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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
AIR FORCE OFFICE OF SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH (OAR)
ARLINGTON, VIRGIMIA 2 L2209

Attendees - meeting with Dr. James McDonald, University of Arizona
at the Pentagon 17 April 1967

Lt. Col. Harold A, Steiner, Ass't. Exec. Secre. USAF Scientific Advisory Board,
Pentagon, Room 5D982 Washington, D,C., Tele. 697-4648 (Code 11-74648).

Col. George Freeman, Chief, Civil Branch, SAFOI-C, Room 4A120, The Pentagon,
Washington, D.C. Tele. 697-1128 (Code 11-71128).

Col. Marvin Stanley, Chief, Public Information Division, SAFOIP, Room 4C922,
The Pentagon, Washington, D.C. Tele. 695-5554 (Code 11-55554).

H., Philip Hovnanian, Program Engineer, NASA Hq. Room F50016, 400 Maryland Ave., S.W.
Washington, D.C, Tele. 962-4961 (Code 13-24961).

George H, Duncan, Advanced Programs & Technology Manager, NASA Hg. Room 50016,
400 Maryland Ave., S,W. Washington, D.C, Tele. 962-4961 (Code 13-24961).

Dr. Dale W, Jenkins, Ass't Director (Science), NASA Hq. Office of Space Science &
Applications Room F50078, Washington, D.C. Tele. 962-4621 (Code 13-24621).

Hans Dolezalek, Atmospheric Scientist, ONR Branch Office, 495 Summer Street,
Boston, Massachusetts 02210. Tele. 696-3563 (Code 11-63563).

Mr. James Hughes, Head, Atmospheric Science Program, Office of Naval Research,
Code 412, Washington, D,C., 20360. Tele. 696-6739 (Code 11-66739).

Phillip V, Mitchell, Technical Staff Member, Institute for Defense Analyses,
400 Army-Navy Drive, Arlington, Va. 22202. Tele. 558-1641.

Joseph Coates, Senior Staff Member, Institute for Defense Analyses, 400 Army-
Navy Drive, Arlington, Va. 22202. Tele. 558-1653.

Lynn E. Catoe, Library of Congress, Science & Technology Div., UFO Bibliography
Project, Washington, D,C. Tele. 967-8088.

Dan Taylor, Staff Information Officer, AFOSR (SRGC) Arlington, Va. 22209,
Tele. 694-4875. (Code 11-44875).

Maj. Joseph P, Martino, Ass't. Exec. Dir. Research Communication, AFOSR (SRGC)
Arlington, Va. 22209, Tele. 694-4875 (Code 11-44875).

Dr. J. Thomas Ratchford, Project Scientist, AFOSR (SRPS) Arlington, Va. 22209,
Tele. 694-5588 (Code 11-45588).

Maj. William Metscher, Physicist, Hq. OAR (RROSP) Arlington, Va. 22209.
Tele. 694-5505 (Code 11-45505).

DAN TAYLOR
Staff Information QOfficer
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USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD
AD HOC COMMITTEE TO
REVIEW PROJECT BLUE BOOK
Room 5D-1014, the Pentagon
:i.mo, 19 April 1966

ME&TKNG STATISTICS
Agenda:
1400 Purpose of Meeting Lt Colonel Steiner, SAB
1410 Discussion All attendees
1630 Adjourn

Purpose and Place: To discuss how best to lmplement the recommends-
tions made by the SAB Ad Hoc Committee to Review Project Blue Book.
The discussion was held in Room 5D-101L4, the Pentagon.

II1. Those Present and Purpose Thereof:
Name Purpose Affiliation

Dr. Brian O'Brien Chairman Consultant

Dr. Jesse Orlansky Member 1DA

Col Robert Burger SAB Becretary AFBSA

L/Col Robert Hippler Participant AFRSTA

Mrs. Sara Hunt Participant SAFOL

L/Col Harold A, Steiner SAB Secretary Hq USAF (AFBSA)

Reports, Contributions, Proposals, etc. issued, received, reviewed,
D] prey ‘ : ings:

Reviewed - Report of the SAB Ad Hoc Committee to Review Project Blue
Book, March 1966.

Verbatim Record: (see attached)
Certification:

These meeting statistics are certified as being brue and correct.

SV

HAROLD A. STEINER, Lt lemml, USAF 1 Atch
Assistant &&er%ﬁawy Record, dated 20 Apr 66
USAF Bcientific Advisory Board

NW 90306
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HEADQUARTERS UNITE. .ATES AIR FORCE
USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE & CHIEF OF STAFF

oaTE 21 April 1966

MEMO FOR: Record

The following distribution was made on Memo for
Record, 20 Apr 66, regarding UFO Meeting 1400,
19 April 66, Room 5D-101k;

6 copies made

Original--#1. of—6—w—eited—UFQ
#2 of 6 - mailed to Dr. Stevers
#3 of 6 - sent to Lt Col Hippler, AFRSTA
#4 of 6 - sent to Mrs. Sara Hunt, SAFOI

#5 of 6 - circulated within m -
oo /’ sw«;fu@”ﬁww ;?f;;é " Sl

NW 50306
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USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD
REVIEW PROJECT BIUE BOOK
HQ FID, WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB, OHIO
3 FEBRUARY 1966

MEETING STATISTICS
Aﬁ@nﬁ%‘ (@@@ ﬁ%h&@h@d)

ose anﬁ Plaa&* To review the resources, mﬁtheda and findings
of Air Force Project Blue Book and to advise the Air Force as to
any improvements that should be made in the program to carry out
the Air Force's responsibility. Briefings held in Commanders
Conference room at Hg, FID, Discussions and review of case files
held in Project Blue Book office.

Thogse Present and Purpose Thereof:

Neme Purpose Affiliation

Dr. Brian O'Brien Chairman Consultant

Dr. launor ¥, Carter Member System D@Vﬁlmym@nt Corpe.
Dr., Jesse Orlansky Member IDA

Dr. Richard Poreeer @ Memher = = (GF Company

Dr. Carl Sagan Member ﬁmmﬁhﬁmnman‘Aatwmphysla&l

Observatory

Dr., Willis H, Ware Member Rand Corporation

L/Col John P. Spaulding Briefer SAFOT

Dr. Anthony Cacioppo Participant FID

Col Warren Wheeler Participant FID

Maj Hector Quintanells Briefer FID
_Mr, Francis Arcier . Participant = Consultant to FID

Col Florian Holm Briefer : FID

L/Col Harold A. Steiner SAB Sec Hq USAF (AFBSA)

Reports, Contributions, Proposals, etc. issued, received, reviewed,
approved, prepared or disseminated during the proceedings:

Reviewed: Robertson Report, dated 17 Jamuary 1953
Selected case histories from Project Blue Book

Distributed: Compilation of Project Blue Book Methods and Case Histories,
dated 3 February 1966

Verbatim Record: None
Certification:

These meeting s%&ﬁmstmcﬁ are certified as being true and correct.

ﬁégisﬁaﬁ% Swew&t&r&
NW 90306 {entific Advisory Board
Docld:34714841 Page 7




AB HOC COMMITTEE ON
UNIBENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (UFO&)

AGENDA

- Thursday, 3 February 1966

0800 Welcoming Remarks Commander or
Vice Commander, FTD

0805 Introduction . Dr. O'Brien, SAB

0810 The Air Force Problem Lt Col Spaulding,
: SAFO1

0830 Briefing on Project Major Quintanilla,
Blue Book FTD

1000 Break

1015 Review of Selected FTD Staff
Case Histories

1145 Lunch

1315 Executive and W%iﬁimg
Session

APPROVED: _

R éETNER Lt Colonel, USAF
A$$mstant Exacutmve Secretary
USAF Scientific Advisory Board

22 December 1965

NW 90306
Docld:34714841 Page 8
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>

MEMO FOR RECORD : 20 April 1966

SUBJECT: Implementing SAB Ad Hoc Committee on Project Blue Book
Recommendations

1. The following personnel met at 1400 on 19 April in Room 5D-101k
to discuss how best to implement the recommendations made by the SAB
Ad Hoc Committee to review Project Blue Book.

P

Dr. Brian O'Brien Colonel Robert Burger, AFBSA
Dr. Jesse Orlansky Lt Col Harold Steiner, AFBSA
Lt Col Robert Hippler, AFRTSA Mrs. Sara Hunt, SAFOIL

2. On 5 April 1966, Secretary of the Air Force Harold Brown, in a . i
memorandum to the Chief of Staff, stated that the Committee's o i
recommendations should be accepted and arrangements made for a (sic) e
scientific team to investigate in depth certain selected sightings < :
of UFOs. General Ferguson was given responsibility for implementing

the Committee's recommendations and Lt Colonel Eipplar is project

officer.

3. Although the Committee's recommendation was clear and succinect,
initially there was no unanimous agreement on how to put this
recommendation into effect. A basic question is:

(1) Should the contract be with a university or should it be
with individuals connected with a university? A great deal of .
the meeting was taken up discussing these facets of the problem
and a clear answer did not evolve. Therefore, it 1s probable that
I, and perhaps some selected members of the Committee,may be asked
to meet with Colonel Hippler again.

4, Generally, the concept of usimgumiVarﬁitiedww individuals from
universities) is good. Specifically, however, there needs to be a lead
university to coordinate and collate the investigations. After ~
some discussion, it was suggested that the University of Dayton is
probably most appropriate because it is located close to Hq FID who

will retain management of Project Blue Book. ‘Other universities

were suggested that could provide peramnnal to give areal coverage

of CONUS. They are listed below.

E&ﬁt West South

Rensselaer, Troy, N.Y. Utah Vanderbilt Gl
: Columbie Colorado . Duke — ?
NYU Iova Univ of Florida
Univ of Conn. Wisconsin Georgia Tech
Yale Illinois Univ of Georgia
Cornell Chicago
Univ of Dayton Univ of Calif (Berkeley) B #
Carnegle Tech UCLA i, 4
Washington : Yo il e
| Asst, Swm"tm»y ,
Waly of %m# | ABst. Secretary 7
. JAsst. Secretary
Copy Fr 5 of é Copies Asst, Secretary
NW 90306 For Oi‘fia::ml Use Only Admid, Asst. Vi

Docld:34714841 Page 9



“ For Officilal Use Only “

Colonel Hippler pointed out that it will probebly be September before

that because of the summer holiday, Colonel Hippler should make contact

5. Since we are dealing with an emotional phenomenon, there was some
discussion about whether universities (i.e., their presidents) would be
willing to get involved with UFOs. Dr. O'Brien suggested that Dr. Steverj

uiversity presidents with whom he is acquainted to get some idea of
their feelings on this matter. (ACTION: AFBSA). In this way we can
learn what a typicel reaction might be and also some of the pitfalls

(a) Since the problem is 99% public relations,it is essential that
the investigating teams have some modicum of skill in press relations.
It was strongly suggested that a good solid PIO type (perhaps incognito)
be included on the first few investigation teams. This caused quit@ a.

(b) The objective ie to have impartial scientists from schools with

(¢) Considerable thought must be given to how the contract or

(d) In order to utilize their talents to the best advantage, it was

form the nucleus of & Consultant-Advisor team to work with Hq FID in

(e) When teams are selected, it is strongly recommended that they
be brought together at some certain location such as Hq FID and given
a thorough briefing on what 1s expected of them. This briefing should

The Committee's original thought was that

someone from the nearest AFSC base should work with the investigating
team. The Committee also recommended that a member of the OSI might

Docld:34714841 Page 10

It was questioned whether this would help

-~
he gets the money to implement this plan. Dr. Orlansky pointed out
with the universities before the end of May.
as President of Carnegie Tech, might send letters to a few selected
to avoid when contacting other universities.
6. There are still several unanswered questions or problem areas:
bit of discussion and & final answer did not evolve.
good reputations that have never been involved with UFOs.
contracts are to be written.
proposed and accepted that Dr. J. Allen Hynek and Dr. Donald Menzel
determining which sightings the university team should investigate.
cover all of the intangibles and pitfalls that must be avoided in
order to give good Air Force public relstions.
(£) Another question that was not fully resolved is how AFSC
should get into the act.
work with the university teams and give them the benefit of their
investigating experience.
or hurt the Air Force effort. Neither of these questions were
fully resolved. | | |
2
For Official Use Oniv
~ NW 90306

i



& “Oi”fmial Use Only “

(g) It was pointed out that the National Research Council had
conducted an exercise in Disaster Research which had involved some
investigating teams similar to the ones we are discussing. Although
the committee is now defunct, Mrs. Marjorie Wilson, Government Code
1224 - 230/239 has their reports and will be glad to let us review

tham‘

Lt Col, USAF

Aaaiatant 8e¢r¢t&wy
USAF Bclentific Advisory Board

For Official Use Only

 NW 90306
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5, DISAPPROV ALS,
OB SIMILAR ACTIONS

VRITIALS | CINRTLATE

FULE

IRFORMATICR

§ ‘ ROTE AND
RETURN

PER TOWN.
WEREATIDN

& GEE wE

FIORATIRE

FRON - ” bave

AFRDQ-P (Mr. Baillie) e

Boplnos DD Form 94, 1 Pab 50 sod DD Form 86, . P
1 Feb 50 which will be used until exhsu % GPO: L

NW 30306
Docld:34714841 Page 12




'*ﬂli‘

AFRDQ-P - 31 July 1967

Speclal R&@Qrt of the USAF S@i&mtifim Ad@ismry Board &ﬁ
Hoc Committee to Review Project "Blue Eﬁmk

USAIRA (DATT - Mr. David Smith & Mr. Peer mmlm)
American Embassy .
APO San Francisco 96346

Copies of the subJject report are forwarded at the request
of Mr. Jesse Orlansky, a member of the Sclentiflic Advisory
Board Committee on UFO's.

FOR THE CHIEF OF STAFF

e

MIL/ ol :z'%ﬁf"mm USAF 1 Atch

~ Chief, Requirements Plamﬁ Group Special Report of the
«W@Q/Qpﬁﬁ&timmal Requirements & ~ USAF SABAd Hoc
Development Plans, DCS/R&D mittee to Review
| ‘ ~ Project "Blue Pook' dtd
Mar 66, 2 cys

NW 90306
Docld:34714841 Page 13
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MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 18 May 1966

SUBJECT: Conversation with Dr. Stever Concerning SAB Support to USAF
Investigations of UFOs

l. On 17 May I discussed SAB support to USAF investigations of UFOs with
Dr. Stever. In a previous letter (dated 21 April 66), we had asked
Dr. Stever to informally query some of his university-president colleagues
to determine the best modus operandi for approaching universities and
asking %h&w to px@Vi&@ @&0@1@ and resources to investigate scientifically
: L.ghting recommended by the SAB Ad Hoc Committee. This
g8 and conclusions on this matter.

2. On the basis of his informal contacts with university presidents,

Dr. Stever believes the Alr Force will get mixed reactions to its request
to universities. On the negative side of the picture, he has g&&amﬂﬁ
these genersl reactions:

a. 1t may be against some school's policy to make contractual
arrangements with the government.

b. OBome universities will have no interest or have any qualified
investigators.

3. On the positive side, the following reactions were received:
&, BSome universities will do the job under contract.

1 ; ; , ¢ t. (NOTE:

; sy commented that thie may be the "foot in the door" approach
to request additional research funds for work at the university that
mey be construed to be related to the UFO investigation.)

- 4, Dr., Stever believes that, as a whole, the smaller universities will
be more receptive than the larger ones.

5. Dr. Stever has had some second thoughts on the SAB (specifically, him)
sending the initial letters to the selected universities. He believes
that the letter should come from and be signed by an action office within
the Air Force, The letter might refer to the recommendations of the SAB
sclentific committee as a basls for the Air Force actions to initiate a
more scientific approach in future selected UFO investigations. In other
words, instead of a letter from a college president to a college president,
nww Sﬁ@var felt the Alr Force could meke a very acceptable case if it

The value of participating in such investigations to the school, and

The value to the Air Force &n& the nation.

NW 90306
Docld:34714841 Page 15
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6. Dr. Stever stated that he would be happy to review and critique
the draft letter from a university president's viewpoint.

7. Dr. Stever also suggested that OSR could probably advise which
universities are most likely cooperate and since most universities
bave had dealings with OSR, perhaps that organization could offer some
adviee on the initiel letter and maybe even send the letter from that
ﬁffi@;ﬁﬁ

o @tﬁf e ““\WW’""‘"“‘“'

R@ﬁm J. BURGER, Colonel, USAF Copies to: ; Col Hippler, AFRST

Secretary Mrs. Hunt, SAFOI
USAF Scientific Advisory Board Dr. Brien O'Brien

Docld:34714841 Page 16






DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORws
WASHINGTON

‘ ADD & e
OFFILE OF THE SECTUTARY P D {3

MEMORANDUM FOR THE CHIEF OF STAFF

Attached is a copy of the Special Report of

the SAB Ad Hoc Committee to Review Project ""Blue
Book ."

I believe that the Committee's recommendations
should be accepted and arrangements made to contract
for a scientific team to investigate in depth certain
selected reported sightings of UFO's. If-you concur,

General LeBailly can work with General Ferguson and
AFSC in making the arrangements.

TFelonotd %@M
Harold Brown

k (LC H1PEE
Attachment » i

NW 90306
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DEPAR™ '®NT OF THE AIR FORCE AIR STAFF *

AMARY SHEET

TO ACTION SIGNAT URE (Surname and Grade)

TO

ACTION

SIGNATURE (Surname and Grade)

1 t Gen
‘erguson) AFRDC ;igf?
5 ;

4

5

10

SURMNAME OF ACTION OFFICER AND GRADE

Lt Colonel Steiner

SYMBOL

AFBSA

PHONE

78645

TYPIST™ INIT,

mjm

SUSPENSE DATE

SUBJECT

SAB Ad Hoc Committee Report

DATE

30 March 1966

SUMMAR Y

program for investigating UFO's.

3. Recommended distribution is:

SAB Secretariat
Ghai Al g &m

e

. 0
ROBERT J. BURGER, Colonel, USAF

Secretary
USAF Scientific Advisory Board

1. Attached for your signature is a letter transmitting to General LeBailly the
Special Report of the SAB Ad Hoc Committee to Review Project Blue Book.

2. The Committee was formed and the report is being submitted in response to
General LeBailly's memorandum to you on 28 September 1965 (Atch 2) requesting
that the SAB review Air Force Project Blue Book.

The objective of this

investigation was to determine if and how the Air Force could improve its

The Committee concluded that the program

A@SC‘BCS/FQr&igm Technology

can be improved by conducting a more thorough scientific investigation of
questionable sightings, and recommended a method for doing this.

Number of ﬂqgi&s

2 Atch

25

L, After your signature end approvel of the recommended distribution, we will
take gppropriate action to forward the coples of the report.

l. Ltr of Transmittal
2, SAFOI Memo, 28 Sep 65

AFHQ SO0, 50  previous EDITIONS OF THIS FORM ARE OBSOLETE.

NW 90306
Docld:34714841 Page 19
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DEPART NT OF THE AIR FORCE AIR STAFF ¢ WARY SHEET

" ROBERT"T.

TO ACTION BSIENATURE (Sumame and Grade) TO Ac*rth SIGNATURE (Surname and Geade)
. Gen Ferguson ]
Mil Dilr, SAE
2 7
3 8
& -}
5 10
SLIMNAME OF ACTION QFFICER AND GRADE SYKA!BCDL. BRMONE TYPIST®S INIT. | SUSPENSE DATE
Col Burger AFBSA 74811 al
SUBJECT : DATE
SAB Information/Action Item ,, 5 October 1965
SUMMARY

1. This request arrived in our office today apparently without
your seeing it.

2, 1 discussed it briefly with Dr. Stever and his initial reaction
was lukewarm. He questioned the value of a review of the UFO pro-
gram by the SAB. He suggested that we might talk to some other SAB
members knowledgeable in this area to get their opinion on the
value of such an SAB undertaking. We thought of Brian O'Brien
(FTD/DAG), Jesse Orlansky (Psychology), Dick Porter (Geophysics),
and possibly Court Perkins and Dr. Markey.

3. Before we do this, however, Dr. Stever thought we should get
your views on this to see if perhaps there is some additional
information or facts which would give a clue on why the request

wagﬁyadﬁ
g““ﬁ Py
L

L4

BURGER, Colonel, USAF Atch
Secretary Memo on UFOs

" USAF Scientific Advisory Board

L s b op

AFH

NW 20306
Docld:347

Q a,fnmgayz 50 PREVIOUS EDITIONS OF THIS FORM ARE OBSOLETE.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

NW 90306

MEMORANDUM FOR MILITARY DIRECTOR; SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD
SUBJECT: Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs)

In keeping with its air defense role, the Air Force has the
responsibility for the investigation of unidentified flying objects
reported over the United States. The name of this project is Blue
Book (Attachment 1), Procedures for conducting this program are
established by Air Force Regulation 200-2 (Attachment 2).

The Air Force has conducted Project Blue Book since 1948, As
of 30 June 1965, a total of 9267 reports had been investigated by
the Air Force, Of these 9267 reports, 663 cannot be explained,

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

To date, the Air Force has found no evidence that any of the
UFO reports reflect a threat to our national security. However,
many of the reports that cannot be explained have come from intelli-
gent and technically well qualified individuals whose integrity can-
not be doubted. In addition, the reports received officially by the
Air Force include only a fraction of the sgpectacular reports which
are publicized by many private UFO organizations,

Accordingly, it is requested that a working scientific panel
composed of both physical and social scientists be organized to
review Project Blue Book -~ its resources, m@ﬁhﬂﬂﬁ# and findings -=-
and to advise the Air Force as to any improvements that should
be made in the program in order to carry out the Air Force's

assigned responsibility.

Docld:34714841 Page 22
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Doctor Je. Allen Hynek who is the Chairman of the Dearborn
Observatory at Northwestern University is the scientific consultant
to Project Blue Book, He has indicated a willingness to work with

such a panel in order to place this problem in its proper perspecw-
tive.

 Doctor Hynek has discussed this problem with Doctor Winston
Re Markey, the former Alr Force Chief Scientists

PO & o
L ; e
oy, Vi . oy
¢ & ~>““% R .
C oy e L %“« -

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

t

2 Attachments
1, Blue Book Report
2. AFR 200-2
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February 13, 1969

Lt. Colonel Harold A. Steiner, USAF
Assistant Executive Secretary

USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Department of the Air Force
Headquarters United States Air Force
Washington, D.C. 20330

Dear Hal,

I appreciate your thoughtfulness in sending me a copy of
the Condon Report on UFO's. He and his group seem to have done
a tremendous job, just about what our committee thought was
needed. I guess we were very lucky to have reviewed the situation
in such timely fashion in 1966. The fine endorsement of his work
by the National Academy of Sciences confirms that Condon has done
what was needed.

Tt is a pleasure to see this fruitful outcome to our recom-
mendation and I appreciate having the report.

Cordiplly,

Or

lansky |

Docld:34714841 Page 24
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SYSTEM DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

2500 Colorado Avenue * Santa Monica, California 90406

February 28, 1969

Lt. Colonel Harold A, Steiner
USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Headquarters U. S. Air Force
Washington, D. C. 20330

Dear Colonel Steiner:

Thank you very much for sending me the Condon Report
and the National Academy of Sciences review of the
report. I have not yet had time to read the com-
plete report but have glanced through it, and it
certainly seems comprehensive., The National Academy
review certainly gives it good credibility and

ought to take care of any serious criticism.

Cordially yours,

.
N
N P —

s,

: ! e

% \& !‘;ﬁ‘ o
i . Sel
N

‘}\m““»:m%*aak§“@ku e, “x\\\\ > ‘F *«\F’<~\:M“~«m\ e
Leaurior. F. CarXter
Vice President and Manager
Public Systems Division

LFC:db
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the Air Force m B
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Sincerely

NW 90306
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mww %r&&m‘ﬁfﬁw&wm

you this personal
E,W%ﬁwwﬁw, “ﬁm dc

ous &%@ m@@*
nd belleve the

mmﬁ% wmw%ﬁ h@ %&@&@ wa
‘1&&&&& with the conte:

at ywmff%%& as I ﬁm %&mﬁ iﬁ‘Wﬁﬁﬂw”

Sincerely

AROLD A. STEINER, Lt Colonel, USAF
&ﬁﬁ&@ﬁmm% wecutive Becret

BAF Belentific Advisory Board

Dr. Launor F. Carter
Mr. Jesse Orlansky
Dr. Richard Porter
Dr. Carl Sagan

Dr. Willis H. Ware

NW 50306
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AFBSA 27 February 1968

Request for Project

mm %wwﬁ%i %%mwiﬂ
&%ﬁ% m @

' to your visit on 26 February &@%%
*~,w$mwﬁ@@ ymw&wi@m @wwﬁs ‘

ASsistant  %@%§%% %%@@a
%%%ﬁ Scientific Adviso

Docld:34714841 Page 28
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Blue Book Material

Don Berliper

Fational Investigations Committi
on Aerial Phenomeps

1536 Comnecticut Avemue, WW

Washington, D. C. 20036

1. This is in response to your letter of 28 February 1968 requesting
and paying for material prepared for the USAF Bclentific Advisory Board
by the Project Blue Book office.

2. Copies of this materisl are attached. A fee of $5 was ba
unit cost of 25¢ per page plus $3 per hour labor.

sed on the

HAROLD A. SIE s Lt Colonel, USAF 1 Ateh
&%@&&%ﬁm@ ﬁmwmmmivw Gecretary Project Blue Book Material
UBAF Belentifiec Advisory Board
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NATIONAL. INVESTIGATIONS COMMITTEE
ON AERIAL PHENOMENA

MAJOR DONALD E. KEYHOE WASHINGTON. D, €, 20036 ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICES:
UBMC (reT.y DIRECTOR 1836 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W,
GORDON I. R. LORE, JR. eb, 28, 1968

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR a TELEPHONE: (202) 667-9434

Lt, Col, Hareld A, Steiner
Assistent Executive Secretary
USAF Scientific Advisery Board
HQ, USAF

Weshingten, D.,C, 20330

Dear Cel, Steiner:

Enclesed is my persensl check fer $5.00 te cever the cest of repreducing the pages
of Preject Blue Beek materiel which we discussed en Feb, 26,

Many thenks fer vyeur ceeperstien,

W&ima&mlv
L=

Den Berliner
NICAP Staff

L frrivaloly-sapporled fact:finding body serving the nalional public intorest
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| Raqua&ﬁ for Project Bluebook Reports

g 20 Feb 68
Mr. Don Berliner

. National Investigations Committee
. on Aerial Phenomena

1536 Connectiocut Avenue
¢~Washingt0n, DC 20036

1. Reference your request direatad to SAF-0ICC for portions of Project
Bluebook Reports.

2, We maintain a reference copy of the material you requested and can
furnish you photographic copy at a cost of $12.75. If you are inter=
ested in purchasing a copy, please make your check or money order
payable to "Treagsurer of the United States" and remit to this office.

rLiis FVALLIAD
* Chief, Information Branah
Direotorate of Administrative Sarviada
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July 27, 1967

Mr. Chester N. Hasert
Acting Executive Secretary

USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Room 5D1014, The Pentagon
Washington, D. C.

Dear Chet:

When I was in Thailand last week, I spoke to several men
at the U.S. Embassy who told me about an interesting problem
that faces them. Very simply, the Thai government has made
numerous reports of mysterious helicopter flights in the North-
east part of the country near Laos, an area in which Communist
terrorists have been increasing their activity. Although the
members of the U. S. Embassy take these reports very seriously,
they have never been able to authenticate a single valid sight-
ing.

I would not have given this matter any further thought
except that someone said the reports of these sightings were
very much like the reports of UFO's meaning, thereby, that one
unusual report is likely to inspire additional ones. It seemed
to me that the SAB report on UFO's might be useful to these men
in the sense that it would provide them with a basis for seeing
that a more valid understanding of the problem could require a
more thorough examination than has been possible up to now. It
is with this suggestion in mind that I hope you will be able to
send a copy of the report to two men in the Embassy very much
concerned with this matter. They are Peer de Silva and David
Smith. Mr. de Silva is Special Assistant for Counterinsurgency
and Mr. Smith is Special Assistant to the Ambassador. I hope
that it will be possible for our Embassy in Thailand to take
advantage of the work done by the SAB committee chaired by Brian
O'Brian.

Cordiglly,
JO:mh J é”é%f§§§£§mwww

cc: Dr. H. Guyford Stever
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MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 16 May 1967

SUBIECT: pome Notes Concerning a Progress Report on
University of Colorado UFO Study

1. On 5 May 1967, members of the University of Colorado UFO Investigating
Committee presented a "position paper'’ on the state of their thinking on
the UFO Btudy. This memo is based on verbastim notes taken at that meeting
and augments the formal presentation (Atch 1). A report of the Committee's
progress up to 31 March is also included (Atch 2).

2., 'The meeting was held in Dr, Bill Price's office at OSR. 'The following
personnel gttended:

Dr. Edward V. Condon, Univ of Colorado (UOC), Principal
Investigator

Mr, Robert J. lLow, UOC, Project Coordinator

Dr. W. K, Hartman, Univ of Arizona, a member of the UOC
Study Committee

Dr. William Price, OBR

Dr. Tom Ratchiord, OSR

Dr. Jesse Orlansky, SAB

Dr. Willis Ware, GOAB

Mr, Chester N. Hasert, SAB

Lt Col Harold A. Steiner, SAB

Lt Col Robert Hippler, AFRSTA

Mr. Charles K, Reed, Nat Acad of Sciences

Mr, 1., 7, Bragher, OSR Procurement

Mr. Dan Taylor, OSR Public Information

3. The basic problem confronting the UOC Study Committee is establishing

a methodology for investigating UFOs, 1In the Committee's opinion, previous
investigations have produced few, if any, tangible results because these
studies have primarily been concerned with investigating sightings.
According to the UOC Committee, the basic question 1s not the sighting per
se but how to interpret the data obtained from reports that are generated
from sightings. Thus, additional sightings as currently handled by Project
Blue Book (NOTE: no criticism of Project Blue Book was inferred) will not
give the Commiltee a better picture of what UFOs really are, Jomething
elese 18 needed,

L, Admittedly, if better data were available (i.e., those obtained with
spectrometers, magnetometers, etc,) they could undoubtedly give the Com-
mittee a better insight into the UFO problem, but in the 18 months allotted
for the study the probability of the UOC Committee getling significantly
better data is small, The possibility of getting actual, real-time data
with spectrometers, magnetometers, etec., is highly unlikely. FErgo, the
concept of having specialized, instrumented teams standing ready to move
quickly into an area where UFOs were or are being sighted and obtain
actual, real-time data does not appear likely to produce much, To
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_substantiate this conclusion, the UOC Committee cites the experience of

NW 90306

NICAP teams of "eager amateurs' armed with cameras, magnetometers, and
other specialized instrumentation who have gone instantly to sighting
zones and attempted To obtain actual data. Despite their zeal, these
teams spparently have never been able o obtain asctual, real-time data,
The conclusion, therefore, is that the UOC Committee will have to work
with data that are available (i.e., reports from those who have sighted
UFOs) and attempt to interpret those data so as to obtain a better under-

_standing of UFOs.

5. Although the UOC Committee will deal primarily with data from reports,
this will not preclude some team 1nvestigations of current sightings of
special interest. Primary and back-up teams each consisting of two members
(a2 physical scientist and a social scientist) are now being equipped with
suitable instruments (i.m‘y Gieger counters, binoculars, cameras, maps,
almanacs, etc.). These teams will be on stand-by alert at Colorado to
investigate sightings of special interest. One unresolved question is how
to determine which gightings to investigate. These teams will not be
decentralized because the transportation from Denver to any part of the
United States is asdequabe. After listening to this briefing, one cannot
avoid the conclusion that the actusl Tield investigations will be low
priority items and will be played in low key during this investigation.

6. Discussion on the teams' activities led to another question basic to
the Air Foree approasch to the UFO problem and one that the UOC Committee
hopes to provide answers to--is a large field organization composed of an
investigating officer at each Air Force base worthwhile? 1f such a system
does not produce worthwhile, tangible results then the Air Force does not
need it, 1If such a system does produce results then perhaps the Air Force
neede (0 refine ite reporting and investigatline procedures, 1.e., Project

Blue Book and AFR 80-17. The Committee has developed an improved reporting

form in consultation with psychologists to be used to obtaln date from
future sightings, Project Blue Book might find this useful.

1. GCome int@rasﬁiag aspects of the UOC Commititee's approach to the inves-
tigation are: ‘

a., An attemplb will be made to establish reliability of the reports

and/or reporters. UOC wants to know how many are reliable, how many are

accurate,

b. The Commiftee will assume some hypothesis that UFOs may exist.
They will then try to determine how much evidence supports the probabilit:
or improbability of this hypothesis. Thus far the best hypothesis that
UFOs exist appears to be the one proposed by Mr. Richard Hell, Deputy
Director of NICAP, His is an active hypothesis whereas McDonald's is

_passive. According to the Committee, Hall definitely believes UFOs exist

and ar@‘@xﬁra»t&rr&Strialz solid objects., MecDonald also believes they
exist and are of extra-terrestirial origin but arrives at his conelusion

2
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"by remainder” after eliminabing all other possibilities of terrestrial
and divine origin and leavirg extra-terrestrial as the only alterngtive,
At this time, the UOC Committee apparently favors the Hall hypothesis.

¢c. Data from sightings are being put on punch cards., The coding
system can be expanded up to 50 cards per sighting., All reports of
sightings after 1 January 1967 are being computerized. For cases prior
to 1967, the Committee asked NICAP to pick out cases they believe should
be included in the computer analysis part of the investigation. When
questioned as to why NICAP was solicited as a source, the Committee stated
that 11 thelr report is 10 have any credibility then NICAP would have to
be involved in one form or another., 1 am inclined to asgree with their
viewpolint.

8. There will be 21 senior scientists associated with the UOC project,

9. 1In my opinion, one of the most interesting and potentially beneficial
facete of the Committee's investigations is the sub-contracts with various
agencles and individuals (i.e., SRI, Ford, RAND, NCAR, etc.) to study such
phenomena as illumination, visual perception, fireballs, radiochemistry,
ball lightning, ete., as they apply to UFOs,

10. CONCLUSIONS: After listening to the UOC briefing and discussing the
matter informally with others, I do not believe the SAB Ad Hoc Committee
should pursue this matter further at this time, The UOC Committee seems

to have g fairly good grasp of the problem, and I do not see what useful
purpose the SAB Committee can serve., later in the calendar year after the
UOC Committee has gained experience and analyzed some data, it might be
usetul for us to convene ot Boulder Tor g geries of formel brieiings on

the results and secope of the investigation, 1 can see g useful purpose

for such a meeting, Bince in a sengse the UOC Committee is g brainchild of
the BAB, the BAB Ad Hoc Committee could review the UOC Committee's progress
and serve as s useful "devil's advocate' or sounding board to help estab-
lish credibility. The SAB could also suggest new directions where warranted.
This type of SAB action would, of course, have to be done with the sanction
of Dr., Stever, OSR, and Dr. Condon.

1y TR, Tt Golomsl UBAF B Atoh
Aaaxst&nﬁ Mxecutive S@ar&ﬁﬁry 1. Comments by UOC Committee
UBAF bcientNfic Advisory Board 2. Propress Repori
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MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 10 August 1966

SUBJECT: Visit by Mr, William P, Wietzel, NICAP

1. Today 1 was visited by Mr, William Wietzel, an investigator for the
National Investigating Committee on Aerial Phenomena, Mr, Wietzel did
not have an appointment but just dropped in, presumably to discuss the
report of the SAB Ad Hoc Committee to Review Project "Blue Book." This
we did; however, the discussion soon deteriorated to an indytfment of the
way in which Msjor Quintells had handled the Ravenns, Ohio, UFO siting

in April 1966, With regard to this particular siting, the main criticism
of Major Quintella seems to be that his interviews with the people who
had sited the UFO were restricted to about three minutes each via the
telephone, However, in gll fairness, it should be pointed out that

Major Quintells did visit the scene of the Ravenna siting at a later date,

2. 1 neither concurred with Mr, Wietzel's opinion of Major Quintella nor
did 1 defend Major Quintella strongly., 1 did point out that, hoperully,
the university teams now being formed will provide scientific information
that can eliminate the type of personality conflict that apparently exists
between NICAP and Major Quintells,

3. There was some additional discussion of the pertinent information con-
cerning the Ravenna siting of which Mr, Wietzel was a principal NICAP
investigator. He has completed a lengthy and voluminous report of this
giting that 1s impressive in size if not in content. 1 asked Mr. Wietzel
if NICAP investigated every UFO siting as thoroughly as they had apparently
investigated this one. The obvious answer was no because NICAP has

limited resources, 1 then pointed out that the Air Force also has limited
resources and cannot spend as much time on each UFO siting as it would like,
We parted amiably at an impasse. He did not convince me, and I certainly
did not convince him,

}mﬁﬁm\} A, STEINER, Lt Colonel, UBAF

Assistant Secretary
UBSAF Scientific Advisory Board
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON, D.C.

REPLY 10

ATTN OF: 21 J&muary 1966
susseer.  Some SAFOI Th{:mghm for the SAB Ad Hoc Committee

1o. RECORD

1. On 21 January, I visited SAF@Iramd.disausaad,th@ Air
Force's concern over the UFO problem with Lt Col John P.
Spaulding and Mrs. Sarah Hunt (4a 120 - 79079),

2. SAFOI gets many inquiries amm&@rnmmg the UFO problem,
Last year they received and answered more than 3300 letters
on UFOs including many from the President and the Congress.
The problem essentially boils down to one that is typified
by the question, '"When did you stop beating your wife?"

Any answer the Air Force gives tends to ineriminate the
Air Force as a concealer of information and at the very
least detracts from its image., SAFOI has to cope with this
public relations problem and wants something done about it.
Therefore they have turned to the SAB.

3. The last time that a group of scientists looked into the
scientific aspects of the UFO problem was in 1953 Attaahmamt 1
is a copy of that report.

4, Basically the question is this--is there any such thing as

a UFO? When the Air Force receives information on a UFO
sighting they have several options open to them., First, they

can categorically deny that there is anything such as a UFO,

Second, they can cast reflections on the sighters mental

ability or claim that he is trying to perpetrate a hoax on

the country, Third, they can investigate the sighting as

well as possible with their limited resources (3 men at FTD)

and admit that the AF is looking into the matter, Obviously,

options one and two offer no solution. Thus, SAFOI has to

rely on option three, and go through the normal sighting in-

vestigation (Attachment 2) that leads to admissions that

there are a certain percentage of UFO sightings that the Air

Force cannot identify, This approach keeps people like Fuller
see Saturday Review article, Attachment 3) and Major Kehoe

in business because it provides them with continuous ammunition

and the AF has no rejoiner.

NW 90306 Underwrite Your Country’s M aht Buy U.S. Savings Bonds
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5. SAFOI wants some pré&igimua scientific group to look at
the UFO problem in depth and come up with a position that will
help get the Air Force off the hook. SAFOI expects to gain

a report that will permit them to stand before the most
rgynwwn critics and say that the AF position on UFOs is sound
or action is being taken to make it sound.

6. The questions that SAFOI wants answered are typically as
follows:

a. Is Project Blue Book adequate?

b. 1Is there or is there not scientific evidence that
UFOs exist?

What can be done to make the Air Force position
credible?

7. SAFOI claims, and rightly so, that they cannot get to

the heart of the public relations problem until they get some
scientific evidence upon which to base their opinion. For this
reason they are very emphatic that they do not want a ''for
motherhood and against sin' type of committee report. As far
as SAFOI is concerned the problem is critical.

8. As evidenced by the Fuller article in the Saturday Review
(which is a prestigious news media that is read by highly
influential people both in and out of government), the level
of criticism of the Air Force is getting on a higher and higher
plane. The recent Wall Street Journal article is another ex-
ample of Air Force criticism appearing in a high-class news
media, SAFOI clearly defined the criticality of the problem
when they concluded by saying that none of the current Air
Force problems, such as sonic boom, supersonic transport, and
integration, etc,, have created the poor public image for the
Air Force that the UFO problem does.

HAROLD A. STEINER, Major, USAF 3 Atch
Assistant Secretary 1, UFO Report

USAF Scientific Advisory Board 2, FTD Form 164
3. Sat Review Article
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REPORT OF MEETINGS OF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY PANEL
* ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

January 14 - 18, 1953
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16 February 1953

MEMORANDUM FOR: ° o,

FROM &
SUBJECT : Report of Mectings of the. e
Scm&nt;flc Advisory kanml on
“Unmdentmfxed Flying Objects, January 14 - 18, 1953
~ PURPOSE

. The purpose of this memorandum is to present:
. A brief history of the megéings of the.  Advisory Panel
Dn Uﬂlﬂ@ﬂw&f&@d Flylnv Objects (Paru 1),
b. An unofficial supmlemanﬁ to the official Panel Report:
~setling forth corments and suggestions of the Panel
Members wnich they believed were inappropriate for inclusion
in the formal report (Part II).

PART T: HISTORY OF MSETINGS

GENERATL N
After consideration of the subject of "unidentified flying
objects" at the 4 December meeting of the
;ktha following action was agreed:
“The .o wills
a. Enlist the services of selected scientists to . ‘; y
review and appraise the available evidance in the
light of pertinent scientific theories....”

Following the delegation of this action to the! -

v

and -reliminary investigation,
é@ e
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&nkﬁdviamry'Panel of selected scientists was assembled. In
'a@mp@rat&@n‘with the Air Technical Intelligence Center, case
histories of reported sightings and related material were ..
made gvailabla for their study and consideration.

Present at the initial meeting (0930 Wednesday, 14 January)

were: Dr. H, P, Robertson, Dr. 1 Dr. Thornton

e ey

Page, Dr. Samuel A. Goudsmit, _

e

L

» and the writer. Panel Member, Dr. Lloyd V. Berk-

ner, was absent until.Friday afternoon. Messrs.

-

_ Were p?@ﬁ@hf throughout the sessions to familiarize themselves
with the subject, represent the substantive interest of their
Dﬁvisimﬁa, and assist im'administrativa support of the meetings.
(A 1list of personnel concerned with the meetings is given in

Tab A,

WEDNESDAY MORNING

The - ,:apan@d the meeting, reviewing CiA interest in tha 
subject and action taken. This review inalﬁdadAthe mention of
the ':Study Group of August 1952 .
culminating in the briefing of the  the ATIC November 21
briefing, 4 December  ,consideration, visit to ATIC B
Robertson and ‘”;, and’ ydémnﬁern over potential dangers
to national security indirectly related té these &ightings;'

Mr, ~ enumerated these potential dangers. Following this.

introductior., Dr. turned the meeting over to




‘Dr. RQb%W@wﬁm as Chamrméﬁ of the Panal Dg. Raberﬁﬁmﬁ‘énumaratad*
the evidence available and requested e&namdoratimn of spaaxflc

«'repwrts and letters be taken by certaiﬁ.mndxvm&uals preaent (Tab B)

wFaw example, case histories involving radar or radar and visual
sightings were selected for Dr.f:%%ﬁﬁﬂxgwhilﬁ r@pméﬁs‘of Green
Fireball phékaména, nocturnal lights, and suggested programs of
investigation were routed to Dr. Page. Following these remarks,
the motion pictures of the sightings at Tremonton, Utah (EXJQMy 1952)
and Great Falls, Montana (15 August 1950) were shown. The meeting
adjourned at- 1200, | | |

WE@NE&D@Y*AFTER%OQN

Th% $%$Oﬁd meeting of the Panel opened at 1400, Lt.] “i“*

{_ USN, and Mr._____ of the USN Photo Interpretation

Laboratory, Anacostia, presented the results of their analyses of
the films mentioned above. This analysis evoked considerable

discussion as elaborated upon below., Besides Panel members and

R S T ——
SN N e i e e T R —

CIA personnel, Capt. E. J. Ruppélﬁ,wDr.§

i "

ol
e M*Q

{(2-a-2), and Dr*:;w

R

were present. | :
Following the Photo Interpretation Lab pr&santatian,

Mr. E. J. Ruppelt spoke for about 40 minutes on ATIC méthmds of

handling and evaluating reports of sightihgs and their efforts to

improve the quality of reports. Tha'meeting was adjourned at 1715.
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THURSDAY MORNING

The third and fourth meetings of the Panel were haid Thursday,

15 January, commencing at 0900 with a two-hour break for luncheon.

MWW -

Besides Panel members and CIA persommel, Mr. Ruppelt and Dr.,

R

were present for both sessions. In the morning, Mr. Ruppelt con-

s

tinued his briefing on ATKC collection and,analyams procedures.

e —

The Project STORK support at%mwv

20 ek S s SIS SIS
»

mwwM - & \ b
was described by Dr §t A number of case histories were dis-

cussed in detail and a m@tiSn picture film of $aagulls was shown. -
A two hour break for lunch was taken at 1200.

THURSDAY AFTERNOON

At 1400 hours gave a U40-minute briefing of

Project TWINKLE, the invaat&g&tmry project conducted by the Air
Force Meteorological Research Center at Cambridge, Mass. In this
briefing he pointed out the many problems of setiing up and manning w
24-hour instrumentation watches of patrol cameras searching for

sightings of U.F.0.'s. - -

At 1615 | - | joined the meeting with

| expressed his support of the Panél'%

efforts and stated three personal opinions:
a, 7That greatar use of Air Force mnt@llxgence offlaers in
the field (for follow-up investigation) appaared desirable.

but that thwy required thorough briefing.
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b. That vxgwra&u effort should b& made to dacl sify as‘many
of the reports as possible.
¢. That ﬁgm@ inerease in the ATIC section devoted to U.F.O,
analysis was indicated.
K This meeting was adjourned at 1700.
FRKHAY’M@%NiﬁG

The fifth session of the Panel convened at 0900 with the same

personnel %r&&&nt as enumerated for Thursday (with the exception

Qa e e b S——

of

From 0900 - 1000 there was general discussion and study of

reference material. Also, ~ read a prepared paper making

s

certain observations and conclusions. At 1000 W cave a

e

briefing on his fifteen months experience in Washington as Project
Officer for U.F.O.'s and his personal conclusions. There was

considerable discussion of individual case histories of sightings

R

_ presentation, a

o iR

to which he referred. Following,
number of additional case histories were examined and discussed -

with Messrs. " Ruppelt, and’ The meeting adjourned
B e

g R

¥

at 1200 for luncheon.
FRIDAY AFTERNOON

This session opened at 1400. Besides Panel members and CIA
personnel, Dr.:; T was present. Dr. Lloyd V. Berkner, as Panel
Member, was preaant‘aﬁ this meeting for the first time. Progress

of the meetings was reviewed by the Panel Chairman and tentative

NW 90306 |
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conclusions reached. A general discussion followed and tentative
' recommendations considered. It was agreed that the Chairman should
draft a report of the Panel to that evening for review by the

Panel the next morning. The meeting adjourned at 1715.

SATURDAY MORNING

At 0945 the Chairman opened the seventh session and submitted
a rough draft of the Panel Report to the members. This draft had
been reviewed and approved earlier by Br; Berkner. The next t&w
and one-half hours were conswned in diécus&iwn and revision of the
draft. At 1100 the'  — joined the meeting and reported that he
had shown and discussed a copy of the initial rough draft to
the Director of Intelligence, USAF, whose reaction was favorable. At
1200 the meeting was adjourned. |

SATURDAY AFTERNOON

At 1400 the eighth and final meeting of ihe Panel was opened.
Discussion and rewording of certain sentences of the Repbrt occupied
the first hours. (A copy of the final report is‘appandeﬁ as Tab C.)
This was followed oy a review of work accomplished by;tha Panel
and r&&t&tmm&nt of imdiviéual Panel Member's opinians\andqauggeations
on details that were felt inapprapriatekfmr inclusion in the formal
report. It was agreed that the writer would incarp@r&té these
comments imvan internal feport to tha::?mm“ The material below

represents this information.

-6 -

AN TN T PN g
%ﬁ%@\’ : “W%%Ww | i ‘\W&W
s% v,,{sh,? ﬁ"‘?w “ ke *:\:. ;“‘ P )
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COMVENTS AND SUGGESTIONS OF PANEL
GENERAL | R
The Panel Members were impressed (as have been others, includ-
. imgjﬁmﬁ:fpé%ﬁmnmﬁl) in the lack of sound cata in the great majority
of case histories; also, in the lack of speedy fmllowmup due primarily
to the modest size and limited f&cmlmtxes of the ATIC section cmnceﬁn@d.
‘Among the case histories of significant sightings disc&ssed in detail
were the fwllmwing: | | |
Bellefontaine, Ohio (1 Aﬁgust 1952); Tremonton, Utah (2 July 1952);
Great Falls, Montana (15 August 1950); Yaak, Montana (1 Sept&mbér
1952); Washington, D. C. area (19 July 1952); and Haneda A.F. B.,
Japan (5 August 1952), Port Huron, Michigan (29 July 1952); and

Presque Isle, Maine (10 October 1952).

Aft&r review and discussion of these cases (and about 15 others,

in less d@t&ll), the Panel caneluded that reasonable explanations

S esEyeEne SR SRR R

amd scientific

\"ﬁ\w& R R

R

&mm&ﬁ be &ugg&&ﬁ@d for most 31ghtmng$ and "oy ded

M%mwmmmwmw&

R

m@th@d it could be mnduced (ngen addxtlmnal data) that other cases -

s R B e -,il‘\*’mﬁ?@v\; e

P

m&ghﬁ be @xplalne& in a smm&lar mannar“ﬁ$ The Panel pointed out that

because of the brevity of some sightings (e.g. 2-3 seconds) and the
inability of the witnesses to express themselves clearly (semantics)

r that conclusive exylanatxons could not be @g&@cted for every case

AR R ST SRR

@@pmwtmd Furthermore, it was considered that normally, it wmuld

be a gr@at waste of effort to try to solve most of the sightings,
unless such action would benefit aktraining and educational«pkogram

{see below). The writings of Charles Fort were veferenced to show
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that "strange things in the sky" had been recorded for hundreds of

years. It appeared obvious that there was no single explanation

for a majority of the things seen. The presence of radar and astro-

- nomical specialists on the Panel proved of value at once in their

confident recognition of phenomena related to their fieids. It was
apparent that specialists in such additional fields as psychology,
meteorology, aerddynamics, ornithology and military air operations

would extend the ability of the Panel to recognize many more cate-

ON LACK OF DANGER

The Panel concluded unanimously that there wa

e

a direct threat to national security in the objects sighted.

Instances of "Foo Fighters" were cited. These were unexplained

phenomena sizhted by aircraft pilots during World War II in both
European and Far Eas% theaters of operation wherein "balls of light"
would fly near or with the aircraft and maneuver rapidly. Th@y*wew@
believed to be electrostatic (similar to St.‘Elmo‘s fire) or elaatwﬁ;
magnetic phenomena or possibly light reflections from ice crystals
in the air, but their exact cause or nature was never defined. Both
Robertson énd:fww“"”mfhad been concerned in the investigation of
these phenomena, but David T. Griggs (Professor of Geophysics at

the University of California at Los Angeles) is believed to have

been the most knowledgeable person on this subject. If the term

"flying saucers" had been popular in 1943 - 1945, these objects would
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mgwwﬁd g@n@rally that this mass of pmorwqballty reports conta;nmmg

have been so labeled. It was interesting that in at least two

cases reviewed that the object sighted was categorized by Robertson

¥

e

and[_ as probably "Foo Fighters", to date unexplained but not
dangerous; they were nol happy thus to dismiss the sighiinzs hy“

calling them names. Il was their feeling that these phencimecna are

not beyond the domain of present knowledge of physical sciences, however.

ATR FORCE REPORTING SYSTEM

It was the Panﬁl'sVopinioﬁ that some of the Air Force concern
over U*W.Q,*ﬁ (notwithstanding Air Defense Command anxiety over fast

radar tracks) was probably caused by public pressure. The result

today is that the Air.Force has.insfituted a fine chamnnel for,

ey

receiving r&partﬁ of nearly anything anyor

famls %m und@rstana. This has been particularly encouraged in popu-

s R e

X&r awtiml&s on this and other subjects, such as space travel and

science fiction. The result is the mass receipt of low-grade reports

which tend to overload channels of communication with material quite

irrelevant to hostile objects that might some day appear. The Pamﬁ&w

RS

little, if any, scientific data was of no value. Quite the Gppmsita,

TR

it was possibly dangerous in having a military service foster public

mewmmmw ARG e

concern in "nocturnal meandering lights". The iméiication being,
since the interested agency was military, that these objects were
or might be potential direct threats to naﬁianai security. Accord- -
ingly, the ieed for deemphasization made itself apparent. Comments |

on a possible educational program are enuerated below.
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It %&3 “ﬁheﬁ opinion of Dr. Robertson that the "saucer" problem
had been found to be different in nature from the detection and
investigation of German V-1 and V-2 guided missiles prior to their
operational use in World War II, In this 1943-1944 1&t&1§3w~ﬁém
operation (QRGSSEOM), there was excellent intelligence and by June
1944 there was material evidence of the existence of "hardware"

obtained from crashed vehicles in Sweden. This evidence gave the

investigating team a basis upon which to operate. The absenae of any

e

“hawdw&rw“ Y@wﬁltlﬁ” from ummxplamnad U F.O0. sxgatmnwa 1ends a "will-

s =

mfmth@ wisp" nature to the ATIC prmblam‘ Tha resulis of their investi-

e AR

gation, to dmta, strongly indicate that no evidence of hmsﬁile act

or danger exists. Furtharmore, the curg&nt reporting system would
have little value in the case of detection of enemy attack by copven-
tional aircraft or guided missiles; under such comditiéns "hardware"
would be available almost at once.

ARTIFACTS OF EXTRATERRESTRIAL ORIGIN

It was interesting to note that none of the members of the
Panel were loath to accept that this earth might be visitedgby extra-
tmwrﬁm%rmal mmt@llxgant beings of some sort, some dﬁy. What they did
not find was any evidence that related the objects slghted to space
travelers. ’Mr.ﬂw%mmwﬂ% in his presentation, showed how he had elim-
inated each of the known and probable causes of sightings leaving him
"ﬁxtmagt@rr@$trial“ as the only one remaining in many cases. r“t:;m@w’ﬁ

background as an aeronautical engineer and technical intelligence

®

- 10 -
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officer (Project Officer, BLUEBOOK fﬂr 1; manthﬁ) could not be
slighted. However, the Pancl could not accwpt any of the cases
ait@ﬁ“by him because they were raw, unevaluated reports.
Terrestrial explanations of the sighlings were suggested in some
cases and in others the time of sighting was so short as to cause
suspicion of vi&uai impressions. It was noted by D&. Gnudamit'and
others th&ﬁ extraterrestrial artifacts, if they did éxist, are no
cause for alarm, rather, they are in the realm of natural phenomena
wubgaaﬁ tm scientific study, Jjust as cosmic rays were at the time
of their discovery 20 to 30 years ago. This was an attitude in
which Dr. Robertson did not concur, as he felt that such artifacts
would be of immediate and great concern not only to the U. S, but
ﬁ@ all countries. (Nothing like a common threat to unite peoples!)

/ Dr. Page noted that present astronomical knowledge of the solar
system makes the existence of intelligent beings (as we know the
term) elsewhere than on the earth extremely unlikely, and the

concentration of their attention by any controllable means confined

to any one awntmm&wu of the earth quite preposterous.

G - S e R s RS s

G

TREMONTON, UTAH, SIGHTING

This case was considered significant because of the excellent
documentary evidence in the form of Kodachrome motion picture films .
(about 1600 frames). The Panel studied these films, the case'histmny,
ATIC's interpretation, and received a briefing by rapresentativés of
the USN ?huﬁm Interpretation Laboratory on their am&lysiskmf the

£ilm. This tear had expended (at Air Force request) approximately
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1000 man-hours of professional and sub-professional time in the
preparation of graph plots of individual frames of the film, show-

ing apparent and relative motion of objects and variation in their

§)

light intensity. Il was the opinion of the P.I.L. representatives

that the objects sighted were not birds, balloons or air&r&fﬁ,
were "not r;flaatimms because there was no blinking while passing
through 60° of arc" and were, th@refar@, ”salfwluﬁinauﬁ“. Piaﬁs of
motion and variation in light intensity of the objects were dis-

played. While the Panel Members were impressed by the evident

enthusiasm, industry and extent of effort of the P.I.L. team, they

could not accept the conclusions reached. Sdm@ of the reasons for
this were as follows:
a. A semi-spherical object can readily pfaduce a reflection
of sunlight without "blinking" through 60° of arc travel.
b. Although no data was available on the "albedo" of birds or

polyethylene balloons in bright sunlight, the apparent

m@timms, sizes and brighinesses of the objects were
considered strongly to suggest birds, particularly after
the Panel viewed a short film showing high rafl&et%viﬁy‘
of seagulls in bright sunlight. T

c. P.I.L, d@ﬁeription“of thé objects sighted as "circular,
bluish-white" in color would be expected in cases of
specular r&flacﬁﬁana of sunlight from convex surfaces where
the brilliance of the raflﬁatipn’wmuld obscure other portions

of the object.

NW 90306
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Objects in the Great Falié case were believed to ha?&

probably been aiw&r&fﬁ, and the bright lights such reflections.
There was no vélid reason for the attempt to relate the objects
in the Tremonton sighling to those in the Great Falls sight-
ing. This may have been due to misunderstanding in ﬁhﬁirk
@im@@tigwa The objects in the Great Falls sighting are
strongly suspected of b@iﬁg”r@fl@ctimna of aircraft known to
have been in the area.

The intensity change in the Tremonton lights was too great

for acceptance of the P.I.L. hypothesis that the apparent
motion and ehamging intensity of the lights indicated extremely
high speed in small orbital paths. '

Apparent lack of guidance of investigators by those familiar

with U.F.0. reports and @xplanatianéy

Analysis of light intensity of objects made from duplicate

rather than original film. The original film was noted to
have a much lighter background (affecting relative brightness

of object) and the objects appeared much less bright.

' Method of obtaining data of light intensity appeared faﬁlty

because of unsuitability of equipment and quastianablg
assumptions in making averages of readings.

No data had been obtained on the sensitiviﬁy of Kodachrome
film to light of various intensities using the sam& camera

type at the same lens openings.

- 13 -
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k. Hand "jitter" frequencies (obtainable frwméearly‘part af
Tremonton film)'w@r@ nol removed from the plots of the
Ysingle pass plots" at the end of the film.
The Panel believed strongly that the data available on this
ﬁﬁgkﬁiﬂg was sufficient for positive id&mtificaﬁiam if further data
is obtained by photographing polyethylene "pillow" balloons released
near the site under similar weather conditions, checking bird fiighﬁ
and reflection characteristics with competent ornithologists and*
caleculating apparent "G" forces acting upon objects from their apparent
tracks. It was c@malud@d that the results of such testis would prob-
ably lead to creditable explanations of value in an @ducatxanal or
training prmgram* However, the Panel noted that th@ cost in t@chnmca}
manpower effort required to follow up and explain every one of the
thousand or more reports received thrmuéh channels each year (1,900 in
1952) could not be justified. It was felt that there will always be
sightings, for which mmmplwt@ data is lacking, that can only be
explained with &mapva@rtxmﬁate effort and with a long time delay, if

at all. The long delay in explaining a sighting tends to eliminate -

5

any intelligence value. The educational or training program should

S
GRS BRI

%aV& as a major purpa&& ﬁhe &11m&natxon of popular feeling that QV@ry

ﬁmammmm%@d In cher wmwdﬁ,;tha‘bmr&mn of proof is on %h@ smghtww, )

“““ -
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POTENTIAL

‘he Panel Members were in agreement with opinion that,
aiﬁ&mmg& evidence of any direct threat from these sightings was
wholly lacking, related dangers might well exist resulting from:
a. Misidentification of actual enemy artifacts by defense
personnel. | '
b. Overloading of emergency reporting channels with "false"
information ("noise to signal ratio" analogy - Berkner).

Subjectivilty of public to mass hysteria and greater vul-

o
e

nerability to pwssib&& enemy psychological warfare.

Although not the concern of CIA, the first two Gf‘@héé@'prmblgms~
may seriously affect the Air Defense intelligence systam; and should
be studied by experts, possibly under ADC. If U.F.O.'s becmma dis~-
credited in a reaction to the "flying saucer" 30&?@, or if report-
ing channels are saturated with\faiﬁa and poorly documented reporis,
our capability of d@taaﬁimg hmstilﬁ activity will be reduced.
Dr. Page noted that more competent screening mri}ilt@ring mf reported €
sightings at or near the source is required, and that this can best

¥

be accomplished by an educational program. L

GEOGRAPHIC LOCATIONS OF UNEXPLAINED SIGHTINGS
The map prepared by ATIC showing geographic locations of officially
reported unexplained sightings (1952 only) was examined by‘thw Panel.

This map showed clusters in certain strategic areas such as Los Alamos.

This might be explained on the basis of 24-hour watchful guard and
ey T T w\ﬂ? ~3
N = TR NS B,

NW 90306 | .
Docld:34714841 Page 63




NW 90306

curement of these cameras was partly the result of public pressure

.

awareness ol securily measures near such locations. On théﬁgtﬁ;;w
hand, there had been no sightings iﬁ the vicinity of sensitive
related AE establishments while there were occasionally multiple
cases of unexplained sightings in non-strategic areas. Furthermore,
there &ppwa{@ﬁ to be no logical relationship to population centers.
The Panel cowld find no ready explanation for these clusters. It
was noted, h@W&V@?,Aﬁhat if terrestrial artifacts were to be observed
it would be likely that they would be s@ém first near foreign afeaﬁ
rather than central U. S,

INSTRUMENTATION TO OBTAIN DATA

" The Panel was of the opinion that the present ATIC program to
pﬁam@ 100 inexpensive 35 mm. stereo cameras in the hands of vgriwuﬁ
airport control tower operators would probably produce little valu-
able data related to U.F*D.’ﬁ. However, it was ram%gnia@d that
such action would i@nd to allay public concern in the ﬁmbj@ctwuntil
an educational program had taken effect. It was believed that pro-
in July 1952. With the poor results §f the year-long Project
TWINKLE program of 24-hours instrumentation watéh (two fraéaﬁ of
film showing nothing distinguishable), a widespread program of sky-
watching would not be expected to yield much direct data of value.

There was considerable discussion of a possible "sky patrol" by
amateur astronomers and by wide-angle cameras (Page). Dr. Page

s
- S

and Dr. Robertson pointed out that at present a considerable fraction

- 16 -~
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‘ of th@~$ky is now--and has been for many years-under surveillance
‘@vmry\alaar night in several met&mr‘and aurora observing programs as
well as sky mapping @rmgrams at the various locations listed below.
@lthmugh the attention of th&&ﬁ astronomers is largely directed
toward identified rather than unidentified objects, no case of any
striking unidentified object is known to Dr. Page or ﬁr.C:::::: ﬁﬁgh
an object would most certainly be recported if found on patrol plate%.
A case was cited where an astronomer refused to interrupt his
exposure. in order to photograph an alleged sighting in a different
part of the sky. This led Dr,:::mm“tm say that, if a program of
watching could be an adjunctkmf planned astronomical programs, little
cost would be involved and that the trained astronomical personnel
might photograph a sighting ofkan unidentified object.
.The location of some of these programs and their directors are
believed to be:
a. Harvard University, Cambridge and New M&Kicw‘(m@tecr ﬁatrgllym
Whipple.

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

c. University of Alaska, Fairbanks (aurorae)--Elvey

d. Dominion Qbﬁervaﬁmry, Ottawa (meteors)--Millman

‘e, Palomar Observatory, California (sky map)--Minkowski

f. Lick Observatory, California (sky map)--Shane

NW 90306
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It was &W&mnﬁ by tﬁm Panel that no ngaxnm&nt~spwnsmréd programn
of optical nation-wide sky patrol is worthwhile at the present time,
and that the encouragement of amateur aatrmnamargvta undertake such
a program might have: the adverse effect of over=emphasizing "flying
saucer” stories in the public mind. However, the issue of radar scope
-
cameras for recording peculiar radar echoes would serve several pur-

poses, including the better understanding of radar interference as

well as identification of U.F.0.!

RADAR PROELEM OF MUTUAL INTERFERENCE
This characteristic problem of radar operation wherein the pulse
signal (of approximately the same frequency) from station A may be

picked up on the screen of station B and show as a high-speed track

or series of dobs was recognized to have probably caused a number of

U.F.0, reports. This problem was underlined by information received

&m&iaaﬁimg ADC concern in solving this problem of sigmaliidentifiaatiﬁnlf

“before service use of very high-speed aircraft or guided missiles

(1955-1956). Dr. Berkner believed that one answer to this problem

was the use of a "doppler filter" in the receiving circuit. Dr.

R ———

%ugﬁ@%t@d that the problem might be better solved by tha use of a
“@mmﬁrmll@d jitt&r" wherein the operator receiving "very fast tracks"
(on the order of 1000- 10,000 m.p.h.) would operate a circuit which
would alter almghﬁly his station's pulse frequemay rate. If the signal
received on the screen had been caused by mutual &nterferance with

another station, the track would now show itself at a different distance

- 18 -
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from the center of the screen, if it still appeared at all. Dr.
felt such a technical solution was simpler and would cost much less than
a2 “"doppler f&lt@rﬁ,

- UNEXPLATNED COSMIC RAY PHENOMENA

Two r&pmrﬁﬁﬁ cases were examined: one at Palomar Mﬁuntain,\Califarnia,
iﬁ October EQ&Q,QWh@m cosmic ray counters went "off scale for a few ﬁaémﬂdﬁ",
apparently while a "W" of flying saucers was observed visually; and two, a
series of mbﬁ&ﬁva%ioms by the "Los Alamos Bird Watchers Association" from
August 1950 to January 1951, when a&smiq ray coincidence counters bchaved
queerly. Circuit diagrams and records were availablekfér the latter, and"
> Dr. " "was able quickly to point out that the recorded data were

undoubtedly due to instrumental effects that‘wmuld have been recognized

as such by more experienced absarvafﬁ. | |

The implication that radiaactiva effects were chralatéd with
unidentified flying objects in these two cases was, therefore, rejected
by the Panel. | .

EDUCATTONAL PROGRAM

The Panel's concept of a broad educational program iﬁt@gr%ting
efforts of all concerned agencies was that it should h§?® two major
ains: ﬁwaimimg and "debunking".

The training aim would result imvprmp&r reemgﬁiﬁimnOGf unusuélly .
illuminated objects (e.g., balloons, aircraft rafl&mtimns) as W&11~a5‘
natural ph@wwm@ma (meteors, fireballs, mirages, noctilucent clouds).

Both visual and radar recognition are concerned. There would ba many

NW 90306 ‘ Sainn e w b odoay o | &
Docld:-34714841 Page 67 v




levels in such education from enlisted personnel to command and research
personnel, Relative emphasis and degree of axplanatimh mf»differant
programs would correspond to the e&tag§riea of duty (e.g., radar operators;
pilots; control tower wgww&ta#g; Ground Observer C@wﬁs p@rsannei; anﬁ
officers and @n%iated m@n in other categories.) This training should
r%&ulﬁkim a marked reduction in reports. caused by misidentification
~and resultant confusion, | | | :
Wmé "&@bumkimg“ aim would result in reduction in public interest
in "flying saucers" which today evokes a st@ong'pgycholmgical reaction.
This education could be accomplished by mass media suéh as t&la%iaimm,
motion pictures, and popular articles. Basis of such education would
be actual case histories which had been puzzling at first but later
explained. As in the case of conjuring tricks, there is much less
stimulation if the "secret" is known. Such a prégram should tend to
reduce the current gullibilit&kmf\tha public and consequently their
susceptibility to clever hostile propaganda. 'ThawPénﬁl noted that the
general absence of Russian propaganda based on a subject with so many
obvious possibilities for exploitation might indicate a possible Russian
official policy. | |
Members of the Panel had various suggestions ralagéd t& the plan-
ning of such an educational program. It was féltistrmngly that
pﬁywholagiﬁﬁﬁ»famiiiar with mass psychology sﬁmuld advise on the naturﬁw

‘w and extent of the program. In this connection, Dr. Hadléy Cantril

(Princeton University) was suggested. Cantril authored "Invasion from

3 g
WW%@MiW&WW lm;mw - wﬁmm
Yo ’8:\ ,.! ¥ U% o WWWW
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Mars," (a study in the psychology of panic, written about the famous'
Orson Welles radio broadcast in 1938) and has since performed advanced
laboratory studies in the field of perception. The names of Don Marquis

(University of Michigen) and Loe R@@ﬁ@ﬁ were mentioned as possibly

&ui@éb}@ as copsultant psychologists. Aism, someone familiar with
mass communications techniques, p@fhaps an advertising expert, would Ba
helpful., Arthur Gadfréy was m@ntian@d as possibly a valuable channel
of @mmmwmie&ﬁimn reaching a mass audience of certain levels. Dr. Berkner .
suggested the U, S, Navy (ONR) Special Devices Center, Sands Point, L. I.,
as a potentially valuable Qrganizaﬁiaﬁ to assist in such an educational
pﬁwgwam, The teaching techniques used by this agency fér aircraft
iﬁanhifiﬁatidn during the past war was cited as aﬁ example of a similar
" educational task., The Jam Handy\Ca;Awhich\made“wmrld,war IT training
f£ilms (motion pictura”anﬁ slide strips) was also suggested, as well as
Walt Disney, Inc. animated aartomns. Dr.:::fﬁi“auggasted that the
amateur astronomers in the U. S. might be a pat@ntigl source of enthusi-
astic talent "to spread the gdspal“. It was believed that business
clubs, high schools, colleges, and telavia&mn stations Qould all be
pleased to cooperate in th$u3h0wing of documﬁntary;typﬁ motion pictures
if prepared in am'interesting manner. The use af true cases showing
first the "mystery" and then the "explanatlwn“ would be fmra@$u1
Tm plan.amd execute such a program, . tha Panel believed was no

mean task. The current investigatory grmup*at ATIC would, of necessity,

have to be mlwﬁﬁly*intégrat@d for support with respect to not only the
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historical cases but the current ones. Récent cases are probably much
more susceptible to @xplanation thaﬁ élder Qﬁes; firatg because of -
'ATIC's experience anﬁ;%secandly, their knowlédge of most plaugibla
explanations. The Panel believed that some axpansién of the ATIC effort
wm&1d c@rﬁainly be raqﬁired to support such a program. It was beiievaﬁ ;
inappropriate to state exactly how larg@‘a Table af Organization would
be required. Captain Ruppelt of ATIC unofficially proposed, for purposes
of anaiyaiﬁg and evaluating r@parfss

a*' An analysts' panel of;four officers

b. Fmﬁr affiaerAinvastigétbgsV

c. A briefing officer

4. An ADC lisison officer

e, A weather and ballamnvdaﬁg officer

fe An astrenomiaal consultant

gs A group»Laad@r, with administrative assistant, file clerks and

‘ﬁt&magraphara. | |

This propesal met with generally favorable c&mment* The ?an&lw
believed that, with ATIC's support, the eduéatimnal‘program of "train-
ing and debunking" outlined above might be required fif a mim@mum of
one and one-half to two years, At the end of ﬁhis time, the dangers
related to "flying saucers" should have been gfeatly reduced if not
eliminated, C&éﬁeratiom from oblier militény services and agencies
concerned (e,g., Federal Civil Defense Administraﬁion) would be a
mwawﬁs&%y@ In invéstigating significant cases (such as the Trementon, °

Utah, sighting), controlled experiments mightfbaireqﬁiréda An &x&mﬁlﬂ

e

€=
ey oy

&
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would be the phm%&graphmnw mf “pxllaw ballaons“ at dmffer@nt dmstancmh
under similar weather conditions at the site.

The help of ovne or two payehmlog§sﬁa and writers and a subcontractor
to produce training films would be necessary in mdditi@n¢ The Panel
&0&$iﬂ@ﬁ%ﬁ that ATIC's efforts, temporarily expanded as necessary,
could be most useful invimplemanting any action taken as a result Qé’
its r%ﬁmgmamdatimns‘ Experience and records in ATId would be of value
in both the public e&ucahiom&l and service training program envisaged.
Dr, Robertson at least was of the opinion that after public gullibility
lessened and the service organizations, such as ADC, had been trained
to sift out the more readily explained spurious sightings, there would
still be a role for a very modest-sized ATIC section to cope with the
rﬁﬁiduum of items of pasai&l& ﬁeiantific intelligence value. This

section should concentrate on energetically following up (parhapﬁ on

s e

the advice of quale&ad Air Force Scm&nﬁmf&c Adv1aoﬁy Board m@mbarg)

e SRR e g

those cases which seemed to indicate the evidence of unconventional
enemy artifacts. R@pbrﬁs of such artifacts would be axp@at@& to
arise mainly from Western outposts in far closer proximity to the
Iron Curtain than Lubbock, Texas!

UNOFFICTIAL TNVESTIGATING GROUPS

The Panel took cognizance of the existence of such groups as the
"Civilian Flying Saucer Investigators" (Los Angeles) and the "Aerial

Phenomena Research Organization (Wisconsin)". It was believed that

such organizations should be watched because of their potentially
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great influence on mass thinking if widespread sightings should occur.

" The apparent irresponsibility and the possible use of such groups
for subversive purposes should be kept in mind.
IRCREASE IN NUMBER OF STGHTINGS
The consensus of the P&n&llwms, based upon the history of the
subject, that the number of 3ightiﬁg$ could be reasonably expected
to increase again this summer.
- 2 -
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REPORT OF THE SCIENTIFIC PANEL
ON |
UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

s 5

1. Pursuant to the request

P

'kh |, the.undersigned Panel of Scientific Consultants has met to

evaluate any possible threat to national security posed by Unidentified
Flying @bjactﬁ ("Flying Saucers"), and to make recommendations thereon.
The Panel has §@acivad the evidence as presented by cognizant intelli-
gence agencies, primarily the Air Technical Intelligence Center, and has
reviewed a selection of the best documented incidents. |

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

a. -That the evidence presented on Unidentified Flying
Objects shows no iﬁdiaation that these phenomena aanstitute
a direct physical threat to national security.
We f&rmlyﬁbﬁlﬁave that there is no residuum of cases which indiQat@s
phenomena which are attributable to foreign artifacts capable of hostile )
acts, and that there is no evidence that the phenomena imdiéat&s a need

for the revision of current scientific concepts.

3. The Panel further concludes:

- a, That the continued emphasis on the reporting of
ﬁhﬁﬁ@ phenomena does, in these parlous times, result in a
threat to the orderly fuﬁctidning of the pratéctive organs
of the body politic.
We cite as examples the cloggiﬁg‘af channels of communication by irrelevant

reports, the danger of being led by continued false alarms to ignore real

NW 90206
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psychology in which skillful hostile propaganda could induce hysterical

behavior and harmful distrust of dnlykcanstitufad authority.

k. In order most effectively to strengthen the national facilities

§

for the timely recognition and the appropriate handling of true indications

of hostile action, and to minimize the concomitent dangers alluded to

above, the Panel recommends:

a. That the national security agencies take immediate steps
to strip the Uﬁidantifiad Flying Objects of tha»spécial 5tatms they
have b@eﬁ given and the aﬁré of mystery they have unfortunately .
acquired; s |
b. That the national $ec§rity agencies institute policies
on ﬁntalligeﬂce, training, and public education designed to pﬁ@p&ge
the material defenses and the morale of the eougtry to recognize
S‘kmmmt promptly and to react most éffectiveiy to true indications
of hostile intent or acfimn« .
We suggest that ﬁh@ﬁw’aims may be achi&v&d by an integrated program
designed to reassure the public of the total lack of evidence aflinimiéal'
forces behind the phenomena, to train b@rsnnnal to recognize and reject
false indications quickly and affectivalyg and to stréﬁgthan réguiar

channels for the evaluation of and prompt reaction to true indicatiéns

of hmwtilw measures,

NW 90306
Docid:347

fﬁf H. P. Robertson, Chairman * * /s/ Lloyd V. Berkner
California Institute of Technology ~ Associated Universities, Inc.
/s/ Iuis W. Alvarez /s/ S. A. Goudsmit “
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Johns Hopkins University
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TAB B

SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY PANEL ON

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

14 - 17 January 1953

EVIDENCE PRESENTED

1.

2o

11.

12.

13.
14,
15.

NW 90306

Progress R@pmrts of Project STORK ’ e J

S@V@mtwalve case histories of sightings 1951 - 1952 (s&l&cﬁed by
ATIC as those best documented).

ATIC Status and Progress Reports of Prajﬁct GRUDGE and Project
BLUE BOOK (code names for ATIC study of s&bgﬁct)

icontract work supporting ATIC).

Sumnary Reporﬁ of Sightings at Hollmman‘Air Force Base, New Mexico.

Report of USAF Research Center, Cambridge, Mass., Investigation of
"Green Fireball" Phenomena (Project TWINKLE).

Outline of Investigation of U.F.0.'s Proposed by Kirtland Air Force
Base (Project POUNCE)

Motion Picture Films of sightings at Tremnnton, Utah, 2 July 1952
and Great Falls, Montana, August 1950.

Summary Report of 89 selected cases of sightings of various K
categories (Formations, Blinking Lights, Hovering, etc.). .

Draft of menuel: “How to Make a FLYOBRPT", prepared at ATIC.

Chart Showing Plot of Geographic Location of Unexplained Smghtmngs
in the United States durlﬁg 1952,

Chart Showing Balloon Launching Sites in the Unitad:Stafes.

Charts Showing Selected Actual Balloon Flight Paths andkRalﬁtian
to Reported Sightings. ”

Charts Showing Fraﬁnﬁnay of Reports of Sightings; 1948 - 1952.

Charts Showing Categories of Explanations of Sightings. -

Kodachrome Transparenciesuaf Polyethylene Film Balloons iﬁ»Bright
Sunlight Showing High Reflectivity.
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https://Outline.of
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16, Motion pmctura of seagulls in bright sunlxght showlng high reflectivity.
l?. Intellmganca R@parta Relating tm U.S S«R. Interaﬁt in U. 5. Sightings.

18. Samples of Official USAF Rmpartmng Farmﬁ and Cﬁpiﬂﬁ of Pﬂrtmneﬂt
Air Force, Army and Navy Orders Relating to Subject.

19. Sample Polyethylene "Pillow" Balloon (54 inahas square).

20, "Variations in Radar Coverage", JANP 101 (Manual illustrating unusual
operating characteristics Qf Service radar).

2l. Miscellaneous official letters and foreign 1nt®11iganse reports
dealing with subject.

22, Copies of popular ﬁublishad works dealing with subject (articles
in periodicals, newspaper clippings and books).
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ff"nx?mts (F THE scmwmmrmn‘w*
ON
 UNIDENTIFIED FIYING OBJ‘EC‘I‘S

17 J‘ammry 1953

1. The undersigned Panel of Scientific Consultants has met &t
the request of the Government to evaluate any possible threat to
national security posed by Unidentified Flying Objects ("Flying
Saucers"), and to make recommendation.” The Panel has received the
~ evidence as presented by cognizant Governmental agencies s primarily

the United States Air Force, and hw :revieweﬁ a mlact:i.cm of the
~“bmt awummtad incidents, §

2«. As a result of its acmssmémtians ’ the Panel 7‘.?.9&@53%&5?;

That the evidence presented m Unidentifiad Flying ,~»
Objects shows no indication that these phenomena er;:mtituta :
a direct physic&l threat to natioml aecmiﬁy. '

We firmly 'beliava that there is no residum of cases which :mamm
phenomena which are attributable to foreign artifacts capable af f%“
hostile acts, and ‘that there is no evidence that the phenomena
in&iwbe a meg for the revision of current aaiemifm amw;;w .

V 'f 3.~ In the Qig‘m of this wmlusmn, the Panel reecmxenda. S

That thenatimal security agencies take immediate steps

to strip the Unidentified Flying Objects of the speecial’ atatua
they have been given and the aura c,\:ﬁ‘ mystary thay ham
‘unfcsrtmately acquired.

 We suggest that this aim may be achieved 'by an in’té@‘&teﬁ prugmm
 designed to reassure the public of the total lack of evi&ema of
in:imical :ﬁ‘mm&s 'b&hinﬁ th& nhemmem@ e 72 w

Lloyd V. Berkner
Aassciate:i Univera ities, inc.

o H.P. Rebertwn Ghairm&n Cl
 California Institute a:f‘ Tachmmgy /s/ S A. Goudmit
. Rmmkhawn ﬁahim&l Labcamtar :ma
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