transferred from VHS to Beta-SP. In other words, you
need to organize your tapes, deciding just what clips will
go with what part of the narration. Once 1 find out who our
point-of-contact is I’11 let you know who to deal with at

AF/TV.

3) Please give me a call today at DSN 493-6381. TOmMOrrow
and Thurdays I’'11 be editing the declass tape over at AUTV
and will not be available to take calls. T have other

interesting news regarding our other project. Also, expect
to come down here sometime in late-February/early-March to

be interviewed re Roswell for Col Smith’s panel discussion
tape. 1’11 be doing the interviews on the sound stage at
AUTV, and it will be done a la David FrosL. Col Smith, Col
Haynes, Col Annis, LTC Freeman, LTC Dyrda, Maj Shoemaker,
and SMS Hardin will also likely be interviewed about

projects in which they have participated.

@ __

CHIEF
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Date ; December 20, 1995

A 'attention de / To : Captain James MCANDREW, SAF/AAZD
Numéro fax / Fax number ; 703 604 55 33

Expéditeur / From : Pierre Lagrange

L] ¥

Téléphone / Tel nhone: 33 1405191 91

Thank you very much for the videotape on Projcct Mogul. Unfortunately, 1t
arrived today—too late for the TV debate. But the participanis werc so
extremists in their views on UFOs (conspiracy theorists a la Cooper, €.
more pranoiac that X-Files hcros Fox Mulder) that 1 don't think showing the
tape would have change their mind, it would have only add to the violence
of their speech. For them, I am definitcly a member of the conspiracy 1o hide

the truth on UFQs and Roswell.

1 have participated to several TV debaics like that because I needed o
understand what happens during them (rcmember that Tam a sociologist, not
a ufologist). ButI am getting tired of these kind of debates, 1 would like to
discuss with you one of thesc days about the debates Lo which you
participatcd and what happened.

I found Bruce Ascheroft. He moved 10 Texas. He sent me very interesting
information on the history of ATIC.

Sincercly yours,

e

Pierre L&g‘r‘a'ﬁg'e
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eclipse and studies of cosmic rays. 3B41540
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explosions or by ballistic missiles in flight 1n the upper atmosphere.
In the summer of 1947, as part of MOGUL, test bhalloons were launched
from Alamogordo Army Air Field, New Mexico, carrying equipment and
radar reflectors strung together in trailing trains, hundreds of feet
in length. MOGUL engineers and technic¢ians did not recover all the
balloons. It is highly probable that parts of one of the balloon
trains landed on the Foster ranch, between Roswell and Corona, New
Mexico, because a civilian found debris there in June 1947, and it
bore a striking resemblance to MOGUL materials. The debris was the
basis of a claim that a "flying disc" was recovered on the ranch. On
July 8 the commander of the Eighth Air Force ali Fort Worth Army Air
Field in Texas explained that the debris was firom a weather balloon
and allowed a newspaper to photograph it, which dimmed public interest
in the recovered items. On July 10 an AAF off:icer stationed at
Alamogordo published an article in the Alamogo:;-do Daily News, which
stated that the Roswell balloon debris was fron a meteorological
project. Although the balloon was, indeed, a weather balloon, its
purpose was to detect Soviet explosions and missile flights, not to
study the weather. This was a MOGUL "cover story." MOGUL never
became operational, and equipment in a B-29 alircraft detected the
first Soviet atomic blast in 1949. Starting in 1978, articles and
books claimed that the Roswell "flying disc" was a crashed
interplanetary spaceship, and some authors asserted that
extraterrestrial life was in the spacecraft.

On July 8, 1947, Maj. Jesse A. Marcel, an intelligence officer
with the 509th bomb group, displays debris recovered on the Foster
ranch near Roswell, New Mexico, which was probably wreckage from a TOP
SECRET Project MOGUL balloon assembly and which years larer would be
assoclated with the UFO "Roswell Incident."

Courtesy of Special Collections Division, The
University of Texas at Arlington Libraries, Arlington, Texas




tested at Alamogordo Army AlLTr rFleld, New MexicCu. «nvvuvJJ

Members of the 1st Experimental Guided Missile Squadron plan the
itinerary of a demonstration flight of a pilot-less, radio-controlled
B-17 "drone," from Eglin Field, Florida, headquarters of the Air
Proving Ground Command, to Washington, DC, January 13, 1947.

3B41470

View of the B-17 "mother" ship whose radio signals are
controlling a B-17 drone, from which the photograph was taken. Flown
by remote control, the drone flew through a weather front and made a
practice bomb run on its way to Washington DC from Florida. 3B41478

Members of an advance party of the Army Air Forces-National
Geographic Society's Eclipse Expedition prepare to take off from
Washington DC on the first leg of their flight to the interior of
Rrazil where a camp will be built to support observations of an
eclipse and studies of cosmic rays. 3B41540

Civilian photographers with the Army Air Forces use long-range
cameras located in the waist gun position of a Boeing B-17 during an
eclipse May 20, 1947. 3B41546

The Harmon-Nelson heater warms P-80 cockpit and engine at
Elmendorf Army Air Base, Alaska. Basing aircraft in frigid reglons
vielded valuable information about how personnel and equipment
regsponded to severely cold weather. Experimental flights near and
above the Arctic Circle provided data of crucial importance about the
"Polar air frontier.” A34041AC

During Operation SOUTH POLE, a Douglas C-~47 with skis rests on a
plywood platform covered with oil to prevent the skis from freezing to
snow surfaces. 33007AC

Maintenance crew clears snow and ice from a wing of a B-239 at
Elmendorf Army Alr Base. A6081AC

Mo 6E Ul

Text — In 1947 the Air Force was directing a TOP SECRET project
with a high national security priority which would, years later, be
sasociated with the "Roswell Incident," the wcrld's most famous UFO
event. The project's purpose was to develop & long-range system for
rhe detecrion of Soviet atomic bomb explosions and ballilstic missile
launches. Scientists theorized that balloons carrying sensor
equipment could detect and record sound waves generated by huge
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Regsearch and Testing

An American version of the German V-1 "buzz bomb," JB-2, being
tested at Alamogordo Army air Field, New Mexico. ARD0655

Members of the 1lst Experimental Guided Mismsile $quadron plan the
‘tinerary of a demonstration £light of a pilot-less, +adio-controlled
B=-17 "drone, " from Eglin Field, Florida, headguarters of the Air
Proving Ground Command, to washingteon, DC, JanuaTy 13, 1947.

3B414770

view of the B-17 vmother" ship whose radis> signals are
controlling a B-17 drone, from which the photograph was taken. Flown
by remote control, the drone flew rhrough a weather front and made a
practice bomb run on irs way to Washington DC {from Florida. 3B41478

Members of an advance party of the Army 21T Forces-National
GCeographic Society's Eclipse Expedition prepars= to take off from
washington DC on the first leg of rheir flight to the interior of
Rrazil where a camp will be built to support observations of an
eclipse and studies of cosmic rays. 3341540

Ccivilian photographers with the Army Alr Forces use long-range
cameras located in the waist gun position of & Boeing B-17 during an
eclipse May 20, 1947. 3B41546

The Harmon-Nelson heater warms P-80 cockpilit and engine at
Flmendorf Army Alr Base, Alaska. PBasing aircraft in frigid reglons
yielded'valuable information about how personnel and equipment
responded to severely cold weather. Experimental flights near and
above the Arctilc Ccircle provided data of crucial importance about the

"polar alr frontier." A34041AC

During Operatlion SQUTH POLE, a Douglas C-47 with skis rests on a
plywood platform.covered'with o1l to prevent the skis from freezing to

snow surfaces. 3I3007AC

Maintenance crew clears snow and ice from a wing of a B-22 at
rlmendorf Army Alir Base. A6081AC
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Text - In 1947 the Air Force was directing a TOP SECRET project
with a high national security priority which would, years later, be
asgociated with the "Roswell Tncident, " the world's most famous UFO
event. The project's purpose was ro develop a long-range system.for
rhe detection of soviet atomic bomb explosions and pballistic missile
launches. Seientists theorized that balloons carryilng sSensor
equipment could detect and record sound Waves generated by huge

[doo1




Ciwvilian photographers with the Army Air Forces use long-range
cameras located in the waist gun position of a Boeing B-17 during an
eclipse May 20, 1947. 3B41546

The Harmon-Nelson heater warms P-80 cockplit and engine at
Elmendorf Army Air Base, Alaska. Basing aircraft in frigid regions
yielded valuable information about how persconnel and equipment
responded to severely cold weather. Experimental flights near and

above the Arctic Circle provided data of crucial importance about the
"Polar air frontier.™ A34041AC

During Operation SOUTH POLE., a Douglas C=47 with =skis rests on a

pPlywood platform covered with oil to prevent the skis from freezing to
snow surfaces. 33007AC

Maintenance crew clears srnow and l1ce from a wing of a R-29 at
Elmendorf Army Air Base. AG60B1AC

Mo 6 Uil

Text - In 1947 the Air Force was directing a TOP SECRET proiject
with a high national security priority which would, vears later, be
assoclated with the "Roswell Incident," the world's most famous UFO
event. The project's purpose was to develop a long-range system for
the detection of Soviet atomic bomb explosions and ballistic missile
launches. Scientists theorized that balloons carrying sensor
equipment could detect and record sound waves generated by huge
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In response to your query, here is some information on how to get documents on
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO) that are no longer Air Force Records.

[t you want general records or information on UFOs and extra-terrestrials, contact the
National Archives. While it is true that from June 1947 through December 1969 the Air Force
was primarily responsible for investigating the UFO phenomena, all of the records of that
investigation (known as Project Sign 1947-1949, Project Grudge 1949-1952, and Project Blue
Book 1952-1969) were retired to the National Archives and are available to the public at the
Archives and on Archives microfilm publication 171206 (94 rolls of 35mm film). For additional

information, write to:

The National Archives at College Park
The Textual Reference Branch

8601 Adelphi Road

College Park MD 20740-6001

If you are seeking general records or information on the incident at Roswell AAFB, there
is a book available on this topic at the Government Printing office. The book 1s titled: The
Roswell Report: Fact vs Fiction in the New Mexico Desert, stock number 008-070-00697. To

order this book, which costs $52.00, write to:

U.S. Government Printing Office
Superintendent of Documents
Washington, D.C. 20402-9328

TOTAL F. &y
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The "Roswell Incident” has -ssumed a central place in American folklore
since the events of the late 1940s ' 1 a remote area of New Mexico. Because the
Alr Force was the major player in t-ose events, we have played a key role in
exscuting the General Accounting Jffice’s tasking to uncover all records

regarding that incldent.

Our objective throughout th = inquiry has been simple and constant: to find

all the facts and bring them to ligh = Where documents were classified,
declassify them: where they were lisparsed, bring them into a single source for

public review.,

In July 1894 we completed ' 1e first step in that effort with the publication
of The Roswell Incident. Fact vs. i~tion in the New Mexico Desert. This volume

represents the necessary follow-cn ‘o that first publication, and contains

additional material and analysis. ' think that with this publication we have
reached our goal of a complete arc’ opan explanation of the events that occurrec

in the Southwest five decades ago.

Beyond that achievement, this inquiry has shed fascinating light into the
Air Force of that era and ravitalized our appreciation for the dedication and the
accomplishments of the men anc v omen of that time. As we celebrate the Air
Force's 50" Anniversary, it is 2op - Jriate to ance again reflect on the sacrifices
made by so many to make ours th- finest air and space force on earth.

SHEILA E. WIDNALL

F.02
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In earlv 1994, while serving as the Director of Security and
Special Program Oversight for the Sccretary of the Air Force at the
E Pentagon, my office was tasked, along with other governmental agencies,
L e e e ‘E‘ to locate and make available any and all records to aid in an inquiry that
e JUR PUCED Ly was to be conducted by the General Accounting Office (GAO) regarding
| | what has become known in the popular literature as the “Roswell Incident.”
This alleged incident, which, as the story had developed, was the claim that
& “flying disc” (Jater *flying saucer” or Unidentified Flying Object
{UFO}), had crashed near Roswell, New Mcxico, in 1947, been secretly
recovered by the forerunner of the U.S. Air Force (the U.S. Army Air
Forces), and that fact had been made a highly classified secret and had
subsequently been covered up by the U.S. Air Force and other branches of
the U.S. government for the next 47 years. As the “Roswell Incident”
developed over time, it expended to include not only the recovery of an
alien space ship, but also its alien occupants. Ultimately, the “Roswell
A A S Incident” became the subject of B number of books, television shows, and
Tue Dieleric e movies. __—————
o Wl T - Since the Secretary of the Air Force, Dr. She'lla Widnall, took e

o0 RIATES U requests from the GAO seriously, the Air Force was directed to coopcerate
GAD (Mauikes A0

fully with the inquiry, andfind and make available Ior review all relcvant

>

THE SscsMrt di= e documents. Her glidance was simple: find it, let them review it. 1fitis
— lassified, declagsify it. Hold nothing back. Put this matter to rest once and
57 (IR ST v -"
Al R for all.
M 104 L / XRG D My office was tasked with coordinating this effort for several
” = T 4 simple reasons. My direct boss, the Administrative Assistant to the
HE Pt Fokes | ’ Secretary, was the overseer of all Air Force records systems, and he was
| also the Senior Security Official for the Air Force. As such, we had access
P’ea to all records created and maintained by the Air Force, had the clearances and

mie—— . .
security accesses to review them regardless of how classified they might be and,

were also in a position to have them swiftly declassified, if necessary.

In order 1o accomnplish this forrmidable task, I turned to one of my
subordinate elements, SAF/AAZD, the Secretary of the Air Force
Declassification and Review Team, to bear the brunt of the in-depth
research, and any declassification, if necessary since that team of professional

researchers was expert in both fields. SAF/AAZD already had under its belt the
Southeast Asia Declassification Review, wherein they reviewed and declassificd
millions of pages of Vietnam-era records, along with a gimilar effort for the

IX



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON, DC

Office of the Secretary
12 February 1997

MEMORANDUM FOR SAF/PAS
FROM: SAF/AAZD
SUBJECT: RAND REPORT - UFO'S WHAT TO DQO?

This office has no objection to the release of the Rand Report UFO’s What to Do?. This

document has been for sometime, available for sale from the Center for UFO Studies, 2457 West
Patterson Avenue, Chicago IL, 60659.

JAMES McANDREW, Capt, USAFR
Declassification and Review Officer
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PREFACE

This paper was originally produced as an internal document; it was not

prepared for or delivered to any of RAND’s clients. Peer review has not been
undertaken, nor has it been edited or prepared for publication. It is being

released at this time as a matter of public interest.
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INTRODUCTION

Common sense is the quintessence of the
experiences and prejudices of its time,
It is a most unreliable advisor when

one is confronted with a perfectly new

situation,

Gustav Naan

UFOs -- unidentified flying objects, or flying saucers as they
are often called =-- have been on the mind of the public for at least
the last 22 years., For a number of reasons, we know little more about
them now than we did at the outset, There exists a great amount of
misinformation about the phenomenon not only in the minds of the public,
but among educated groups such as scientists as well, It is the pur-
pose of this series of essays to describe various aspects of the phe-
nomenon, make clear my prejudices and the reasons for them, and to sug-

gest a means of proceeding on this interesting and potentially very

significant problem,

But first, a few words about the term UFO. J. A. Hynek, an astron-
omer having continuous involvement with UFO study for over 20 years, de-
fines UFOs as 'any reported aerial or surface visual sighting or radar
return which remains unexplained by conventional means even after exam-
ination by competent persons, This definition...specifies neither fly-
ing nor c:'b_"jva:cts..”(l> I would agree, but would prefer to replace 'or
radar return' with "or instrumental observation' and ''even after exami-

nation by competent persons'' to ''even after competent examination by

qualified persons,' This, then, is the definition I have adopted in

the five essays that follow,
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PART 1: UFOs -- HISTORICAL ASPECTS

—— e —
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Thosc familiar with the UFO literature are awarée that reports of
sightings did not begin with Arnold's sighting in 1947, but that phe-
nomenology much the same as is reported today can be found in documents

(2 gives a sampling of this;

going back to the earliest times, Vallee
Bslis?s Trench(3) has made a more thorough studv and reports on the re-
search of others able to study the original documents.

What was reported?” Luminous discs, shields, globes and elongated
objects in the sky, sometimes alone, sometimes in large numbers. Oc-
casional descriptions of interactions with the observers are also men-
tioned, including landings, and seeing and communicating with occupants.
The latter events especially were almost always interpreted in a re-
ligious context, A recent example is the repeated appearance of a
typical UFO phenomenology at Fatima, Portugal on six successive months
in 1917, The October 13 phenomenon was the best reported and was
witnessed by a crowd of about 70,000 persons, including a number of
scientists, reporters, atheists, and agnostics, as well as faithful
Catholics, One of the scientifically curious was Dr, A. Garrett of
the University of Coimbra. Rain, which had been falling that day, ceased
and the crowd looked up to see the '"sun'' now visible through the heavy
clouds., Professor Garrett wrote, '"...I turned toward this (sun) which
was attracting all eyes and I could see it like a disk with a clear cut

edge, with a vivid rim, luminous and shining, but without hurting one,

The comparison I have heard at Fatima with a disk of dull silver, does



not seem to me exact. It was a clearer, more vivid, richer color and
with shifting tints like the luster of a pearl, It was not at all like
the moon on a clear transparent night, for one saw and felt it like a
living star. Nor was it spherical like the moon, nor did it have the
same quality of lighter and less light., It looked like a burnished
wheel cut out of mother-of-pearl, Nor could it be confused with the
sun seen through a fog -- there was no fog... This disc spun dizzily
round, It was not the twinkling of a star: it whirled round upon it-
self with mad rapidity.,.. The sun, preserving the celerity of its ro-
tation, detached itself from the firmament and advanced, blood-red,
towards the earth, threatening to crush us with the weight of its vast
n(4)

and fiery mass. These moments made a terrifying impression, The

relationship of the old phenomenology to religion are discussed by

(5)

Thomas.

An example of earlier celestial displays of interest is illustrated
in Figs., 1 and 2, These are broadsheets from Nuremberg (1561) and Basel
(1566), respectively, The psychologist, C. G. Jung, provides an analy-

(6)

sis of the contents of the woodcuts in his interesting book. Reference

/ has a very interesting reproduction of a fourteenth century fresco in

a Yugoslavian church.

The modern period of the phenomenon began with a widely publicized
sighting made by Kenneth Arnold in Washington state in 1947, A study
by Bloecher of north american reports over the four week period bracket-
ing the Arnold sighting lists 853 events, including 38 sightings made
before Arnold's heavily publicized sighting.(S)

Because the early reports seemed to suggest airborne craft of un-
usual appearance and kinematics, the problem came to rest with the
newly organized U.S. Air Force, 1Initial fears were that the country
was being overflown by advanced foreign aircraft, possibly on intelli-
gence missions., The latter was suggested by the large number of sight-
ings from the White Sands, New Mexico area and from the vicinity of the
Hanford, Washington atomic plant,

Serious inquiry proceeded for a few years without any positive re-

sults. A number of supposedly knowledgeable people spoke out pointing

out the sporadic nature of the sightings, and that since the reported



Fig. 2 -- Basel Broadsheet, 1566

Both Broadsheets from the Wickiana Collection,
Zurich Central Library
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kinematics were inconsistent with current physical theory, the UFOs
were not likely to be from a foreign power, Further, they argued,‘no
other planets in our solar system were believed to support life -- cer-
tainly not intelligent life -- and since even the nearest star was over
four light years away, the hypothesis of extraterrestrial origin was

(9)

simply unacceptable from the scientific point of view,

(10)

The Air Force investigative effort worked as follows: When-

ever a sighting was made, a report was to be made out and turned in to
the Air Force at base level, The report was forwarded to Wright-Patter-
son AFB, Ohio for study. If the report was interesting enough, follow-
up inquiry was made. By 1952 the number of reports coming in was so
large that the CIA was concerned that an actual attack on the country
might not be immediately recognized, A panel of scientists was then
convened in January 1953 to study the available evidence and see what
conclusion could be reached about UFOs. After seven days of hearing
evidence and discussing the matter it was concluded that there was only
circumstantial evidence of the extraterrestrial hypothesis., The panel
recommended a broadened study effort with full disclosure of investi-
gations. In order to unplug the military intelligence channels, how-
ever, the CIA recommended that, since the UFOs apparently posed no
threat, the Air Force should debunk UFO reports and try generally to

discourage public interest in them, in the hope that they would go

away.(ll)

It was the CIA's recommendation, apparently, that was made policy,
for the investigative procedures used since 1953 have been vestigal and
the handling of the subject by the authorities tended to make witnesses
look ridiculus., In spite of the unfavorable publicity accorded witnesses,
reports persisted, and no doubt in response to official behavior sev-
eral civilian study groups were formed to receive reports and investi-
gate sightings, The most successful of these groups is the National
Investigation Committee on Aerial Phenomena (NICAP). NICAP's member-
ship is well dispersed geographically and acts to learn as much as pos-
sible from sightings., The large number of scientific and technical
personnel in the NICAP membership aids the quality of their evaluations,

A summary of characteristics of the UFO phenomenology published by NICAP
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in 1964(12) contains 575 reports that were extensively checked by NICAP

for accuracy.
A series of sightings in 1965 and 1966 received considerable public

attention and after the poor public reception given the official expla-
nations, the Air Force felt compelled to contract for a 15 month (later
stretched to 18 months) scientific study to be performed at the Univer-
sity of Colorado under the leadership of E. U. Condon, a highly re-
spected physicist, The Condon Committee is due to complete investiga-
tions at the end of June 1968; its report will be reviewed by the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences (presumably to validate that the study was
indeed the objective pearl of the scientific method that was desired),
and is expected to be made public in October 1968. Unfortunately, the
dismissal of two members of the Committee in Tebruary 1968 resulted in
publicity suggesting that the study was not, in fact, objective. It

remains, therefore, to see the final report to determine the worth of

the study.
In the meantime, the respectability accorded UFOs by the $500,000

study contract permitted a considerable amount of scientific interest
to surface. Astronomer Hynek has made a number of public statements
on the basis of his long involvement as a consultant to the Air Force;
atmospheric physicist James Z, McDonald has turned his attention full
time to the subject, and a number of scientific and technical journals
have printed some dialogue - notablv Science, the AIAA Journal, Bulle-
tin of the Atomic Scientists and the Journal of the Astronautical Sci-
ences, It is also noteworthy that the University of Toronto has re-
cently formed a UFO study group.

Even the Soviets, who previously refused even to discuss the sub-
ject now admit to having a study group with good qualifications., The
USSR Academy of Sciences still holds to the orthodox scientific view
that UFOs are a nonproblem, however, using the same arguments we heard
so long. These arguments are just as invalid in the USSR as in the
USA.,

It therefore appears that the subject is slowly and finally being

regarded as a fit subject of scientific inquiry, It is hoped that

enough scientists will acquaint themselves with the subject so that

progress can finally be made,

F .




(Reference 13 is a good account of how the UFO phenomenon was
treated in the U.S. and is recommended to those wondering how science

came to consciously ignore the subject.)
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PART 2: UFOs -- ASTRONOMICAL ASPECTS

The astonishing thing would be if they
did not exist,

Jean Cocteau

We saw in Part 1 that the historical aspects suggest an extra-
terrestrial explanation to UFOs, While it has not been established
that the contemporary phenomena are extensions of the historical, there
does seem to be a continuity in the descriptions of the phenomena de-
scribed, We shall therefore look at contemporary astronomical knowl-
edge and theories and ascertain the likelihood of the existence of other
highly developed life forms,

To begin with, the observable universe -- that is, the distance
to which we can observe luminous objects -- is several billion light-
years in radius (a light year is the distance light travels in a year
at a rate of 186,300 miles per second, The sun is 8 light minutes from
the earth. The next-nearest star is 4.2 light years away). Within

this vast volume we find hundreds of millions of galaxies. Our own

(Milky Way) galaxy is similar to many of those we see at great distances.

It is a lens-shaped assemblage of some 100 billion stars having a di-
ameter of about 100,000 light years, The sun is but one of its compon-
ent stars, and lies about 30,000 light years from the center, close to
the plane of symmetry.

Now let us just consider the stars in our own galaxy -- specifi-
cally excluding those in neighboring or distant galaxies. We would
like to estimate the number of stars having planets roughly similar to
the Earth., From the statistics of stars within 15 light years of the
sun we find that only about one-third are single, the rest binary or
multiple., Since planetary orbits are often unstable in multiple sys-
tems (depending on the details of the configuration) we will say that
only 30 billion stars in our galaxy now have a dynamical environment
that permits planets to exist around them, Will these stars have
planets? We cannot state with assurance that they will; however, cur-
rent knowledge supports the theory that planetary formation is a natural

adjunct to formation orf the star itself from the interstellar gas cloud,
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We would therefore expect about 30 billion stars to have one or more
planets, Now, we can reject certain classes of stars as candidates

for habitable planets, because their lifetimes are too short (these

are stars of high mass). Others can be rejected because of variabil-
ity in light output, a characteristic that would make evolutionary de-
velopment of life much more difficult, In fact if we select only those
stars similar to the sun (whose peak of radiation energy coincides with
a region of terrestrial atmospheric transparency) we have only a few
percent of the total -- about one in 30. Therefore, we would expect
about 1000 million suitable solar type stars exist, Of these, it 1s
estimated by various astronomers that 200-600 million have planets at
about the right distance and have been around long enough that life
forms as developed as our own could exist. Implicit iu further dis-

cussion are the assumptions that:

1. Planets and/or life evolves to a mutual compatibility;

2. The life force, whether spontaneous or otherwise, is such that
whenever the environment is favorable, life will exist,;

3. Our own history of past 2volution and development is neither
slow nor fast, but average and tvoical for life forms. (Ours is the
only example available and no one has yet demonstrated that the "average"

galactic life form should be any different.)

Now let us turn momentarily to time scales, The sun and earth
are on the order of 5 billion yeers old, We might define modern man
as being about 5000 years old (Stonehenge is 4000 years old) -- just
one millionth of the earth's age. The age of science is certainly not
more than 500 years, so our scientific and technical development has
thus far occupied only one ten-millionth of the earth's life span., We
expect the sun will burn another 5 billion years before significant
changes in its brightness occur, Now the age of the galaxy is between
5 and 10 billion years; therefore among the 200-600 million stars we
would expect to have acceptable planets, some would be older than the
sun, some younger (for star formation is still continuing, even though
at a lesser rate than in the galaxy's early history) and some the same age.

It should be clear from assumption (3) and the example of our own
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development, that among the populated planets those younger than the
sun would be peopled by beings very much behind us technologically,
while those on older planets would be extraordinarily advanced (remem-
ber our progress of 500 years and note that some planets could be as

much as a few billion years older). Indeed, we would be surprised to

find someone else at just our stage of technical development., For the
purposes of this paper, we can ignore both the multitude younger than
ourselves and those at our point of development., Even so, we are left
with the possibility of 100,000,000 planets in the galaxy having life
forms very much advanced from us. (This number would be reduced sig-
nificantly if life forms destroyed themselves soon after reaching our
stage of development. This is a philosophical point on which I am opti-
mistic -- I believe the majority of races will learn to survive,) If
these stars are uniformly distributed in the galactic disk, the aver-
age separation will be about 10 light years,

The usual scientist's reaction at this point is, well, even if the
assumptions are correct and this number of advanced civilizations does
exist, contact is still impossible because of the speed of light limita-
tion of the theory of relativity. An excellent example of this kind
of reasonsing can be found in Ref, 14. My reply is that such a state-
ment would appear to be shortsighted, For the moment, let us ignore
the possibilities of overcoming the long time of travel by suspended
animation and the like., Recall that our own physical theory has been
developed in only 500 years, What can we expect in the next 5007 Or
1000 or million or even billion years? 1 suggest that if a way to cir-
cumvent the speed of light restriction is possible, it has already been
found by someone in our galaxy., (I haven't the faintest idea how this
might be done and I fully agree that our own experimental data appear
to accurately confirm the existence of this limitation,) If it has
been discovered by one, we certainly would expect it to be used; if no
other planet's inhabitants independently discovered the means, it makes
little difference for such a thing could be taught by the discoverer,
Thus we may conclude that it is very likely that at least one, and prob-

ably many of the 100 million advanced planetary populations is capable

of interstellar travel.,

F s
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The next question is, of course, have any of them been here? That

question cannot yet be answered definitively. Without knowing what

kind of phenomenology extraterrestrial visitors might exhibit, I will

fall back on my scientific, mechanistic attitudes and say it makes sense

to look for some kind of vehicle or spaceship. It appears that the

class of phenomenology called UFO reports may contain, as a subset,

actual observations of such craft, We shall now turn to the reports
to see when and where things are seen and by whom and what phenomen-
ology, if any, is revealed by the reports.

(Further information about the astronomical and biological possi-
bilities are in Ref. 15, whose principal defects are (1) the authors'

uninformed rejection of UFO phenomenology as being relevant to the sub-

ject under discussion, and (2) their meek acceptance of the speed-of-
light restriction as a universal truth, References 16 and 17 provide

more detailed and more technical discussions of some aspects of the

problem, )
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PART 3: UFOs =-- THE CHARACTER OF REPORTS

Any collection of reports of unknown aerial sightings by the public
will include a large percent of noise - sightings of something explain-
able, The reports are made because the appearance falls outside the
range of the observer's experience, and the observer believes it is
sufficiently anomalous to warrant the attention of authorities., Thus,
any large collection of reports will include descriptions of aircraft,
balloons, spacecraft, astronomical objects, atmospheric effects and the
like, Often the practiced and perceptive analyst can recognize the
stimulus, particularly if he has access to records of aircraft, balloon,
and satellite movements, meteorological data and astronomical phenomen-
ology. Recognition of stimulus is aided by a high qguality report which
is as quantitative as possible and which shows the observer to be able
to differentiate between observation and interpretation., Of course a
number of reports will be so lacking in details that no conclusion can
be reached about what was seen, These are of little use; they may, how-
ever, serve as corroborating evidence to another, higher quality, re-
port and should not, therefore be rejected. The really interesting
class of reports is that reporting phenomenology which is clearly ex-
traordinary. The observer's qualifications may be such that the report
is not only highly credible but is articulate and quantitative as well,
It is this subclass of reports, variously estimated at 5 to 20 percent
of the total, that offer hope of our learning what is going on.

Hynek considers two parameters of reports, credibility and strange-
ness, and suggests that the investigator really needs only to be con-
cerned with reports having high strangeness and high credibility. The
physical scientist is in a position to evaluate strangeness, the social
scientist should be able to provide some measure of credibility. Hynek
also comments on a number of beliefs about UFOs and reports stating,(la)
among other things, that most reports are made by people who previously
never gave much thought to UFOs; that reports are not always vague; and
that well educated, well trained, reliable, stable people also contri-

bute reports., These conclusions have been reached by most people who

have taken the trouble to collect and investigate reports first hand,
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To illustrate the character of reports, I will quote several
narratives from the literature. (Narratives, of course, are just the
beginning of any report. Quantitative information, usually not given
in the narrative must be obtained by careful interview of the witness.)
The first is taken from a collection of 160 reports by Olsen.(lg) It

was originally made to NICAP.

Date: 24 April 1962

Place: Springfield (Delaware County), Pennsylvania
First witness, J. A. Gasslein, Jr. (Lt. Colonel, USAR Ret.) reports:

'Time: Approximately 1945 hours, weather: clear, cloudless,
medium blue sky, visibility good.

'My wife was driving her mother home following the latter's visit
to cur home. They had driven around the block to higher ground when
my wife's mother looked out the car window and saw a large object. It
was moving slowly and silently in an east-to-west direction at not
over 50 ft. above street level. (Determined by the proximity to and
relationship to the size of the Cape-Cod-type bungalows over which
the object was passing.) Mv wife then plainly saw the object herself.

"Anxious to have me see the object, my wife quickly drove the car
back to our house and attracted my attention. I had been working in
the basement. I ran out of the house and up the street for a view.

By the time I saw it, the object appeared to be about a quarter to a
half-mile away, moving in a westerly direction. I saw it as an object
smaller at the top than at the base, seemingly suspended in the air

at an angle of about 45 degrees from my position, and giving off

colored lights. I know that the object was not any kind of conventional
aircraft of balloon.

"Having had the advantage of a closer viewing than I, my wife
describes the object as follows..

" 'The UFO appeared to be about the size of one of the Cape Cod
houses over which it passed, which would make it approximately 30 ft.
in diameter and about the same dimension in height. It was circular,
surmounted by a dome giving off flashes of green light. The center
section rotated a series of square shaped '"windows', each giving off

a brilliant white light. The base section was somewhat saucer-shaped,

'Y
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curved upward. Shafts of white light were directed downward from the
base.' Unfortunately, my wife cannot recall if the exterior was
metallic in appearance. In any event, the object had a well-defined
outline. Again, it moved silently. There was no evidence of occupants
of the UFO.

"Approximately 20 to 25 minutes following the first sighting
described above, the following sighting occured:

"Returning from taking her mother home, my wife drove the car
into our driveway alongside the house, headed westward. In the rear of
our home was a wooded park area. My wife walked down the driveway to
enter the house. Coming up the driveway was a neighbor friend, a

young lady 20 years of age. In a tone of astonishment, she called

my wife's attention to the park area, from which was emerging -an object

of the same description as outlined above moving easterly at low level --
not over 50 ft. above ground level, as judged by the trees in the

area -- the UFO proceded relatively slowly and without sound. It was
approaching the rear of our home and adjacent properties.

"Again, my wife called me from the basement. By the time I got
outside, the object had made a 90 degree turn northward and was
proceeding parallel to the backs of the houses in the same line as
ours. It was perhaps 150 - 200 yards distant. My observation of the
characteristics of the UFO tallied with my wife's and the young lady's.
Each of them independently made a pencil sketch within a few minutes
after the sighting, and the sketches were substantially alike.

"All told, there were at least 15 persons in the vicinity who
acknowledged seeing the object at about the same time as the sightings
made by my wife and myself."

Another witness, P. T. Scattergood, reports:

"Around 8 (p.m.) I stepped out the front door, facing south and
saw a brilliantly lighted object low in the southern sky. At first I
took it to be a jet taking off from Philadelphia Airport, which is in
that general direction. But I could hear no engine noise and it was
traveling too slowly to be a plane. Also it did not have the usual
blinking lights.

"It appeared to have a row of yellowish lights (which I took for

the windows of the "jet') with a clear green light at the top. As I
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watched, the row of lights appeared to be obscured as though a large
paddle-wheel were revolving and blotting them out, beginning with the
rear lights and proceeding forward. Since the object was moving west,
I saw the right hand side of it. The periodic appearance and disappearance
of the lights was perfectly regular. The top green light was constantly
visible. I stood on the pavement and watched the object sail leisurely
to the west until it disappeared behind some trees. The observation
probably lasted from 5 to 10 minutes."
This report has the desirable features of the UFO being seen by a
number of people (about 15) of which two actually made reports. (Hynek
estimates the number of sightings to be about 10 times the number of reports
turned in). Other desirable aspects of this sighting are that it was
made during davlight: that it was near enough that some details of
its configuration were observable; and, it was visible long enough
to allow the observers to consider '"explanations'' as they watched it.

The second example is reported by James F. McDonald in T. Bloecher's
book on an intense period of UFO activity in 1947. The report was
made 20 years after the sighting to Prof. McDonald for the reasons
given at the end of the quotation.

"Mrs. Olavick was in her kitchen at 2101 East Hawthorne Street,
Tucson, while Mrs. Down was out in the back-year patio. Suddenly
Mrs. Down called her out excitedly, and both proceeded to observe
what had caught Mrs. Down's eye. The time was just after the noon
hour; Tucson's skies were completely cloudless. Somewhat north of
their zenith lay an unusual, isolated, ''steamy-fleecy' cloud at an
altitude which Mrs. Olavick found difficult to estimate, though she
recalled that it seemed lower than average for that time of year (thus,
perhaps at or below 10,000 feet, say). No other cloud was to be seen
in the sky. 1In and out of the cloud moved a number of dull-white
disc-like objects that rose and fell in an erratic manner, occasionally
disappearing into or above the unnatural cloud. She said that these
objects were round in planform but were not spherical, for they
frequently tipped a bit, explosing a flattened-sphere form. She
estimates that they watched these objects cavorting near the cloud for

perhaps five or six minutes before the entire group suddenly disappeared

within the cloud or perhaps above it.
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"After a minute or so, as she now recalls it, a new object,
perhaps three of four times as large as the little objects, came out
of the cloud on its east side. After it emerged, the small objects
began to emerge also, taking up a V-formation pattern behind it. The
V comprised a line of four-abreast just to the rear of the large object,
then a line of three-abreast behind that, and finally two-abreast in
the rear. Thus the point of the V was to the rear (in the sense of
the emergent and subsequent motion). This formation permitted the
first accurate count of the small objects, nine in all. No sooner had
the last pair emerged than all ten objects shot off to the north-
east, climbing out of sight in a time that she thought was probably
two to three seconds. She does not recall what happened to the cloud
after the ten objects departed.

"I (McDonald) have spoken with Mrs. Olavick several additional
times, following her first call. Her account was presented in an
unembellished manner, and her descriptions were carefully framed,
specifying just which parts had become less distinct in her memory.
But the basic vividness of her memory of this observation she stressed
repeatedly. I had to explain that it was by no means clear that the
objects she saw were identical with those reported by Kenneth Arnold
two months later. When I queried her as to why she had not reported
them, she pointed out that she and Mrs. Down were entirely convinced
that they had been fortunate enough to witness some new American
military vehicles about which the general public had not yet been
informed. Later she heard of the "flying saucers,' and she and Mrs.
Down, when they rejoined their husbands in mid-summer in Iowa, told
them about their own observation. The husbands, she recalled, made such
a joke of it that they ceased mentioning it.

Again we have a daytime sighting of several minutes duration,
with two witnesses. As is often the case when the phenomenon appears
mechanical, it was interpreted as some secret government development.
Ridicule of the sighting by family members and friends (if not by

authorities) is frequently mentioned as a reason for delayed reporting

of sightings.
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A third report is taken from a paper Prof. McDonald presented

at the 12 March 1968 Canadian Aeronautics and Space Institute Astronautics

Symposium, Montreal.
"At about 5:15 a.m., PDT, on the morning of July 4, 1967, at

least five witnesses (and reportedly others not yet locatable) saw an

object of unconventional nature moving over Highway 5 on the edge of

Corning, California. Hearing of the event from NICAP, I began searching

for the witnesses and eventually telephone-interviewed four. Press

accounts from the Corning Daily Observer and Oakland Tribune afforded

further corroboration.

"Jay Munger, operator of an all-night bowling alley, was drinking
coffee with two police officers, James Overton of the Corning force
and Frank Rakes of the Orland force, when Munger suddenly spotted the
object out the front windows of his bowling alley. In a moment all
three were outside observing what they each described as a dark gray
oval or disc-shaped object with a bright light shining upwards on its
top and a dimmer light shining downward from the underside. A dark gray
or black band encircled the mid-section of the object. When first
sighted, it lay almost due west, at a distance that they estimated at
a quarter of a mile (later substantiated by independent witnesses
viewing it at right angles to the line of sight of the trio at the
bowling alley). It was barely moving, and seemed to be only a few
hundred feet above terrain. The dawn light illuminated the object, but

not so brightly as to obscure the two lights on top and bottom, they

stated.

"Munger, thinking to get an independent observation from a different
part of Corning, returned almost immediately to telephone his wife; but
she never saw it for reasons of tree-obscuration. At my request, Munger
re-enacted the telephoning process to form a rough estimate of elapsed
time. He obtained a time of 1-1.5 minutes. This time is of interest
because, when he completed the call and rejoined Overton and Rakes, the
object had still moved only a short distance south on Highway 5 (about
a quarter of a mile perhaps), but then quickly accelerated and passed

off to the south, going out of their sight in only about 10 seconds, far

to their south.
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Paul Heideman, of Fremont, California, was driving south on Highway
5 at the time of the above sighting, along with a friend, Robert King.

I located Heideman and obtained from him an account of his observation
made from a point on the highway north of Corning. He saw the light
from the object, and had veered east (a turn not seen from the more
restricted viewing point of the bowling-alley parking lot). Heideman
said that, when first seen, it lay almost straight down Highway 5,
serving to check the estimate of the other observers that the object
lay only a few city blocks to their west.

The weather was clear, no haze, no wind, according to the witnesses.
Munger's concise comment was, ''I've never seen anything like it before."
He estimated its ''diameter" at perhaps 50-100 ft, and its vertical thick-
ness as perhaps 15-20 ft, with some kind of edge (band) perhaps 5-10 ft
thick. No sound was ever heard. Overton stated to me that he had no
idea what it was, but that ''there was no doubt it was a craft of some
sort."

The next example is from a report I personallv investigated. It
occurred in the area where I was reared; the observers are known to my
family; I am familiar with the natural phenomenology of the area.

Date: 10 October 1966

Place: Near Newton, Illinois
First witnesses: Mrs. A (she prefers not to be publicly identified
because of the reaction of friends and neighbors).

Time: 5:20 p.m.

""Mrs. A was in her kitchen preparing supper; five of her children
were plaving outdoors. The children shouted to her to 'come out and
see the silent plane''. She writes "I glanced out the south window and
there it was coming into sight just south of our 72 foot silo moving
very slowly from east to west. It was about 35 feet high. My first
thought was that it was a plane making an emergencv landing, but when
I saw it in full view, I knew it was no plane, not like anything I have

ever seen. I hurried outside to join the children in the vard. It

n
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continued to move in a sp;aight line to the west. We could see it
clearly as it drifted over a 50 by 100 foot machine shed being built
at the time [the workers were, however, in the fields this day]. It
appeared to be larger than our car, and was more oval. There was a
bluish glow around the ends, top, and bottom of it. It (the glow)
wasn't bright, since it was daylight yet, but more like a low cloud,
haze, or fog; or a mixture of bluish-grey tiny bubbles floating along
around it. The object was seen clearly. It was blue in color and
appeared to be made of metal. You could see [longitudinal] seam lines.
There was one black window. I thought they (assuming someone was in
it) could see out but we could not see them. I kept looking for
someone tc peep out and wave, but don't recall seeing or feeling
anvthing at the time. There was a brownish-gold design on the lower
back half. A raised part was on the top near the back which was
noticed by all the children. It moved very quietly, making no sound
at all except for a whirling or vibrating sound for 1 or 2 seconds as
it drifted on toward the west... We followed it down the yard and lane,
continuing to watch it as it was 300 feet, then 200 feet from the north
and south gravel road and the REA electric line which is on the
west side of the road. We were talking together, all very excited
about what it was, where it came from, if there were people in it, and
it it would rise to clear the electric line. It did; it rose so quickly
and was out of sight in just a few seconds. Our eyes could not follow
it fast enough. This was certainly a fantastic thing."

The questionnaire, a lengthv correspondence, an interview in June
1967 and other checking produced the following details:

Meteorology: Clear, warm, dry weather, cloudless.

Astronomical: Moonset 3:51 p.m. EST

sunset 5:29 p.m. EST

UFO: Prolate spheroidial shape as shown below.
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The surface appeared to be non-specular, like dull aluminum or metal,
and blue, the color probably deriving from the self-luminous halo. Lon-
gitudinal seams were apparent, but no rivets or such were seen. The
black rectangle was assumed to be a window and appeared to be recessed.
It was not shiny, but ''like the dark of night.'" The surrounding glow
was partly opaque, yet self luminous. It was darker than the sky and
extended about 1/4 the object's length in all directions. The halo was
particularly opaque at the ends of the object, obscuring the underlying

parts. The design at the lower rear looked like a pattern of crosses

and dots like (1) or (2)
(1) X XX (2) ,{,__\:_\.

Mrs. A says the glow obscured the design and in any case her attention
was fixed on the "window''. The only sound heard occurred when the UFO
was nearest the unfinished shed, being constructed of a wooden framework
covered with ferrous sheets. It is possible that some sheets were caused

to vibrate. No electromagnetic effects were noted (TV was off) and

no electrostatic or other effects were noted bv Mrs. A or her children.
As the UFO disappeared, Mrs. A was just looking along the road for a

car, two of the children said the UFO pitched nose-up and as 1t went up a
light or flame of orange color was seen at the rear.

Enough angular data was provided from building and landmark place-
ment and sizes that it is possible to estimate the size of the metallic
portion of the UFO at 16 to 20 feet in length, seen at a distance of
150 to 300 feet. 1Its linear speed was about 4 to 8 miles per hour,
based on the above distances and timings obtained by re-enactment. It
was visible for 4 minutes. Angular size was 2 3/4'" at arms length.,

In an effort to quantify the colors somewhat, a Nickerson color
fan was used by the witnesses to select the colors most nearly like
those on the UFO. The color selections were made independently in

direct sunlight with the color fan held in front of a white field. The

colors given were

don.
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Metallic surface

Mrs. A. 7.5 PB - 7
Child 1 2.5 PB - 8/5
Child 2 7.5 B - 3/5
Glow (The color of ''grayness' was not uniform)
Mrs. A. 5 PB - 8/5
2.5 PB - 8/5
Child 1 5 PB - 7/7
Child 2 2.5 PB - 6/8
Orange flare on ascent
Child 1 5 YR - 7/11
Child 2 5 YR - 7/11

Second event: Same day, 6:30 p.m., sky is now dark. Location is in
town of Newton, Illinois, aboui seven miles north west of first event.
Mrs. B was walking down the steps of a friend's house toward
her car. '"As I started down the steps my eyes were drawn bv something

in the south eastern sky. I stopped a moment and saw very clearly a
luminous bluish object moving quite rapidly from east to west. It
seemed to be rather low in the sky, but at night it is difficult to
judge distance either as to how high it was or how far awayv 1t was.

It did appear larger than a full moon, but instead of being round it
had a definite oval shape. I would say an elongated oval. There was
no sound that I could detect, and while it appeared to be blue and
purple, there was also a whitish glow in it. The outline of the object
was very distinct. I watched it until it disappeared behind some trees
and a house a little less than a block from me."

Further correspondence and discussion brought forth the following
information: The major axis of the oval was horizontal; its path was
not perfectly horizontal, but somewhat undulatory. Its color was
brightest and whitest at the center, becoming more blue and darker

toward the edges. Mrs. B. estimated the colors as shown below (Since

the interview was conducted in the evening, the color fan was illuminated

by an incandescent lamp).

edge 7.5 B - 7/5
outer 7.5 B - 9/2

inner 7.5 B - 8/4
_center 7.5 B - 7/6

F .
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In itself, this last report, which describes a sighting of 15 to
20 seconds duration, contains insufficient information to come to any
conclusion. However, when put alongside the earlier report there is
the possibility of a relationship -- could these be reports of the
same thing seen under differing conditions of illumination? We'll
never know positively but the suggestion is quite strong.

As far as Mrs. A's sighting is concerned, we have obtained
enough data from follow-up inquiry and on-site investigation to rule
out known airborne craft, meteorological, and astronomical phenomenon.
Yet the observations are sufficiently detailed to give us adequate
confidence that some sort of machine was present, behaving in a very
extraordinary way. JSome parts of the object are similar to other
reports (the effervescent glow, the orange color on acceleration, the
very black "window' (which sounds like a block-body absorber)). Other
parts are unusual -- the UFO's prolate spheroidal shape and the

pattern (although seeing the pattern would require the observer to be

quite close). The original correspondence and data sheets on Mrs. A's
sighting run to over 40 pages. In correspondence and interviews over a
period of 8 months no substantial inconsistencies could be found. The

geometric data, particularly, are so intricately related that it is
most unlikely that the witness could have fabricated a story so well.

In addition, acquaintances made it clear that Mrs. A. is not prone to

story telling and that "'she is too busy to dream up such a tale'. Mr.
A, who returned from the fields that evening found the household still
considerably agitated four hours after the event. He said he had no
idea what it was his wife and children saw, but he obviously treated

the sighting seriously for he went to considerable trouble to comply with

a request to measure the sizes and locations of each building and tree

on the farm.

It is this kind of sighting - the kind which is clearly inexplicable
in contemporary terms, which causes me (and other interested persons) to
take the whole subject so seriously. Hynek suggests that it is just this
kind of sighting that often goes unreported, because the witness --
especially if his education or training are appropriate —-— knows that
what he saw was unambiguously extraordinary. And machine-like. A

number of such reports were belatedly made after the University of
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Colorado study effort got underway. Apparently the witnesses waited
for the respectability the UOC study brought to the subject. It is
hoped that the scientific and intellectual climate will change to the
point where witnesses, particularly those having the best qualifications,
can feel free to report sightings and know that they are being taken
seriously.

Not all reports are visual reports only. An example of a photo-
graphic observation studied in detail is given in reference 20. Here,
a 16mm movie of two objects sighted in the daytime provided the analyst
enough information to conclude that no known phenomena could have caused
the images. This report is, hopefully, the first iﬁ a series of

instrumented sightings carefully and adequately studied.
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PART 4: UFO'S - PHENOMENONOLOGICAL ASPECTS

Since I have made a first hand study of only a dozen sightings,
the phenomenology described in this section will necessarily be based
on descriptions of reports collected by others, particularly NICAP,
APRO, UFOIRC, and Vallee. There is, unfortunatley, no central file of
reports accessible to the interested scientist, although large numbers
of reports are in the hands of the organizations mentioned above. (The
extensive Air Force files are of very limited use, from what I can tell,
because of the extremely inconsistent quality of investigation.) 1In an
unfortunate number of cases the report consists of little more than a
narrative. My experience with the Newton sightings suggests that

quantitative information is available if the investigator takes the

trouble to personally make an on-site study. True, it may not be the

qualitv of an instrumented sighting, but enough quantitative data are
available to permit meaningful study of sighting reports.

NICAP's document ''The UFO Evidence'' contains a summary of patterns
in appearance and behavior as determined from cases they had studied
through 1963. Regarding appearance, the most common type is a disc

shape, followed by spherical, oval/elliptical, cylindrical, and triangular.

The breakdown of NICAP's 575 cases goes as follows

Disc 26 7 149 cases
Round 17 7 96 cases
Oval/elliptical 13 % 77 cases
Cylindrical 8.37% 48 cases
Triangular 2 Z' 11 cases
Other (Radar, light source, 33.7% 194 cases

not stated)

;;;;;;;E Obviously, there may be some mis-classification within

the first three groups because of projective effects.
<;;;;;;;;> Discs may be coin-shaped or lens shaped (double convex).

The domed disk is plano-convex, (sometimes double convex)

with a smaller radius bulge atop the convex side. The

c:gzzzzg::, saturn disk is a sphere or oblate spheroid with a thin

ring projecting from the equator. Similar objects are
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seen without the equatorial ring also. Another subset
C:::::) are the heﬁiSpheric variety, sometimes with a small
- protrusion at the apex and usually seen with the flat
side down. All the above mentioned objects are generically
oblate with the axis of symmetry usually seen oriented
‘<;;;E;;;;> vertically. Another group are prolate, having the major
*:::::K) axis horizontal, usually. This includes the elliptical
(football) variety, the triangular or tear drop variety,
( D and the cylindrical or cigar shaped species.
Reported colors depend strongly on the luminous environment.

NICAP finds that of the 253 cases of daytime observations where color is

stated, the results are

Silver or metallic 34.8 7% 88 cases
White 32.0 % 81 cases
Specular 13.4 % 34 cases
Gray | lad % 19 cases
Black 12.3 4 31 cases

It should be noted that a few reports exist suggesting that the
brightness of the object first thought by the observer to be reflected
sunlight, was in fact self luminosity, as ascertained by the geometry,
presence of clouds and the like.

In the dark-sky observations, the outline or shape of the UFO is
often not seen. What is seen is a light or series of lights, sometimes
extremely bright. Luminous rays are also reported, going up sometimes
(particularly from domed discs) downward (from hemispheric types
principally, also from discs) and from one UFO to another (spherical
types). The luminous column is usually not divergent. Excluding these

interesting rays, the reported colors of UFOs seen at night are, for

162 cases
Red 38.3 % 62 cases
Orange 15.4 7 25 cases
Yellow 17.3 % 28 cases
Green 13.0 & 21 cases
Blue 16.0 % 26 cases

Purple 0 0
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Brightness and color, changes are also noted, and while the sample
is small (82 cases) NICAP found the following: Of the 25 cases showing

a change in brightness, 23 of the changes occurred at the moment of a

velocity change (a change of either magnitude or direction). Concerning

the change of color, 23 cases showed a color change related to accelera-

tion. While the supporting data are not conclusive, it appears that
the spectral shift is to the red upon acceleration.

It should also be noted that UFOs reported at night have only a
star-like appearance unless very close. Distant UFO's sometimes turn
off and on. When closer to the observer, reports often indicate a
number of lights, located at the top and around the rim usually. Some-
times the lights flash on and off or change color rhythmically. Several
cases have been reported of the UFQ flashing its lights in response to
the witness flashing hand or vehiclar lights. In other cases the lights
winked off with the approach of another car or an aircraft, only to turn
on again when the vehicle had passed.

While practically any luminous behavior could be produced by
someone with sufficient time and money, kinematic behavior at odds
with experience or, preferably, at odds with Newtonian behavior are
suggestive of non-terrestrial origin.

A common kind of motion is called oscillation by NICAP and is
subdivided into '"wobble on axis' (frequently described also as fluttering,
flipping, and tipping); pendulum motion on slow ascent, hovering and
decent (also called "falling leaf motion'); and occasionally a side-to-
side oscillation observed as the UFO proceeds horizontally. These

motions are most often performed by discs, although examples of similar

behavior by other forms also exist.

The last class, that of violent and erratic maneuvers, most clearly
lacks an explanation from current physical theory. Using terms like

bobbing, erratic, jerky, zig-zag, dark, and shot away, witnesses

describe motions involving high angular accelerations and velocities.

A number of radar observations appear to substantiate this anomalous

behavior. Among the 40 cases showing such characteristics, NICAP finds

that 28 percent were reported by scientific or other appropriately

experienced personnel.
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Variation of Sightings with Time

It appears that the UFO phenomenology has been with us from the

earliest times. In the last twenty-five years, however, there seems

to be a drastic increase in the number of sightings. It is practically
impossible to estimate the number of world-wide sightings because of
the lack of suitable data collection means. In the U.S., the principal
depositories are currently the Air Force, NICAP, and APRO. It is
estimated that currently these sources together receive about 2000
reports per year. JSince only about one sighting in 10 is reported, the
number of sightings is about 20,000. But of these, 80 to 957 are not
interesting, leaving us with "only" 1000 to 4000 worthwhile sightings

per year for North America.

In addition to the background of reports more or less constantly
flowing in, occasional periods of intense activity are also noted. One
such period was October 1954 over most of France. NICAP lists a number
of these 'flaps''. Sometimes they are very localized, covering only a
small portion of a state for a period of a few weeks.

APRO concludes, on the basis of the reports available to them, that
the patterns of appearance follow phases - atomic test areas and
installations in the late 1940s and early 50s, rivers, reservoirs
and bodies of water in the late 50s and early 60s and now electrical
distribution systems. Convincing evidence to support this hypothesis
has not been published; however, if the hypothesis were true it would
certainly raise a lot of question.

McDonald and others suggest that reports of the last few years
show more sightings of objects at low altitude (or landed) and more
sightings made from urban areas (in the 40s and 50s sightings were

generally inversely correlated with population densities).

Interactions with the Environment

Interactions of UFOs with the environment produce a kind of
believability that pure visual observations will never do. Some
examples of interaction are cases showing electromagnetic disturbances
in practically every kind of device -- radio, TV, auto ignition, aircraft
electronics, compass, magnetometer, magnetic automobile speedometer,

etc. NICAP lists 106 examples. NICAP also lists 81 cases of radar

s
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tracking of UFOs, most of which were simultaneous with visual sightings,

and a number of which involved use of interceptors. Among the physiological

effects noted are burns, temporary paralysis, prickling sensation, and
eyes irritated as by ultraviolet light. A number of witnesses claim
to have observed landings; depressions in the ground and damaged
vegetation usually result. At a landing site in France,

only weeds grow in a nine foot circular area where a disc was seen to

(21) At another landing

land two years ago, despite efforts to replant.
site, French railway officials calculated that a weight of 30 tons would
be required to make the depressions found in some railroad ties where

a UFO was reported to have landed.

While most UFO's are silent, some have made sounds described as
hiseing, rushing, swishing, humming, whirring, whining, droning,
like thunder, like shotgun, and a series of staccato explosions. In
the past the absence of sonic booms from supersonic UFO's bothered many
scientists; it appears now that that problem might be overcome by
surrounding the craft by a corona discharge (which incidentally would
be a luminous blue glow around the object).(23)

I will purposely not corment much on occupants, except to say that
there are a few (very few) reasonably reliable and carefully investigated
reports of UFO occupants. For the time being, I would prefer to
concentrate on reports of the objects, however, as the frequency of
reliable occupant reports is so low. I have no bias one way or the
other along these lines. If UFOs are of extraterrestrial origin,
they may or may not be "'manned". If manned, one should expect an
occasional appearance. Readers more interested in this aspect of
UFOs are referred to reference 24.

In summary, we see a wide, almost exasperating range of reported
phenomenology. By careful interviews with witnesses and analysis of
a large number of reports the significant patterns in phenomenonology
should appear. If the UFOs are a new manifestation of nature, they
should exhibit some patterns of appearance or behavior which would aid
in identifying and predicting them. If of extraterrestrial origin and

intelligently guided it may be possible to anticipate appearances.

This will be discussed in the next and final essay.

S
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PART 5: UFOs -- HOW TO PROCEED AND WHY

We are so far from knowing all the forces of
Nature and the various modes of their action that
it is not worthy of a philosopher to deny phenomena
only because they are inexplicable in the present
state of our knowledge. The harder it is to
acknowledge the existence of phenomena, the more
we are bound to investigate them with increasing

care.
Laplace

Laplace's remarks are certainly as true and significant for us
today as for his contemporaries. In the preceeding essays I have
suggested that there exists a class of phenomena rather widely occuring
today (and perhaps since earliest times) that is elusive, puzzling
and often at variance with known scientific and technical experience.
What are we going to do about it? What should we, what can we do

about it?

J. F. MacDonald suggests that the UFO phenomena lie somewhere in

the following categories of explanation:
1. Hoaxes, fabrications, and frauds. Report files centain
examples of these; investigators believe about 5 percent of all reports

made are in this category. Detailed study, however, usually uncovers

such reports.

2. Hallucinations, mass hysteria, and rumor phenomena. Present
understanding of psychology does not admit many of the significant

reports to be explained in this way.

3. Misinterpretations of well known physical phenomena (meteorolo-
eical, astronomical, optical, etc.). By far the largest percentage of
reports fall in this category. Study by an experienced investigator
can usually identify these.

4. Poorly understood physical phenomena (rare electrical or
meteorological effects, plasmas). Certainly a distinct possibility
in a number of cases, it is a category worthy of careful study. Some
of the most interesting cases, however have sufficient observational
detail to eliminate this possibility (I am referring to reports of

unambiguously machine-like objects).

b
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5. Advanced technologies (test vehicles, satellites, reentry
effects). Again, some reports can be attributed to this cause, but
most cannot.

6. Poorly understood psychic phenomena (psychic projections,
archetypal images, parapsychological phenomena, etc). It is difficult
to comment on this possibility because of the current lack of knowledge
of parapsychology. While a (small) number of UFO reports do exhibit
aspects of parapsychological phenomenology(ZS), general relationships
have yet to be convincingly demonstrated. Reference 6 deals with this
explanation.

7. Extraterrestrial probes. A possibility commonly held by the
public and commonly rejected by scientists. Prof. McDonald believes a
number of sightings are best explained by this hypothesis.

8. Messengers of salvation and occult truth. This explanation 1is
listed because of the nature of certain reports (particularly 'contact"

reports —— reports involving communication of UFO occupants and the

witnesses) and because of the historical aspects of the phenomenology.

See reference 5 for elaboration.

Perhaps, to play it safe, an additional category should be listed:

9. Other
Clearly, the explanation of UFOs will interest someone. Psychologists

have an interest in 1, 2, 3 and 6; theologians in category 8, scientists
in 4 and 7. Therefore, whatever the explanation, it is a problem of

at least average interest. If, by chance, the explanation is 7, or

even 8 (and possibly 6) the value to society would be profound and
significant. In this sense, an identification of the phenomenon would
be a task of highest potential urgency.

How might it be done?

Because of the transient nature of UFO's we cannot expect to have
the interested scientist rush to the spot to make his own observations.
Reports so far accumulated, however, show that UFO's sometimes appear
frequently in certain areas for a short period of time (a so-called
"flap"). One characteristic of the flap is a larger percentage of
sightings of objects at low levels than one normally obtains. If the

reporting and analysis system were responsive enough, men and instruments
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could be dispatched when a flap was recognized with a reasonable hope
of making first hand observations. I would therefore suggest the
following:

1. Organization of a central report receiving agency, staffed by
a permanent group of experienced UFO investigators and having on
call specialists in astronomy, physics, optics, atmospheric physics,
psychology and the like for application when needed.

2. This agency should be readily and instantly accessible to
the public for the purpose of reporting. (Witnesses should be able to
turn to someone other than the press to make reports.) Report forms
could be made available in Post Offices, for example. More urgent
reports could be made by toll-free telephone lines. (Radio amateurs
have recently begun cooperating with NICAP to provide an alerting
system.) Because many sightings are made at night when most services
are closed, the local police office should be prepared to receive reports
of sightings. Experience indicates that witnesses usually turn first
to the police, particularly if the UFO was close or if the witness was
frightened. Such a local ''data center' would be very useful for
identifying flaps and could possibly serve to dispatch personnel to an
area of interest. Care must be taken to properly inform the officers
involved about the aims of the project and requests for assistance
should be made in such a way as to minimize additional police work.

An awareness of the problem by a dispatcher or desk sergeant might be
sufficient to draw attention to a developing situation. An interested
local scientist could then be notified, perhaps in time to make an
observation. Hynek also suggests that the police carry cameras in
their cars should they become involved as observers. This advice
obviously applies to all interested persons.

3. A loose organization of interested scientists should be
available to investigate reports in their local areas. A good start
toward this has been made by NICAP. It is important that investigations
be made rapidly and by properly qualified people. I

4. The press should be encouraged to report sightings accurately

and in a non-sensational manner. Suitable reporting would encourage

other witnesses to come forth.
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5. Existing sensor records could be examined for anomalies,
particularly if visual reéorts are made nearby. Since we don't know
what to expect, it is difficult to say what is needed; however records
of electric, magnetic and gravitational fields, radioactivity, optical
and radio frequency anomalies would be a logical place to start. Radars
could also contribute, if they are designed for general purpose use.

As it is, most current radar detection and tracking devices are designed
to ignore anomalous objects.

After a few years' operation in this mode, it should be possible
to study the resulting report statistics to draw generalities about
appearance and behavior (such as was done in Part IV) and most

importantly to anticipate times and locations of appearances. Only

when this is done will it be possible to instrument sightings and

therefore obtain the objective data so badly needed. If the explanation

is #4, some environmental correlations are bound to occur. For #7

it is possible that appearances could be anticipated, if we are clever

enough: for #6 and #8 we will likely not be able to anticipate appearances.
Certainly the conclusions drawn by NICAP from reports in their

file are startling and, if valid worthy of considerable scientific

effort. It would be much more convincing if data could be collected

worldwide and if the most interesting reports could be intensively

and completely investigated. 1 believe current reports justify the

expanded data collection and analysis effort.
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A REPORT FORM

In order to acquaint the reader with the kind of information
solicited on report forms, a copy of the form developed by the
University of Colorado study group for its work is reproduced. It
is considerably better than most other forms, and it is understood
that considerable effort was expended in the psychological aspects
of the form.

It is my opinion that little will be learned from study of
sightings reported on such forms. They should serve as initial sources
of information on which to decide whether field work is desirable.
It is the field interview by the interested scientist that will
determine the witnesses capability of observation and will permit
the scientist to extract the maximum amount of information from the
observer. It is regretable that the scientists laboratory is so
large, but only by such first hand study will we be able to get

enough information to anticipate appearances.

dem
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PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

Location of Sighting:

Date of Sighting:

Name of Observer:

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJ]
UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO

be sure they are numbered, )

202 Woodbury Hall

(]

CTS PROJECT

Boulder, Colorado 80302

Area Code 303, 443-2211, Ext., 6762

UFO SIGHTING REPORT

I, PERSONAL ACCOUNT
In your own words, Please describe the incident as it happened. (If additional pages are needed,

'
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Note to observer: In filling out this form, please be as complete and accurate as possible, Some of the informaton
asked for may not apply to your sighting or may be unavailable to you, In such cases, please indicate,

0. ENVIRONMENTAL SITUATION

1,  What was your exact location when you observed the UFO(s)? (Include the name of the city or town you were in,
or the distance to the nearest city or town,)

o What was the date?

3. How long did you observe the object(s)? Hours: Minutes: Seconds:
From A.M. P.M., ZONE (When FIRST seen)
To AM, P.M. ZONE (When LAST seen)

4,  Assuming you had stayed in one place, what is the longest time you COULD HAVE OBSERVED the UFO(s)?

Hours: Minutes Seconds:

S, How did you first happen to notice the object(s)?

6. What had you just been doing?

7. A. In what direction did you FIRST see the Object(s)? (Indicate this in the diagram by drawing an arrow

from the center of the circle (observer's position) to the point on edge representing the object's position,
Label this point No, 1,

B.  In what direction did you LAST see the object(s)? (Indicate by drawing a second arrow labeled No, 2,)

North

West East

SW SE

South

8.  Estimate the MINIMUM distance and altitude of the object(s) from you and how you determined this measurement,

a, distance: b, altitude:
9.  Estimate the elevadon (in degrees) of the object(s) in the sky. Mark position on the dotted line in the diagram,

If elevation of object changed, please mark BOTH highest position and lowest position,

( point directly overhead)
0
™~
N

X45°
\

\
\

(observer) —3. ..___—__l <— ( point on horizon)

'S
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10, Did you observe the object(s) through any of the following? (Circle) Include information on type of equipment:
model, type of film, filters, etc, (See question number 45,)

a, eyeglasses f.  binoculars
b,  sunglasses g. telescope
c. windshield h. theodolite
d. windowpane i, still camera
e, movie camera P other
11, Was object(s) observed by radar? If so, where was the radar located? (Give name (s) of radar operator(s)

and information on speed and flight p;th (s), if available,)

12, Please describe weather conditions and type of sky; i.e, bright daylight, nighttime, dusk, etc. Were stars or moon
visible ?

13, Was there any wind? If so, please give direction and speed as accurately as you can,

14, What was the position of the sun and/or the. moon in relation to object(s) and to you? (Please explain,)

15.  Briefly describe the type of terrain in the area,

16. Did you see any conventional aircraft in the area immediately before, during, or after the incident?

17,  Please list any airport, military, governmental, or research installation(s) in the area. Are there any other
unique features or landmarks (either natural or manmade) in the vicinity? If so, please describe,

18.  Sketch or include a map of the area, labeling north, your position, the apparent course or position (s) of object(s)
and any other important landmarks, (Please use separate piece of paper for sketch and artach to this report,)

DESCRIPTION OF OBJECT(S)

19, Were you able to see the object(s) clearly? Please describe any limiting factors,

20, Did you see more than one object? If so, how many? Make a sketch showing formation and
position changes

21, Did the objects all appear to be similar to one another? If not, describe the differences in question #22,

22, Please give a detailed description of the object(s), including shape, color, lights, surface features (if any), etc,
Sketch the object(s) in detail according to your description,

bon
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23, If only lights were seen, did they seem to maintain fixed positions relative to one another? In other words, could
they have been attached to a solid object? Please explain,

24, Did object(s) leave any physical evidence of its presence (i.e. burns, radioacdvity, disturbed ground, wreckage,
other)? Please describe,

Were any samples taken? {0 Yes [0 No
By Whom? Where to?
Was any analysis done? [0 Yes [J No By Whom?

Please summarize results if known, If report is available, please attach copy.

25, Did object(s) make any sound? If so, what kind?
26, Did object(s) produce heat? If so, please explain,
27, Did object(s) produce an odor? If so, please describe it,

28, Did object(s) appear to be solid or gaseous?

29. Was object(s): (circle one) a, fuzzy or blurred? b, like a bright star? c. sharply outlined

30. How would you describe the brightness of the object(s)? (Circle one)
same brightness as the background?

a,  brighter than the sun? e.
b,  brighter than the moon? f. darker than the background?
c.  brighter than any star (or planet)? g. other (explain)?

d,  brighter than the background?

31, Was the object(s): (circle one)

a, self-luminous? b,  dull finish? c, reflecting? d, tansparent?

32, (Circle the items which apply and DESCRIBE as clearly as you can,) Did the object(s):

a,  appear to rotate (as a whole or in part)? f. leave any visible trail?

b,  change shape? g. drop anything?

c. change color? h,  separate into parts or explode?
d.  change brightness? i,  disappear and reappear?

e, give off smoke or vapor? | j.  appear to affect any animals?

33. Did the object(s) appear to affect any mechanical or electrical devices (i.e. automobile engine, headlights,
radio, T,V,, appliances, clocks, watches, etc,)? If so, please explain in detail, (include make,

model, wansmission type if automnbile, etc,)

'S
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35,

36,

~-38-

Can you describe the interior of the object(s) {in any way?
Do you have any reason to believe the object(s) was occupied? If so, please explain,

What was the APPARENT size of the object(s) compared with the following familiar objects?

(Note: The moon is the same size as a pencil eraser (1/4") held at arms length) Please check the appropriate boxes,

THE OBJECT WAS

THAN

familiar objects

larger
than a, faint star B - ]
J ._ﬂ:nan b. b;ight star . -
-than c. object half as-iarge as the moon
l rt:ham d, the moon |
1 i *d:lan‘e. dime at arm's lengthr -
i | than f,  nickel at arm"s length
: :than g. quarter i arm's length - B ) |
than h, half-dollar at arm's length
| r:han i. an orange at a;m 's length
. h [ #than j. other obJect at arm's length: PLEASE SPECIFY ( )
2&'7. What would you estimate r.he ACTUAL s1lzc of the object(s) to be (measured in feet along its greatestldi;;nsxon)'?
. MOVEMENT OF OBJECT (S)

38, In what direction was the object(s) traveling?

39. Describe the movement of the object(s), including the path(s) and nature of motion (i.e. steady, wobbling, waving,
jerky, etc,). Did it (they) move significartly with respect to background of stars or landscape') Sketch path(s) showing
orientaton of object (s) in sky,

40, Did object pass in front of or behind any fixed physical objects such as trees, clouds, mountains, buildings, etc,
Describe any notable relationships to such objects if observed,

41, Can you estimate the speed of the object(s) _______How was this determined? .

42,

Did the object(s) disappear while you were watching?

If so, how?
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BY ADRIANO FORGIONE, Centro Ufologico Nazionale.

In the scene of the debris in the Santilli film, when viewed in close
up, the materials shown on the two tables carry some distinct labels
attached to the debris with string.

All the labels are marked with a letter 'W' preceded by the symbol
'#' (commonly used before a number), and follows a number of three

ciphers. In some scenes in the debris film these can be seen quite
clearly.

All of this forms the following lebel: # W xxx (where xxx represents
three generic ciphers, different on each label). It would be
interesting to know if the letter 'W' is a standard mode of
cataloguing of materials coming from UFO crash cases (or aircraft

crashes for that matter) or has i1t been used exclusively in this
case.

It 1s i1mportant to deepen the investigations about such methods and
the modes of filing that was used in UFO crash cases (or aircraft
crash 1ncrdents) and to try and find someone, perhaps now retired,
who would have knowledge of the methods of cataloguing betwen 1945
and 1955, used by the USAF or by the Army Air Force. This is a
particularly interesting aspect of research that has so far been
overlooked as far as the Santilli film is concerned.

I would like to mention the testimony of C.Wilhelm in the Berlitz and
Moore book 'The Roswewll Incident' regarding Miss Norma Gardnere.
According to Wilhelm Norma Gardner in 1995, worked on cataloguing of
UFO matertials at Wright Field. She 1s said to have catalogued more
than 1000 1tems of UFO debris. According to this book "All the pieces
were photograsphed and labelled". This fact could confirm the use of
labels 1n such calaloguing. It could also help to verify the
authenticity of the Santilli film i1f further research could be done.

I have tried to put forward a number of ideas to the possible meaning
of the '"W' in the debris film which is seen on all of the labels. It
surely has some significance perhaps it 1s even some kind of
'codename' ? Here are a few of the i1deas that I have considered a

Printed for saf/aazd <safaazd@pop.erols.com> 1



Philip Mantle, 04:01 AM 10/29/96, Cataloguing the Santilli film
possibility.

1. Is 1t possible to suppose that the letter 'W' could indicate a
place or site, for example 'Wright Field', where the debris was to be
sent to after on-sire filming. This is a plausible idea which could
confirm that the debris did indeed go to Wright Field.

2. The letter 'W' 1s also found in 'Fort Worth'. According to
Santili's cameraman 1t was at Fort Worth where the autopsies were
conducted and filmed. I find this idea less probable than the first

To recap, the labels would mean sometujing like this:

B W XXX

1. Number Wright Field xxx (very possible)

2. Number Fort Worth xxx (less probable)

There 1s another possibility: the letter 'W' could be the initial of
the site from where the UFO crash was recovered, and the number with
three ciphers is the cataloguing of corresponding debris. I am sure
that the number has a particular use but I feel it is unlikely that

the '"W' denotegs the location of the crash site.

Alternatively the 'W' on the labels could simply be an abbreviation
of 'wreckage' or 'wreck' or something similar.

I would like to be in contact with anyone who has knowledge of how
the USAF or Army Alr Force catalogued materials between 1945 and 1955
to see 1f the labels ob the Santilli debris filom match any known
cataloguiling systen used by the US military at the time.

Unfortunsately I do not have an e-mail address but my snail mail
address 1s:

Adriano Forgione, Piazza Leonardo 31, 80129 Napoli, Itlay.

Adriano Forgione.
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possibility.

1. Is it possible to suppose that the letter 'W' could indicate a

place or site, for example 'Wright Field', where the debris was to be

sent to after on-sire filming. This is a plausible idea which could

b
2. The letter 'W' is also found in 'Fort Worth'. According to
Santili's cameraman it was at Fort Worth where the autopsies were
conducted and filmed. I find this idea less probable than the first

To recap, the labels would mean sometujing like this:
# W xxx
1. Number Wright Field xxx (very possible)

2. Number Fort Worth xxx (less probable)

There is another possibility: the letter 'W' could be the initial of
the site from where the UFO crash was recovered, and the number with

three ciphers is the cataloguing of corresponding debris. I am sure
that the number has a particular use but I feel it is unlikely that
the 'W' denotes the location of the crash site.

Alternatively the 'W' on the labels could simply be an abbreviation
of 'wreckage' or 'wreck' or something similar.

I would like to be in contact with anyone who has knowledge of how
the USAF or Army Air Force catalogued materials between 1945 and 1ot

L, T S T, R -

to see 1f the labels ob the Santilli debris filom match any known
cataloguing systen used by the US military at the time.

addresgss is:

Adriano Forgione, Piazza Leonardo 31, 80129 Napoli, Itlay.

Adriano Forgione.
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