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The available tiles will be coded and punched cards \tJill be 

prepared. Hben cards for the sighting reports for one year are completed, 

preltminary statistical studies will begin. The results of these studies 

t-llll be used to appraise the adequacy of all the forms and codes which 

have been devised. Necessary corrections and additions will be made 

after this limited st\Kly. Then, the remaining sighting reports \·Jill be 

analyzed statistically • 
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32. In the following sketch, imagine thot you are at the point shown. Place an • A" on the curved I ine to show how 

high the object was above the horizon (skyline) when you first saw it. Place a "B" on the same curved line to 
show how high the object was above the horizon (skyline) when you last saw it • 

33. In the following larger sketch plac e an "A" at the posi tion the object was when you first saw it, and a "B" at its 

posit ion when you last saw it. Refer to sma ller sketch as an example of how to complete the larger sketch • 

.· . 
• • . .. , -
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34. What were the weather conditions at the time you saw the object? 
• 

34.1 CLOUDS (Circle One) 34.2 WIND (Circle One) 

a. Clear sky a. No wind 
b. Hazy b. Slight breeze 
c. Scattered clouds c. Strong wind 
d. Thick or heavy clouds d. Don't remember 
e. Don't remember 

35. When did you report to some offic ia I that you had seen the object? 

• 

Day Month Yeor 

~-------·--------------------------------·-------------------------------------- ----- ---------~ 

• 36. Was anyone else with you at the time you saw the object? 

(Circle One) Yes No 

36.1 IF you answered YES, d id they see the object too? 

(Circle One) Yes No 

36.2 Please list their names and addresse s : 

• 

• 

37. Was this the first time that you had seen an object or objects I ike this? 

(Circle One ) Yes No 

37.1 IF you answered NO, then when, where, and under what circumstances d id you see other ones? 

• 

• 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------- · 

38. In your opinion what do you think the object was and what might have caused it? 

• 

• 

' 

R E D UNCLASSIFIED 
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39. Do you think you con estimate the speed of the object? 

• (Circle One) Yes No 

IF you answered YES, then what speed would you est imate? m.p .h. 

40. Do you think you can estimate how far away from you the object was? 

(Circle One) Yes No 

• IF you answered YES, then how for away would you say it was? _______ feet • 

• 41. Please g ive the following information about yourself: 

NAME 
Last Name F irst Name Middle Name 

ADDRESS 
Street City Zone State 

TELEPHONE NUMBER ________________ _ 

What is your present job? -------------------------------------------------------

A ge -------- Sex 

Please ind icate any special educat ional tra in i ng that y ou hove had • 
• 

o. Grode school e. e. Technica l school 

b. H igh school (Type) 

c. College f. Other special trai ning 

d. Post graduate 

• 42. Date you comp leted t his quest ionnaire: 
Day Mont h Year 

• 

• 

• 

REST 
SECURII y· 
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U. S. A I R f 0 R C E TECH HI CAL I H F 0 R MAT I 0 H SHEET 

(SUMMARY DATA) 

Form B 

In order that your information may be filed and coded as accurately as possible, please use 
the following space to write out a short description of the event that you observed. You may re· 

peat information that you have already given in the questionnaire, and add any further comments, 
statements, or sketches that you believe are important. Try to present the deta i Is of the observa· 

tion in the order in which they occurred. Additional pages of the same size paper may be attached 
if they are needed • 

NAME ____________________________________ _ (Do Not Write in This Space) 
(Please Print) 

CODE: 

SIGNATURE--·- - ------------

DATE ____________________________________ _ 

UNCLASSlF\ED 
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SEVENTH STATUS REPORT 

on 

CONTRACT AF-197411 PPS-100 

to 

AIR TECHNICAL I NrELLI CENCE CENTER 
rm!GHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE 

November 10, 1952 

This report describes progress for the period from October 11, 1952, 

to November 10, 1952. 

ANALYSIS OF EXISTING SIGITING REPORTS 

Sighting reports dated up to and including June, 1952, have been 

processed. Except for the reports dated 1947 and 1948, all sighting reports 

up to and including March, 1952, have been evaluated. The sighting reports for 

1947 and 1948 are not available for evaluation. As soon as the 1947 and 1948 

reports are available and can be evaluated, all sighting reports for the years 

1947 to 1951 will be ready as a group for preliminary analysis utilizing IBM 

equipment • 

Sighting reports for the month of July, 1952, have been received. 

Because there are 450 sighting reports for July, processi ng them will not be 

completed until the first week in December. Evaluation of reports for the 

months of April, May, June, and July, 1952, will require about six days of con-

ference time. Conferences for the evaluation of si~hting reports will be 

arranged as reports become processed in groups of 200. Each group of reports 

will require about two days of work for a cooperating researcher-\~AFB 

evaluation team. 
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The evaluation of 1952 reports will be more time consuming than was 

the case for earlier reports, because reports now are in more detail and often 

consist of sightings of one object by more than one individual. 

Since October 16, 1952, it has been necessary to establish a rotation 

system for handling sighting reports, no more than 100 sighting reports being 

permitted away from HPAFB at any one time. Questionnaires and work sheets com

pleted here must therefore be put in duplicate folders before sighting reports 

matching these questionnaires and work sheets are returned to r~AFB in return 

for unprocessed sighting reports. When evaluation conferences are held, these 

folders must be matched before an evaluation is made. The necessity for estab

lishing a rotation system has caused some delay in progress. 

ANALYSIS OF SOIL AND VErnTATION SA!VIPLES 

Two samples of vegetation and soil from Pittsburgh, Kansas, which 

were submitted by WPAFB for analysis, have been thoroughly studied. Examination 

by experts on soil and vegetation disclosed no difference between the two 

samples from the two areas where the specimens were obtained. Tests for radio

activity likewise showed no significant difference between the two samples of 

soil and vegetation. Tests were made for beta, gamma, and alpha radiation. 

Samples of the •Kansas" soil and the vegetation will be returned to WPAFB in 

the near future. 

CONSULTANT ON ASTRONa-1Y 

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, of Ohio State University, attended the Boston 

meeting of the Optical Society of America on October 11, 1952. The Society 
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took cognizance this year of the many reports of unusual aerial f henomena by 

including three invited papers on the subject in their otherwise straightforward 

scientific meeting. One of the invited papers was by Dr. Hynek, entitled 

"Unusual Aerial Phenomena". The other two papers were by Drs. 1'1enzel and 

· Liddell, of Harvard Observatory and the Atomic £nergy Commission, respectively. 

The papers of Menzel and Liddell, though differing somewhat in con

tent, were identical in spirit. Both papers were characterized by the fact 

that numerous explanations for unexplained siBhtings were given without a 

single reference to a specific sit,hting in the files of the Air Technical In

telligence Cornmand. Both papers presented a series of well-worn statements as 

to how jet fighters, meteors, reflections from balloons and aircraft, and 

optical effects, such as sundogs and mirages, could give rise to "flying saucer" 

reports. Since there was nothing new in either of the two papers, the trip 

from that s t andpoint was unproductive. 

The paper by Dr. Hynek, in essence, was to the effect that flying 

saucers represented a science-public relations problem that when a sighti~~ 

is made by several people , at least one of whom is an experienced observer, 

the mutually corroborated reports are entitled t o a scientific hearing, rather 

than ridicule. It stressed the point that here was a subject in which the 

public has shown great interest. It was rec omrnended that the r elatively few 

well-screened reports be dealt with specifically to see whether any of t he 

causes sug f~ested by Drs. Liddell and Menzel are applicable, and, if so, to make 

this known in these specific instances. On the other hand, if the suggested 

explanations of Drs. Liddell and Menzel do not explain well-screened cases, 

this should also be made known and given further sci entific study. 

• 
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In conclusion, it was the opinion of Dr. Hynek that little was gained 

bj attendance at the meeting. The results ,.;ere negative in the sense that it 

was confirmed, as Dr. Hynek already believed, that Drs. Liddell and Menzel had 

not studied the literature and the evidence and, hence, were not qualified to 

speak with authority on the subject of recent sightings of unidentified aerial 

phenomena. 

An attempt to arran~e a meeting by Dr. Hynek wi. th Dr. lVlenzel, 

Dr. Liddell, and Dr. Billing~ after the meeting was over, was unsuccessful 

b~cause Liddell and Billings both had to leave immediately after the meeting • 

IN1'ERRO~TION FORMS 

Five hundred copies of the "U. S. Air Force Technical Information 

Sheet" (Form A and Form B) were delivered t o vJPAFB on October 20, 1952. This 

questionnaire was us ed in place of the "Tentat ive Observers Data Sheet" to 

record data on all sighting reports dated after March 31, 1952. I t has proved 

to be more satisfactory than the previous f orm, es-pecially fr om t he standpoint 

of recordi ng data from sighti ng reports i n gr eat er detail. 

Addi t ional copies of the "U. S. Air Force Technical Infon na t i on Sheet" 

can be supplied to }~AFB as needed. 

FUTURE WORK 

Coding and evaluation of 1952 sight i ng r eports will continue . A 

preliminary analysis of data on all sight i ng reports dated previous t o 1952 

will be given to ~AFB as soon as possibl e af t er evaluati on is compl et ed of 

the 1947 and 1948 sighting reports. 
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By December 101 1952, all sighting reports dated before June 15, 1952, 

should be processed and evaluated, ready for Im~ analysis. Complete Im~ analysie 

or all sighting reports will not be started until all reports dated previous to 

19S3 are processed and evaluated. Because of the nature of the work required, 

and the fact that the number of reports for the last three months of 1952 is 

not yet known, no estimate can be given as to the time final IBM analysis will 

begin. It is hoped, if the frequency of sighting reports follows the present 

decreasing trend, that complete IBM analysis for sightings dated through 1952 

may be started by February 1, 1953. 

Vl'-1E: eg 
November 20, 1952 



\i . 
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December 15, 1952 

Mr. Miles E. Goll 
Box 9575 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base 
Ohio 

Dear Mr. Goll: 

This l etter report describes progress for the period from 
November 11, 1952, to December 10, 1952. 

Sighting reports up to and including July 25, 1952, have been 
processed. Except for r eports dated 1947 and 1948, all sighting r eports 
up to and including June, 1952, have been evaluated. The sighti ng 
reports for 1947 and 1948 were r eturned from Harvard University on 
November 20. Because the reports and the forms which had been filled in 
and placed with the folders v-rere mixed up, these r eports will not be 
ready for evaluation until about December 15. 

Two evaluation conferences of two days each were hel d during 
this report period, on November 12 and 13, and on December 3 and 4. 
During the report period, evaluation has been more diff icult than for
merly, because the amount and quality of data i n the avera ge r eport have 
increased. Evaluation conferences will be scheduled in the future as 
reports are available. 

The rotation system f or handling sight ing r eports , wher eby no 
more than 100 sighting r eports are permitted away f r om WPAFB at any one 
time, has functioned -vri th a minimmn of delay. 

Coding and evaluation of 1952 sighting reports will continue. 
The preliminary analysis of data on all sighting reports dated before 
1952 will begin as soon as the 1947 and 1948 r eports can be straightened 
out and evaluated. Results of this analysis will be given to WPAFB at 
the earliest possibl e time . It is hoped that the r esults wil l be avail
able by January 1, 1953. By about Januar,y 15, 1953, all sighti ng r eports 
dated before August 10, 1952, will probably be processed and evaluated, 
ready for IBM analysis. 

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, The Ohio State Univer sity, gave advice con
cerning several sighting r eports during the r eport period . 

wrR:eg 

cc: Capt. F. H. McGovern 

Very truly yours, 
, .. 

.......,.,...<-~• ." I ~ ra~ 
William T. Reid 
Supervisor 

SECLJRtTY INFORMATION 
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Mr. Miles E. Ooll 
Box 957S 

SECURITY \NFORMATlO 

wright-Patt erson Air Force Base 
Ohio 

Dear Mr. Ooll: 

Januarr 23, 1953 

This letter report describes progress for the period from 
December 11, 1952, to January 10, 19.53. 

Sighting reports have now been processed up to and including 
August 10, 1952. Evaluation of sighting reports has been completed for 
sightinga up to and including July 15, 1952. Reports for 1947 and 1948 
were evaluatedJ these reports had been at Harvard University, and thus 
had not been evaluated in chronological order. In our previous letter 
to you, dated December 15, 19.52, it was stated that a preliminary analysis 
of data fran al 1 sighting reports made before 1952 would begin as soon as 
possible after the 1947 and 1948 reports were reprocessed and evaluated. 
It had been hoped that results of the preliminary analysis would be avail
able b,y January 1, 1953. This has not been possible, because of tbe ex
tensive work re~1ired in reprocessing the 1947 and 1948 sighting reports 
after their return from Harvard University. Reprocessing of these reports 
required more time than anticipated, because many of our forms had been 
lost. This has delayed our consideration of the 1952 sighting reports. 

One two-day evaluation conference was held during this report 
period, on December 17 and 18, 1952. As mentioned in the last progress 
report, evaluation of later sighting reports has been more difficult than 
for earlier ones. 

Preliminary analysis by IBM machines of data from sighti ng 
reports dated before 1952 will begin January 20, 1953. Results of this 
analysis will be sent to 'WPAFB as soon as they are available. The 
results will be reported informallY first to Captain Ruppelt, as he has 
requested. Later, they will be included in a routine progress report. 

Coding and evaluation of 1952 sighting reports is continuing, 
with evaluat ion conferences scheduled as they are necessar.y. All sighting 
reports dated prior to August 25, 1952, should be processed by Febru~ 15, 
1953. ~he period of August 10 to 25, 1952, was one during which a l arge 
number of sighting reports was receivedJ By this same date, all reports 
dated before August 1, 1952, are expected to be evaluated. 

Very truly yours, 

J ~ 

Wl'R!eg 
• Reid 

UNCLASSIFIE:D 
cc: Maj. L. G. Whi~iilPURI '"Y INFORMATION v' 



r. s • 
Bo 957 ... 

· \ "i 1t - tt 1 ~on i1 
Ohio 

Do 1 

\ 

e.s o 

,., ...... · s 1 tt r re~-...,vrt a scr bes r o ' ... 
J n r 111 1953., t o b ry 10 , 1953. 

or t ho period f r . 

Si til 
....,~to r 15, 1952 . 
si ht .. ,a t an 

1• I or ,c. no·i n pxo cs~ ~ tr ' l U: 1 .. ,.... 
.valuati on of si ht g r epor t s .!~ b en c l l e t ed for 
inolw · 1 J 31, 1952 . 

el.imin i Im , chi n ~ of t "om ai 1t n 
1eport da d bofor 19~2 bee-an on Jan 26_, 19.5.3. Thic ,.,or.~' 11. 
t inuin 1 and tn of the "n · 't s :ls will b fonr~ ed infor~~L,.Y 
c p tail. Rupp lt 8fi fJOOll ro they arc avail blc . 

Wl~ t (10: ' al t ion CO Or DC 'l e l d d ,.. .. ll thiO rt 
peri , on J niJB.l~ 22 a.ru. 231 19.53 . Be ... n.use ont r o l' B r : rescntut v 
was avrdl ··ble to part i cipate i n th co or ~- less t n t 10 o • 1 
nmoWlt of rror ' ~as accanpl hed. ( Usoolly, 0 t,o 200 Ctl.BCG can " 
evaluated durin tt ev uat ion con.f r ~nee . On Jan 22 ana 23, 
19.53., 1LJ5 c , t . ) 

C ovalua.t· on of 1952 G • ht r or s i con uin\.ting, 
with evaluation co ran e ache ed 8.3 t hoy era ccessary. All 
fli ehti ng or or rcraAininC f or t l e year 1952 1 ould he pr ocessed by 

,~~~~h 15, 195) . By thaL s dat .. all s ightine r I or · da.t · pr i or to 
S tenbol" 1 nre c: ct ed t be val un.t d. 

li'R ' g 

• G. hl.tch r 

V ry r -ql 

' • 
~A .. ~ I . 

:ill 12m 1 • aid 
Sup rvJ. or 

• 



I 

I 

• 

• 

SECURITY I . , - ., 

-4-

SECT~ON I 

UNCL SSl 1 

A oampleted copy of the Tentative Observer's Data Sheet is 

shown in Exhibit I. Two uses for this form are antioipated. First, 

filed sighting reports ~ill be analyzed to extract facts to be entered 

on this form far coding. Second, l-lhen tests establish the adequacy of 

the form, it may be used directly by observers in recording sighting 

reports. This latter use will conserve ttme now expended in extracting 

information fran the present reports for coding on the punched cards. 

C. odins Scheme 

The coding scheme is illustrated in Exhibit II, This oom .... 

plated enclosure is to serve as an intermediate bet~een the observer's 

report and the punched-card abstract of' the facts on the sighting, In 

most oases, the facts on the sighting are not entered on the punched 

cards directly. In some cases, intervening steps require only coding, 

while in others calculations or analyses also may be involved. Prior 

to discussing the uses to which the punched ·cards will be put, it 

should be emphasized that the facts represented include: 

1. Those presently on the standard form, 

2. Those suggested by the Sponsor, and 

3. Those suggested by the panel • 

As might be expected, many more entries are proposed than have been 

used previously. 

ECRET 
SECURITY IN fORMATION 

T52-567) 
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A typical completed punched card ia includod for reference in 

Exhib~ .:til. This onrd should be comPftr.ed with the observer's data ·· 

sheet for this sighting, prepared tran the original report. The data 

sheet is the completed one described previously. 

From the inforiMtion entered on the punched cards, it will be 

possible to analyze many characteristics of sightings. (See Exhibit IV.) 

Some of these may be obvious, others are subtle, but all seem interesting. 

The planning of statistical studies is necessarily incomplete . However, 

some examples may suggest the possible scope of study. 

Studies have been planr.ed to reveal the variation in sighting 

activity \Jith time and position. The time of sightings in conjunction 

l-Jith the geographical location ~ill be used in several ways. First, 

time wUl permit correlation or sightings t-Ji th astronanical and tidal 

phenomenon. Secom, sighting times and locations may be correlated 

with ~eather conditions. These studies '~ill assist in determining 

pericds and areas of unusual activity. In addition, useful data on 

track and speed may evolve from such analyses. 

Data will be compiled on the lag bet\Jeen s ightings and the 

receipts of reports and supplementary information. This knowledge will 

aid in evaluating reports and in determining the effectiveness of 

collection procedures. 

T52-5673 
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The geographical location o£ sighting& ,.,ill be coded to 

permit extensive manipulation. For example, it will be possible to 

extract cards for areas bounded b,y parallels of latitude and meridians 

of longitude, It t.Jill also be possible to enter position data far 

faeili ties such as ADC, SAC, am o there • Ranee and bearing f'rom sighting 

locations to facility locations then can be calculated, The appearance 

am performance characteristics of sightings t.Jill be coded also. These 

oodea will assist in classif.ying sightings, which is the preliminary 

step of identification. Hhere the performance arxl e.ppearnncd char

acteristics check in multiple sightings, the ttme and location data 

may be used to determine the track and velocity of objects. 

The interrogation forms are designed to extract information 

as discrete facts, later to be corroborated by an integrated '.Jritten 

description. There are two aims here. First, the completion of the 

form will assist in evaluating the observer. Second, the discrete 

facts may be checked against the "Jritten story for evaluation. Sane 

subtle questions cannot be answered readily, if at all, The related 

answers l.Jill aid in evaluating the observer. 

From these brief eamnents, it may be Clear that the basic 

coding scheme is broad. 'i·.·ith punched cards 1 anal ysis of many facts 

on each sighting Hill be r apid arrl convenient. Ho\.Jever, once the ccrle 

is fixed, it lVill be difficult to extract information not incorporated 

in the code. For this reason, approximately 10 per cent of the apaoe 

available fer entries in the code has been left to provide far expansion. 

The desired expansion must be planned before the code is fixed. This is 

one item of \Jork planned for the immediate future. After the code is 

fixed, necessary extension of the system can be effected Hith supplementary 

cards. E c RET T52-5673 
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1. Date or your observation& 

-7-

Day 

2. Date you reported the observation& 09 
Day 

3. What time was it when you sighted the objecta 

A. M. Daylight 

Zanet ~ stern . Central, Hountain, Pacific 1 

Incident 202 

48 
Honth Yea,. 

Year 

6 
Hrs. 

Other 

4. Length of time object was observed. Estimatea 1 
Hours Minutes Seconds 

• 

5. Where observeda 

Newark 
Postal hddress City or Town 

6, Where were you at time of observations 

N,J, 
State 

U,S, l\ , 
Country 

Inside buildinc , In car,~~}~ ---------------
........... . s J Other 

7. \lere you uoving ut any time during this siehting: No a 

Yes or No 

8. Did you stop ut a ny time during this sightings 
Yes or No 

9. If you were moving - give __ ·---- and miles per hour. 
Direction Speed 

10. How lias object observeda ~~~aked eye I 
Eye glasses 
Other glass ( ~Jindof or Hindshield) 
Binoculars, Telescope, Theodolite 
Other _______________________ _ 

11. How did you happen to notice the object: Looked towarg moon 

UNCLASSIFt£bl)1173 
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12, Describe \lhat you s uw us briefly .:1s possible in the following spacest 

a, S 

c. Color_ .. d, Size _______ ~g~o~n._ __ , ____ ·--·------

f. Light bri ~htness__. ...... -.&.--.. &.&&....__.,. 

g. Light color _ _..G.,;:.,.gx..._ ___ _ h, Hotio_.._. __________ _ 

i. Speed. ____ .S~QQ.-h~· ·.P~.H~•~------ j. Other ____ .._ _______ _ 

13. How did object disappe~r fromviewa 
Circle One 

14. ht c~ ny time did the objectt 

a, Cha nee direction b, Change speed c, hove behind soTI~ethingJ Cloud, 

House, Tree, ________ _ d, Dlend ~dth bQckground e. Decrease 
other 

in size f, Decrease in bri ghtness g. l·1ove in front of something 

h. 
other 

15. When you first looked at the object, what direction were you f acin3? rl ,N1W, 

16. When you last so.w the object, what direction were you f J.cinJ? S .s, ~J, 

17, ln th~ ~n11Qwin~ Sketch A~ draw a line 

from the o ver's eye to the circular 

arc to show the apparent elevation of the 

object in the sky, 

~. When first seen, label a, 

B, \Jhen last seen, label b, 

RET 

Directly 
Overhead 

~-----'L-----

Observer's 
~ye 

SKETCH A. 

Horizon 

UNCLASSIFIED 
TS2-5673 
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18. On the following Sketch B, label a at 

the apparent position of the object 

when first seen and b at point last 

seen. Trace the apparent path of 

the object between points a and b. 

If possible label 1, 2, 3, eto., 

along the traced path to show the 

successive positions of the object 

after equal intervals of time dur-

ing the sighting. 

19. In Sketch C please show the 

observed features of the object 

such as: 

A. A. ppo.rent shape, (were edges 

pointed or rounded), 

B. hp~arent direction of motion 

( sho\·J by arro\J), and 

c. Other details, eY~aust, trails, 

tails, surfaces, etc. 

Horizon 

~ NCLASSJFlED 

Observer's 
Eye 

SK~TCH B 

<--

SKETCH C 

Horizon 

20. The sun and the moon are sho\.'.., below as they appear in their correct 

• 

relative size. In this Sketch D, show the apparent size of what you saw. 

' ' '~----~ 
SKE:I'CH D 

SECURITY TION 

HOON 

l 
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21. In your own words please describe the sightln~ you observed. Use sketches 

it desired. All observations from the time of first sighting to the time 

of dissappearance are important, Include a description of the weather, 

wind, and cloud condi tiona at the time of this sighting. 

~t 1850 hours, 8 November, 1948, I was standincr just outside 

hangar No. 7 at the Newark 1\ir Force Base, on the south side of the hangar, 

It was a perfectly clear night. I looked up to\otnrd the moon and noticed a 

pale luminous object race a cross the sky. It was a bout 1/J the brightness of 

the moon, round like a disc, with little or no depth (thickness) to it. It 

appeared to be about the same relative diameter as the moon. It traveled from 

north northwest in an arc toward the south southwest in about one second or less, 

passing out of sight over another hangar, I heard no sound from the object. 

I estimate the speed of the object at 800 miles per hour, and its altitude at 

five to six thousand feet. I have seen jet aircraft make tactical approaches 

at this Field at a p~roximately 600 miles per hour 1 and judging f'rom them, 

the speed or the object I sighted was at least 200 miles an hour faster. From 

where I stood, I could see approximately 75 per cent of the path of the object. 

The peak of its arc was approximately 45 degrees above the horizon to the 

west southwest of my position • 
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22. Your full name 1 ~clmund J. Cisek 

23. Your addressa Uewark, llew Jersey 

24. Your occupation& Civilian Dispatcher 

25. Last school you attendeda 

26. Yeur of last attendance at this schoola 

27. PleClse list the names and adclre3ses or persons who discussed this si{#lting 

with you. It is not necessary to list the names of of.ficiuls or investi t:,18-

tors. 

28. .Further comments which you believe are im!)Ortant should be entered here. 

Use additional sheets of the same size if necessary. 

~stimated distance of object from observer, 5000 to 6000 feet. 
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X 
y 
0 
1 
2 
.3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

• 

SEC ' 
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a, Every column must have a.t least one entry, If no data are 
avail.Bble for o.ny column, the X should be used. 

b. If u. nwnber in any column is used to enter data, then X 
qualifies the da.ta as indicated in the Code for the specific 
column. 

X X South latitude X East longitude 
y y I 
0 Days 0 0 
1 Hour• 1 1 
2 Minutes 2 2 
3 Seconds .3 .3 
4 4 4 
5 5 5 
6 6 6 
7 7 7 
8 8 8 
9 9 9 

Variable X 
y 
0 Wasn't moving 

In car 1 \las moving - stopped 
Outdoors 2 Has moving - didn't stop 
In plane .3 
In building 4 

5 
6 
7 
8 

other 9 

• 

T52-5673 
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X Variubla X Variable 
y y ' . 
0 Naked eye 0 Motors (; 

1 Eye glasses l Jet or rockets 
2 \~indCN 2 Explosion 
3 \~indshield .3 Unlike aircraft n 

4 Binocular 4 Hiss, s~shing, whining 
5 Telescope 5 Rumbling 
6 Theodolite 6 Humming or buzzing 
7 Rtldnr 7 None 
8 Photographic 8 Not stated 1 

9 Other 9 other • 

X Variable X X Variable 
y y y 
0 Hetallic .. 0- 1 0 \lhite 
1 Li ght-glow-l~nous 1 - 2 1 Bl ack 
2 Red 2 - 3 2 Grey 
3 Orange J- 4 3 Red 
4 Yellow 4- 5 4 Orange 
5 Green 5- 6 5 Yellow 
6 Blue 6 - 7 - 10 6 Green 
7 Violet 7 - 11 - 20 7 Blue 
8 Black 8 - 20 - 30 8 Violet 
9 Hhite 9 - 31 or more 9 other 

COJ2i 48 SPiED 
2 

X Variable I Variable 
y y 
0 Hovering, st~tionary 0 Ellipse 
1 Less than 100 m.p.h. 1 Rocket 
2 100-400 m.p.h. 2 Conventional aircraft 
3 liore than 400 m. Y) .h. .3 Unconventional aircraft 
4 Neteor like 4 Ueteor, comet 
5 Not stuted 5 Lenticular 
6 6 Conical 
7 7 Tear drop 
8 8 Flame, tails, fire 
9 other 9 Other 

• 

T52-5673 
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X - Variable 
y 
0 - o.o 
1 - o.os 
2 - 0.1 
.3 - 0.2 
4 - 0 • .3 
5 - o.s 
6 - 0.75 
7 - 0.9 
g - 1.0 
9 - Other 

-14-

CODE 51 SUBTENDED VISUAL ANGJ.E 

X - Deoreused in size 
I 
o - o.1 
1 - 0.2 
2 - o.s 
3 - 0.75 
4 - 1.0 
5 - 1.5 
6 - 2.0 
7 - 4.0 
8 - 4.0 to 10.0 
9- other 

QODE 52 LIGHT BfiiQHTNES§ (Intensitxl 

X Decreased 
y 
0 Sunli ~ht on mirror 
1 Sunlight on alwninum 
2 Sunliaht on plaster 
3 Sunlight on stone 
4 Sunlicht on soil 
5 Bri 3hter than moon 
6 Like moon 
7 Duller than moon 
8 Barely visible 
9 Other 

CODE 54 ANGULtill kCCELEIU~TION 
{Challfr§ in Angular V.elocUy) 

X Variable 
y 
0 Zero, V=constant 
1 Increasing slo\.Jly 
2 Decreusing slowly 
3 Incre~sing fast 
4 Decreasing fast 
5 Increasing very fast 
6 Decreasing very fast 
7 
8 
9 

SE 

X 
y 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

Variable 

Zero 
Very slo~, 1° per second 
Slow, .3° per second 
Hodero.te, 6° per second 
Rapid, 12° per second 
Very fast, 30° per second 
Extremely fast, 90° per second 
Hore than 90° ner second .. 

Other 

X 
y 
0 - N 
1 - NE 
2- E 
3 - SE 
4- s 
5 - S~J 
6- w 
? - NW 
8 
9 
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EJCH.IBIT II. CODES (Continued) 

CODE 57-58 ELEVATION 

X - Disappeared suddenly 
y X Variable X Variable 
0- N y y 
1- NE 0 0-9 0 Q-9 
2- E 1 10..19 1 10..19 
3 - S}!; 2 20-29 2 2Q-29 
4- s 3 30...39 J 30..39 
5 - sw 4 40..49 4 40..49 
6- w 5 50.. 59 5 50-59 
7- NW 6 60-69 6 60-69 
8 7 70-70 ? 70..79 
9 8 80-90 8 80..89 

9 9 

CODE 61 OBJECT ORIENTATION 
~pparent inclination or principal 

CODE 62-63-64 CIVILI~N DgQYPAIION 

X 
y 

X Variable 
y 
0 +90 to 60 
1 +6o to .30 
2 +30 to 10 
.3 +10 to 0 
4 0 
5 0 to -10 
6 -10 to -30 
7 -JO to -60 
g -60 to -90 
9 

0 army 
1 Navy 
2 Marine 
3 Air Force 
4 Coast Guard 
5 11erchant 
6 Co1mnercial air 
7 CA.A 
8 Gov't. Contractor 
9 other 

Dictionary of Occupational Titles, 
Vol. II, 2nd iZdition, PP• xn:-xxvr. 
u.s. Department of Labor, Bureau of 
Zmployment Security. U.s. Government 
Printing Office, \lashington, D.c., 1949. 
See PP• XIX-AXVI. 

C ODrt 69 ]JUT X 

X 
y 
0 Pilot 
1 \1 ea ther tech • 
2 Radar tech. 
.3 Tower op. 
4 Balloon obs. 
5 Tech. spec. 
6 Guards, lookouts 
7 Ground or deck crews 
8 ilu.vig. or bombardier 
9 other 
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X orrt.cer X X 
y y y 

0 Lt. 2nd 0 Private 0 Com'>lete • 
1 Lt. 1st 1 Private, 1st Cls. l Quite 
2 Capt. 2 Corp. 2 l''air 
.3 haj. .3 Serg. .3 Doubtful 
4 Lt. Col, 4 s. T. Serg. 4 Poor 
5 Col. 5 M. Serg. 5 Not 
6 Brie . Gen. 6 Warrant Of£. 6 
7 ~laj. Gen. 7 Chief ~!arrant 7 
8 Lt. Gen. 8 8 
9 General 9 9 Can't be judged 

CODE 7§ PBE1·11vf!NARY iDt;NTIFICAilOij 

X X Possibly 
y y 
0 Complete 0 Balloon 
1 Quite 1 ~~ stronomical 

2 Fair 2 kircro.ft 
3 Doubtful 3 LiGht phenomenon 
4 Poor 4 Birds 
5 Hot 5 Clouds , dust, etc. 
6 6 Rocket or mi ssile 
7 7 Psychological manifestations 
8 8 Electromagnetic phenomenon 
9 Can't be judaed 9 other 

CODE 79-SQ fiNAL ID~IFICkTION 

X Probably 
y 
0 Balloon 
1 h.stronoMical 
2 Aircraft 
.3 Lir;ht phenomenon 
4 Birds 

• 5 Clouds, dust, etc. • 

6 Rocket or missile 
7 Psychologlcal manifestations 
8 Blectromagnetic phenomenon 
9 other 
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0202 Serial No, 

Year 

09 DaY 

Mqnth 

XX Dav 

23 Hrs. • 

29 40.70 
30 

32* 
33 
34 074.18 
35 
36 

1 
~ongitude 

37 
38 ?581 
39 

• 

Incident serial 
number 

Observed _ 

Reported,. . .. 

Time of oberva
tion Greenwich C.T. 

Duration of 
observation 

Location 

, 40 -. . - -· Cosine l~:tit)lde 

* Denotes separate code key is needed. 
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EXijiBIT JV. WORl{ SHEA,'! (Continued) 

Punched
Card 

* 
Moxing - S~opDed 

I 0 I Nnmtwr 

Q 

• 

Appearance 
Description 

J ?g, 19 50* 
a a -1 2d • 1 J. e. 20 51*. • • 

m 

* 15. 55* 7 
0 

1)oscribe a~pearnnge 
13. 56* X-5 Describe d~§a~pearagce 

57* X-4 Init~al glevatiao 
_a --~1~7 ........... _______ s~e~*----a---ax~-~4L-__ a __ a __ ~F~in~a~l~.~~·le~y~a~t~i~onu_ .... ~~~.e~v~a~t~i~on~ 

59 
60 0 e 

~ ........ ~----~ :..*----.:r----~:Mr; ~~~!i:.UJI ~ ....._ ____ _ 
• UL* 

63 
64 
65* 
66* 
67* 
68 
69 
70 
?1 
72 
?3 
74 
75 

77* 

80* 

0 

061 
I 

332 

xxxx 

xxxx 

• 9 
1 

X-0 

XX 

* Denotes separate code key is needed 

s 

a 
Civilian.o9cupation 

Observer 

Service oc9upa~ion 
•• 

= 
Observer 

Eval;uation 
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Final 
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by 
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This report describes progress on Project Stork, PFS-100, for 

the period from June 6, 1952, to July 7, 1952 • 

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, Professor of Astrono~, Director of the 

McMillin Observatory, and Assistant Dean or the Graduate School at Ohio 

State University, was employed to consult on astronomical aspects or the 

work involved in this project. The Tentative Observer's Data Sheet, Ex

hibit I, enclosed in the June 6 report, was studied by Dr. Hynek and 

some changes and additions were made in accordance with his suggestions. 

On June 22, Dr. Hynek started a tour to interview several pro

fessional and amateur astronomer groups. The purposes or these interviews 

are: 

1. To learn if any competent people in this profession 

have made sightings which have not been reported • 

• 

SECRET 
SECURITY INFORMATION 

T52-5677 
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2. To a ize the opinions or the competent people in 

this field relative to the broad subjects or unidenti

fied aerial objects. 

3. To obtain 1n1'oruat1on and suggestions whioh ner be 

useful in carrying out future phases or the vork 

on the investigation. 

This tour will be completed July 11. Arter Dr. Hynek had spent 

a short time on this tour, vord was received from him that he is obtaining 

some interesting information from professional as 

they have made which they have never otherwise reported. On a preliminary 

basis, it appears that the results or this survey will be valuable to the 

investigation. 
• 

Dr. Paul M. Fitts, Professor or Psychology and Director of Avia

tion Psychology at Ohio State University, and a group of his associates 

are now engaged in revising the Tentative Observer's Interrogation Forms, 

Exhibit I, or the June 6 report. The object of this revision is to design 

the questionnaire so that a maximum of inforue tion regarding a sighting 

can be expected from the average individuals who will be filling out the 

questionnaires on future sightings. Trial tests l-Tith the revised ques-

tionnaire are planned to determine if the desired information on a sight

ing is obtained with it. It is expected that this revised questionnaire 

will be completed about Ju~ 16 • 
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The tile or sighting reports tor 1948 has been studied in 

detail. Information on these reports has been coded by using Exhibit I, 

Tentative Observer's Data SheetJ Exhibit II, Codes J and Exhibit III, 

Work Sheet, of the June 6 report. The coded data on the work sheets are 

now being transferred to IBM puncb!d cards, as shown in EXhibit III ot the 

June 6 report. When a tile or about 150 or these coded sightings is 

completed, preliminary analJBiS trials with the IBM system will be started. 

The newspaper clippings are nou beine sent direct,ly to the 

Sponsor as requested in June. 

[utnre Wgri 

The coding or existing sighting reports will be continued at 

an accelerated rate during July. Preliminary analyses will be made with 

the IBM s;ystem. 

A separate report on the findings or Dr. J. Allen Hynek will be 

prepared. 

The interrogation forms are expected to be completed in July • 

PJR&ddg 
July 17, 1952 
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SPECIAL REPORT 

on 

CONFERENCES WITH ASTRONOMERS 
ON UNID,c;NTIFIED AERIAL OBJECTS 

to 

AIR TECHNICAL INTELLIGENCE CENTER 
WRIGIT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE 

by 

J. Allen Hynek 

August 61 19 52 

This special report was prepared to describe the results of a series 

of conferences with astronomers during and f ollowing a meeting of the American 

Astronomical Society in Victoria, B. c., in June, 1952. It recounts personal 

opinions of a large number of professionally trained astronomical observers 

regarding unidentified aerial objects. In addition, it reports sightings by 

five professional astronomers that were not explainable by them. Representing 

the opinions of highly trained scientists, these conunents should prove par-
• 

ticularly helpful in assessing the present status o£ our knowledge of unknown 

objects in the skies. 

PURPOSE OF INTERVIEtAiS 

The desirability has been established of inquiring of professionally 

trained ast ronomers of considerable scient ific background as to whether they 
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AIR TECHNICAL INTEI.tiGENCE CENTER 
WRIGHr-PATTlmSON AIR FORCE BASE 

April 2S, 1952 

INi'RODOOTION 

This monthly report describes progress on Project Stork PPS-100, from its 

inception on March 31, 1952 through April 25, 1952. On and after the effective 
' 

date, PPS-100 authorized us on request to provide assistance in analyzing and 

evaluating reported sightings or unidentified aerial objects. The requirements 

are as follows1 

1. Provide a panel of consultants. 

2. Assist in improving interrogation forms. 

3. Analyze existing sighting reports. 

4. Subscribe to a clipping service, as directed, and 

5. Apprise the Sponsor monthly of all l'Tork done on PPS-100. 

SUMMARY 

A panel of consultants has been selected and a series or brief meetings 

are being held in which typical sighting reports and the present interrogation 

forms are studied. The objectives are to indoctrinate the panel ard at the same 
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bad ever made sighting& of unidentified aerial objects. At the same time, it 

ie felt that it would be profitable to obtain the informal opinions and advice 

of high-ranking astronomers on the entire subject of unidentified aerial objects, 

of the manner in which the investigation of these objects was being conducted 

b,y the Air rorce, and or their own inner feelings about the possibility that 

such objects were real and might constitute either a threat to national securit7 

or a new natural phenomena wortqy of scientific investigation. 

Accordingly it was planned that a tour would be made of several of 

the nation's observatories, not in the guise of an official investigator, but 

rather as an astronomer traveling about to discuss scientific problems. It was 

felt that this mild deception was necessary, that an artificial barrier to 

communication might not be set up which would invalidate the assumption that 

truly representative opinions were being obtained. Therefore, to maintain 

good faith, the names of the astronomers interviewed are withheld from this 

report. 
" 

In all, 45 astronomers were interviewed, nearlY always individually 

except in a few cases where this was impossible. Eight observatories were 

visited and the National Meeting of the American Astronomical Society in 

Victoria, British Columbia, was attended on June 25 to June 28. 

Because of the confidential and hi~hly personal manner in which the 

interviews quoted below were made 1 and to keep faith with the many astronomers 

interviewed, who, generally, were not aware that aqything more than a personal 

private talk between astronomers was going on1 the names of the astronomers 

will be withheld. They will be assigned letters, but the code will not be 

included in this report • 

REST UNCLASSlF\ED. 
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Table 1 gives an informal evaluation of each astronomer as an ob-

server, and, tor some, their rating as a professional astronomer. These 

ratings are based on my own personal opinionJ they do not represent any fixed 

levels of acluevement in the general field of astronomy • 

Astronomer 

A 
B 
c 
D 
E 
F 
G 
H 
I 
J 
K 
L 
M 
N 
0 
p 
Q 
R 
s 
T 
u 

TABLE 1. INFORMAL EVALUATI ON OF ASTR,;WMERS 
PROVIDING DATA FOR 'lltiS REPORT 

u ...... ng 
as an 
observer 

3 
1 
3 
2 
3 
3 
1 
2 
1 
1 
-
1 
1 
3 
2 
3 
1 
1 
2 
-
1 

as a 
professional 
astronomer 

---------
---
1 
3 
3 
1 
-
-
-
-

Astronomer 

v 
\I] 

X 
y 
z 
AA 
BB 
cc 
DD 
EE 
FF 
GG 
HH 
II 
JJ 
KK 
LL 
l~TI·i 

NN 
00 
pp 

as an 
observer 

3 
3 
3 
1 
----
1 
1 
-
1 
2 
2 
-
1 
-
2 

--
-

Key to ratings: 1 Excellent 

• 

• 

2 Above average 
.3 Average 

ng as a 
professional 
astronomer 

2 
-
1 
-----

' 1 
--
1 
1 
2 
-------
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INTERVIEWS WITH ASTRONOMmS 

There follows a simple narrative of the interviews, after which the 

opinions and advice of the astronomers will be SUiidi1&rized. 

Astronomer A has never made any sightings and knows of none in his -
immediate acquaintance who have. 

Astronomer B has made sightings of things which people would call -
''flying saucers" but hasn't seen anything that he couldn't explain. He has 

seen birds at night flying in formation illuminated by city lights, but 

probably not bright enough to have been photographed because they were traveling 

"pretty fast". Astronomer B wonders if same of the sightings are not due to -
Navy secret weapons, since only the Navy has officially said nothing about 

fl.yi ng saucers. Astronomer B was quite outspoken and feels that past methods -
ot handling the subject have been "stupid". He feels pilots should not be 

hushed up, and that secrecy only whets the public appetite. 

Astronomer C has made no sightings, and is quite reluctant to discuss -
the subject. It is evident that he regards it as a fairly sil~ proceeding 

and subject. Difficult to bring the conversation around to the subject. 

Astronomer D has made no such sightings and does not know any associ--
ate who has. He is fairly sympathetic in the matter and appears open minded 

on the subject. 

Astronomer E has made no sightings, but heard the great Seattle -
meteorite of l~y 11 at 1:30 a.m. Apparently, he is not much interested in 

the subject. 

ATlON UNCLASS\F\ED 
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Astronomer !' from England, has made no sightings, but tells of the 

reports of unidentified objects in England. 

Astronomer G has made no sightings, nor have his associates • -
Reasonably interested in talking abo~t the subject, he clearly does not con

sider it a topic of a"Y real importance as compared with the problems he is 

interested in at the moment. 

Astronomer H has been associated \v.ith systematic meteor observation, 

but not for any great length of time. He has made no sightings nor have his 

associates. His meteor cameras have not picked up any objects. 

Astronomer I has made no sightings and it was rather difficult to -
get him t o talk about the subject at all. Cl early he does not regard it as a 

problem of importance. 

•~tronomer J, who has had long experience at a met eor observator,y, -
has made no sightings but clearly is very interes ted in the problem. He has 

promised cooperation should any items come t o his attention. He is very much 

interested in s eeing this problem cleared up . His professional rati ng is 

excellent. 

Astronomer L has made no sightings nor, as f ar as he knows, have -
a~ of his associates. 

Astronaner M has made no sightings. Politely i nterested, but he -
clearly does not regard it as a major problem. 

Astronomer N, with an excellent professi onal r ating, has made no -
sightings nor does he know of any associates who have. He said that ast r onomer 

Whipple thinks the green fireballs observed in New Mexico are small asteroids, 

R UNCLASS\f \E.O 
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whereas the ordinary meteors are cometary fragments. There is a further dis-

cussion of this point later with reference to La Paz. 

Astronomer Q, whose professional rating is only moderate, has seen 

none. 

Astronomer P, whose professional rating also is only moderate, has -
seen none and does not consider the problem very important. (See footnote.) 

Astronomer Q, with an excellent professional rating, has seen no -
unidentified objects but says that reports come in occasionally from the 

Fraser River valley northeast of Vancouver. Apparently these sightings have 

been concerned with lights similar to the Lubbock lights. 

Astronomer R has personally sighted an unidentified object, a light -
which loomed across his range of vision, which was obstructed by an observatory 

dome, much faster than a plane and much slower than a meteor. If it had been 
• 

a plane, then its rapid motion could be accounted for only by closeness, but 

since no motors were heard, this explanation was essentially ruled out. Light 

was steadier than that of a meteor and was observed for about three seconds. 

Astronomer R does not ascribe any particular significance to this sighting, -
except as it const itutes one of the many incomplete and unexplained sightings. 

Astronomer R was not reluctant to talk about the subject of flying saucers and -
pointed out that we must not fall into tho error of believing that we under-

stand all physical phenomena. As late as the year 1800, it was thought im-

Footnote: The prcfessional ratings ·given here show that "sightings" and 
interest in the problem do not run inversely proportional to the 
professional rating of the astronomer. 

RESTRI 
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possible that meteorites, "stones from heaven", could fall from the sky. 

There is no reason to believe that a century and a half later all the physical 

phenomena that exist have been discovered. Astronomer R is, however, violently -
opposed to the sensational approach to this problem. He points out that maqy 

scientists, or at least some scientists, have approached these si5htings for 

the sake of personal glory and publicity but not for the benefit of the country. 

He is also opposed to magazines such as Life setting themselves up as scientific 

arbiters and passing scientific judgment on sightings when not qualified to do 

so. In short, Astronomer R believes this subject is serious enough to be con--
sidered as a scientific problem, and that it should be taken entirely out or 

the sensational realm. He believes, for instance, that a group of serious 

scientists should aim t o help investigators by starti n6 \v.ith a thoroughgoing 

investigation of the "Lubbock lights". This investigation would comprise not 

only a rehash of previous sightings, but an intelligent cooperative effort to 

examine the world of physical phenomena and to see which of those , and which 

scientific or physical principles, might conceivably have led to these obser-

vations. He feels that the Lubbock incident is a particularly propitious one 

to start with, since tho observations were made by reliable observers in a 

scientific atmospher e, and that, therefore, these qualified observers could 

discuss with other scientists their sightings in a dispassionat e manner. 

Astronomer R turned over the record of his sighting made at the instant of -
the sighting, for whatever use it may be. He i s interest ed i n the probl em 

and eminently coop era ti ve . 

UNCLASS\f\ED. 
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Astronomer 2 has seen none and is not par ticularly inter ested in the 
• 

problem. 

Astronomer ! has personally se~n nothing, but r ecounted the incident 

at Selfridge Fiel d which occurred early in June, 1952, in whi ch a group of 

fliers from Selfridt;e Field was sent out to attack a target over Lake Erie . 

As they wer e appr oaching the target, the shore observers radioed " \'Jhy don't 

you shoot? You are already in the target." This apparently is another exampte 

of the fairly frequent radar "sightings". 

Astronomer £, Hugh Pruett, who does not mind having his name used, 

is Northwest Regional Director of the American N0t eor Society. Although 

getting on in years, he has had a great deal of experienc e with met eor obser-

vat i on. He evinced consi der able i nter est and cooperati on in t he problem, and 

I took the liberty of asking him t o cooper at e w-Tith this endeavor in tracking . . 1~ 

down meteor sighti ngs wruch might be as sociat ed with r eports on flying saucers • 

He is well ac quainted with all tho officers and member s of the American Heteor 

Soci ety, and he could provide considerabl e help i n assembling a panel of con-

sulting astronomers. Pruett . plotted t he fli ght of the gr eat Seattle met eor 

from hundreds of r eports. He is an avid "tracker-downer" of such thi ngs, and 

he can be of consi der abl e assistance in these mat t ers. He himself has not 

made a~ unexpl ained sighti ngs. I checked my knowledge of met eors with him 

and corrobor at ed t he points that t her e are many met eors that ar e gr een, that 

some drop verti cally, that some wobble, some have noisG associated with t hem, 

and some have been s een as l ong as 25 seconds. Ther e is one r ecord in the 

literature of a met eor t hat lasted 50 s econds, but this seems hardly possible. 

TEO 
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Pruett, although he observed no objects, did hear a vory loud noise above the 

clouds early one morning which he does not believe was aircraft. He asked the 

local radio station to hclpJ his phone was kept busy for four hours. Ther e is 

no question that the noise existed, but no one saw anything. 

Astronomer V has made no sightings. He was so interustcd in speaking -
of his own troubles that it was impossible to bring the conversation around to 

scientific problems. His professional rating is only intermediate. 

Astronomer ll was difficult t o interest in the subject and did not -
admit to having seen anything. 

Astronomer X, with a high professional rating, has made no sightings -
and exhibits an extr anely n~gative attitude toward the whole problem. He 

f euls that all sightings except tho green fireballs are merely misrepresenta-

tiona of familiar objects, and he has no patience with t he subject. He 

believes that La Paz should havu enough data to get tho heights of the br ccn 

fireballs, and ther efore settl~ the quGstion. La Paz, when questioned later, 

said he did have suffici ent observati ons and the objects were eight to ten 

miles high. Astronomer R, who happened to be pres ent when Astronomer X was - -
"sounding off", agai n r eiterated that it would be a good idea for some 

astronomer to take a r esponsible attitude toward this problem, and that we will 

get no place by mer ely pooh-poohing it. 

Astronomer Y has made no sightings but has stated, "If I saw one, I -
wouldn't say anything about it". This stat cmbnt l ed t he conversation into the 

question of what conditions would have to b~ met b8forc he would r eport it. 

The answer from him was the same as from sever al other astronomers, that if 

T TED 
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they were promised complet e anonymity and if t hey could report t heir si ghti ngs 

to a group of s erious , respected sci entists who would r egard the problem as a 

s ci entific one , then they would be willi ng t o c.ooperat e t o the very fullest 

extent. Astronomer Y suggested that an article be written in some astronomical -
journal infonning the astronomical world that a r eliabl e cl earing house f or 

such information exists. (See footnote . ) As trcnomer Y, and other s , wer e of -
the strong opinion that the astronomical world should be informed through 

r eliable channels as t o what the Air Forc e is doing in tracking down t hese 

stories, and what is being done to put the investiga tion of such incidents on 

a scientifi c basi s . 

Astronomer Z, from GermanY, has s i ghted nonG himself but t ells t hat -
flyin5 saucer r eports also exist i n Germany, but he believes that many may have 

been introduced bJ t he Occupation Forces. H~ r eport s t hat r umors ar e frequent 

that the flying sauc er s mi&ht be from Mar s , but that these r eports ar e t aken 

by the int el ligent simply as American propaganda to cover up the existence of 

s ecret weapons. Or , they say, i f not the Amer icans, t hen the Soviet& •. 

Astronomer AA, from EnGland, has made no sightings himself. He t ells 

that such sightings ar e t alked about in ~n~land , however. The only specific 

case he knows anything about is that of t he f alling ice which killed t he sheep . 

Thes e very handy "flying saucer s " s erved a ver y f. OOd purpose in getting ar ound 

meat r ationing because when a sheep was kill ed, obviousl y f or t abl e use, t he 

blame was put t o f alling ice . The s t orias ended tvhon a chemi cal exami nati on 

of the only authentic case of such a fall s howed the i ce t o have uric acid in 

it. This l ed t o a change in the sanitation routines aboard t he BOAC pl anes l 

Footnote: The writer does not agr ee with this as it would almost i1m1ediately 
fall into the hands of the press and the ensuing publicity would 
be a strong deterrent to the r eceipt of r eports. 
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they were promised complete anonymi ty and if t hey could r eport t heir si ghtings 

to a group of serious , respected sci entists who would r egard the problem as a 

scientific one , then they would be willing t o cooperate t o the very fullest 

extent. Astronomer Y suggested that an articl e be writ ten in some astronomical -
journal informing the astronomical world that a r eliable cl earing house f or 

such information exists. (See footnote . ) Astrcnomer Y, and others, wer e of -
the strong opinion that the as tronomical world shoul d be informed through 

r eliable channels as to what the Air Force is doing in tracking down these 

stories, and uhat is being done to put the investiga tion of such incidents on 

a scientific basis. 

Astronomer Z, fr om Germany, has si ghted none himself but t ells that -
flyin& saucer r eports also exist i n Germany, but he believes that many may have 

been introduced bJ the Occupation Forces. He r epor t s t hat r umors ar e frequent 

that the flying sauc er s mi bht be from Mars , but that these r eports ar e t aken 

by the i ntelligent simply as American propaganda t o cover up the existence of 

s ecret weapons. Or, they say, i f not the Amer icans, then the Soviet& •• 

Astronomer AA, from Encland, has made no sightings himself. He t ells 

that such sightings ar e t alked about in ~nsland, however. The only specific 

case he knows anyt hing about is that of t he falli ng ice which killed t he sheep . 

These very handy "flying saucer s" served a very bood purpose in ge t ting ar ound 

meat r ati oning because when a sheep was killed, obviously for t abl e use, t he 

blame was put t o falling i ce . The storias ended \vhon a chemical examination 

of the only authentic case of such a f all s holved the i ce t o have uric acid in 

it. This l ed t o a change in the sanitati on routines aboard the BOAC planes 1 

Footnote: The writer does not agr ee with this as it would almost it~tediately 
fall into the hands of the press and the ensuing publicity would 
be a strong deterrent to the r eceipt of reports. 
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time to determine all essential and necessary facts which should ba disclosed by 

an ideal completed form. A coding scheme is being devised to record these facts 

and to facilitate analysis. The project tiles for 1948 and 1951 were made avail

able recently and this material is used in indoctrination and coding studies. 

Upon completion or coding, analysis of the files will begin, probably within one 

month. 

The clipping service has been initiated and approximately 3SO clippings 

have been received. The Life article is responsible for 90 per cent or the clip

pings, with the remainder being a few new sightings reported concurrently from 

several sources. These clippings are reproduced here xerographically and the 

originals are transmitted to the Sponsor. 
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Astronomer BB has made no sighting personally, but informed the 

writer that he would talk to a r eputabl e committee of scientists if he did see 

anything, 

Astronomer CC has made no sightings himself although he has been i n 

a very good position to do so. He was r eluctant t o discuss the matter t o any 

extent. 

Astronomer DD, with a top professional rating, has seen nothing per-

sonal1y, nor docs he know of any of his associatvs who have . Inter ested in 

the problem, he fe els that a scientific panel could provide the answer. 

Astronomer EE has nuver seen any unexplainabl e obj ects. He has seen 

a phenomenon which most peopl e would have said was a "flying saucer". This 

turned out to bo a buacon l i ght describing a cone of l ight, part of which 

intercepted a high cirrus cloud. This l ed t o a series of elliptical lights 

moving in one direction and never coming back . 

Astr0nomer FF has seen none himself, but r ecently r eceived a r eport 

from a ranger who said he was an amateur astronomer; he r eported a bright light 

but said that it was not a met eor. Astronam~r FF said his r ecitation of the 

incident was very dramatic. Astronomer FF suggested sending up a cont rol 

"flying saucer" to see: how many r eports come back. Appar ently he had in 
• 

mind an extremel y bright rocket or perhaps a spectacula r balloon. (See footnote.) 

~~--------~~~~~--~~~~--~··- ~~----~----~~------~----~~--Footnote : Again, I do not think much of t his astronomer's suggestion. It 
would s erve t o t ell us how many peopl e will r eport an unusual in
ci dent, which number can be compar ed with the number of people who 

r eport a typical sighting; if the numbers agree then this would be some proof 
that an actual object had b~en sighted in the l atter cases. The confusion 
that would be created by this maneuver is hardly worth the while . Recently, 
the balloon si ghti ng over Columbus g~ves us , in ef f ect, the same r esults that 
Astronomer FF suggested. Certainly in this cas e hundreds, if not thousands 
or more people saw the balloons which, incidentally, wer e not spectacularly 
(Footnote continued on page 12.) 
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Astronomer 00, with an cxc ~=:llent professional standing, and coopcra-

tivo and highly r espected, has made no sightings personally. He concurs With 

others that a committee of scientists to approach th~ problem of flying saucers 

would be a good idea. Astronomer GG had the sugGestion that St. Elmo's fire 

should be induced artificially to see if this is one of the causes of the 

numerous sightings of lights by pilots. 

Astronomer ~whose professional rating is excellent, has mnde no 

sightings personally. He agreed that the conditions under which he would tall< 

would be complete anonymity in r eporting to a committee or even to one reputable 

astronomer in whom he had full confidence. 

Astronomer II, with an adequat e professional r ating, has made two 

sightings personally. The s ightings 1-tor e two y t:nrs apart. The first sighting, 

which was witnessed also by an astronomer not interviewed on this trip, 

occurred in this manner: A transport plane t r aYolling west made qui to a bit 

of noise and Astronomer II looked up to watch it. He thun noticed, above tho 

transport and going north, a cluster of five ball-bearing-like objects. They 

moved rapidly and wer e not in sight very long. Two years aft er this sighting, 

he sighted a single such object which disappear ed from sight by accel er ating, 

probably by turning but not b,y going up quickly. Astronomer II is ~filling to 

cooperate but does not wish to have notoriGty. Neverthel ess, h8 would furnish 

further detai ls, and Observers Quustionnair cs should be sunt to him . 

~F-o-ot":""'n_o_t~e__,Cif""o-n~t~i-n_u_e-:-d-:--:b:-r-l.:-. g-=h-=t-an---=d:---c-o~ul=-d-:--ca-s~i~ly-~h~a-v_t;_· _e_s_c_a_p-ed~d~e~")t-~-,c-t_i_o_n-. ~I~t~i-s

inter esting to not 0 that thG public at l arg8 is becoming 
more aware of things which mi &ht pass for flying saucers and ar e becoming l ess 
gullible and trigger happy. The qual i ty of r uports should bo GOing up, and it 
seems that gr eat er degr~e of crodenc c can be given to sightings r eported by a 
group of people in each case . It is becoming l ess likely that any l arge group 
of people will be fooled by ordinary or even unusual aircraft, balloons, or 
meteors. This was not the case before the turn of the half century. 
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AstronomGr JJ has made no sightings himsulf, but agrees on the 

policy of r eporting to a duly constituted panel if he should soc any. 

Astronomer KK has made no sightings and was not particularly inter

ested in the problem • 
• 

Astronomer LL, Dr. La Paz, has already had so n1uch publicity in Life 

magazine that thoro appears to bu no reason for keeping his name socret. He 

is the Director of the Institute of Meteorit~c~. at the Utuversity of New 

Mexico , and is cooperative in the extreme. One sighting of his has been 
• 

described in Life magazine and also fully in OSI reports. He has made exton-

sive r eports about the green fir~ball sightings in New Mexico in OSI r eports 

also. 

Tho discussion of gre~n fir~balls with many astr onomers disclosed 

that most of them were of the opinion t hat these wer o natural obj ects. How-

ever, clos8 questioning r evealed that t hey lcnew nothing of tho ac tual sightings, 

of their frequency or anything much ~bout t hem, and ther efore cannot be taken 

s eriously. This is characteristic of scientists in gGncr al when speaking 

about subjects which ar0 not in th0ir own immediat e field of concern. 

Dr. La Paz has seen only one green fireball himself, but has been avid in 

collecting r eports on the others. Because his full r eports are in the OS! 

files 1 only the salient poi nts will be discussed h0r o. It appears that the 

green fireballs can be characteri zed by being extremely bright, most of them 

lighting up the sky in the daytime, estimat ed magnit ude -12, which is extremely 

bright. They appear to come in bunches and at one time 10 wer e observed in 

13 days. No noise is associated with them despite their brightness. The 
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light appears to be homogeneous, and their light curve resembles a square wave, 

that is, 1 t comes on abruptly, remains constant while bw"ning, and goes out 

exceedingly abruptly, as though it is snapped out by a push-button. They leave 

no trails or trains. As to their color, La Paz is aware of the fact that other 

meteors have a green color, but he insists that this is adifferent green, 

corresponding to the green line in the copper spectrum (5218 Angstrom units). 

These objects generally move in a preferential north-south, south-north 

direction. 

If these data are correct, that is, if this many objects actually 

were seen, all extremely bright, all having this particular green color, all 

exhibiting no noise, all showing a preferential direction, all being homo-

geneous in light intensity, all snapping out very quickly, and all leaving no 

trails, then we can s~ with assurance that these were not astronomical objects. 

In the first place, any object as bright as this should have been reported from 

all over the world. This does not mean that any one object could have been 

seen all over the world, but if the earth in its orbit encountered, for some 

strange reason, a group of very large meteors, t here is no reason that they 

should all show up in New Hexico. Besides, copper is not a plentiful element 

in meteors' and the typical fireball goes from dim to bright to very bright to 

bright and then fades out fairly fast, often breaking into many parts. They 

frequently leave a trail of smoke in the daytime and of luminescence at night. 

It is recommended that the OS! reports be obtained, and that the sightings of 

these fireballs be examined in detail • 
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I£ tho data as r .ported by La Paz ar~ corr ect , then we do have a strango 

phenomena her o indeed, 

Astronomer MM has not seen any. He happened to be with me, how

ever, while I interviewed some laymen who had seen somo aluminum-colored discs. 

He was most impressed by the consistency of their stories. 

Astronomer NN is Clyde Tombaugh, who h~s already boen identified in 

the Life article. He has made two sightings, the first of which is the one 

reported in Life magazine and the second was reported to me. The det ails can 

be obtained by sending him a questionnaire , as he is willing to cooperat e . 

Briefly, while at T~lescop0 No. 3 at vffiitc Sands, h0 observed an object of -6 

magnitude (four times brighter than the planet Venus at its bright est) travelling 

from tho zenith to tho southern horizon in about three seconds. The obj ect 

executed the same manuevers as the nighttime luminous object which was r eported 

in Life magazine . No sound was associat ed with either of tho sightings. 

Mr. Tombaugh is in charge of optics design and rocket tracking at 

\vhite Sands Proving Ground. He said that i f he is r equested offici ally, -vrhich 

can be done by a l ett er t o the Commanding General, Flight Det ermination 

Laboratory, ~mite Sands Proving Ground, Las Cruces , New Mexico, he will be 

able to put his t el escopes at Hhite Sands at tho disposal of the Air Force • 

. ~ can have observers alortcd and r eady to. take photographs should some object 

appear. I strongly r~commend that this l etter be sent. 

Astronomer 00 is a meteor observer at the Harvar d Hut cor Stati on in 

New Mexico . Although r el atively new on the job, he observed two lights while 

on watch at 1:30 a.m. that moved much too fast for a pl ane and much too slow 
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for a meteor. Tho two lights wer e white and moved in n parallel direction, 

It is r ccorlmended that an Observer's Questionnaire be sont to this observer, 

ns his sighting bears a resemblance to the sighting made by Astronomer R. It -
was impossible to obtain full details of those sightings because this would 

have classed me as an official investigator, Tho details of these sightings 

should be obtained by official questionnaires, 

A meteorologist at the Lowell Observatory is identified here as 

observer PP. He was not interviewed, but a clipping was obtained from a 

Flagstaff newspaper covering his observations made on May 27, 1950. The object 

was observed between 12:15 and 12:20 p.m. on Saturday, Nay 20, from the grounds 

of the Lowell Observatory. The object pres~ntod a bright visibl e disc to the 

naked eye and passed moder at ely r apidly in front of a fractocwaulus cloud in 

the northwest. Upon passing in front of the cloud its appearance changed from 

that of a bright objec t to a darlc object, due to the change in contrast. No 

engine noise was heard, nor was there any exhaust. It seems that this might 

have been a weather balloon but in this case it Hould be strange if this 

meteorologist would become confused by it. He r eports that it was not moving 

with the wind, but across the wind, 

Finally, in this survey of astronomers, my associates and I at the 

Perkins Observatory should bo included. Thor o ar c six of us ther e, and to 

the best of my knowledge, none of us has ever set.. n any unexpl ainable object in 

the skius. 

\'Jhile in Albuquerque , I met 1 through Dr. La Paz, a Dr. Everton Conger, 

Instructor in Journalism at the University of New Mexico. On July 27, 1948, 
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between 8:35 and 8:45 a.m. hu noticud a disc-shaped object in tho sky. It was 

flo.t and round like a nat plate . It appeared to be made of duraluminum and 

gave off reflected light very similar to the light r eflected from a highly 

polished airplano t·ring. The full details of his sighting arc in my notes. I 

obtained his cooperation and he would be very gl ad t o f ill out an official 

questionnaire. 

I also interviewed, while in JULbuquerque, Mr. Redman and Mr. Morris, 

the two gentlemen whos e picture app eared in Life magazine in the now-famous 

article on flying sauc ers. I qu0stioned thcn1 separ at ely and found that their 

stories wer e r emarkably consistunt. Indeed, since they vicw(.. d the obj oct from 

lddely diff~rcnt parts of the city, ther e is some possibili ty that the par allax 

of the object can be obt ained by making t heodol ite si ghtings now on wher e the 

obj ect appeared t o t hem. The position of t he obj ect can bG i dentified now 

bc:caus c it t-tas vie\vod close t o a canyon in t ho mountains . Dr. La Paz has 

kindly offered to obtain the parallax of this ob j ect for us • 

sm~1ARY AND DISCUSSION 

Ovor 40 astronomer s wer e i ntorvivw¥d of which f ive had made sightings 

of one sort or another. This is a higher pcrcentagu t han among t he populace 

at l arge . Perhaps this is to be expected, since astronom0r s do, after all, 

watch the skies. On tho ot her hand, they will not likely be fooled by bnllo~ 

aircraft, and similar objects, as may the gener al populace . 
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It i s inter esting to r umark upon tho attitude of tho astronomGrs 

• interviewed. The gTcnt ma jority wer e neither hostile nor overly intcr cstodJ 

they gave one tho gener a l f eeling that all flying saucer r eports could be ox-
• 

. plaincd as misrepresentations of well-known objects and that t hor o wns not hing 

intrins±a in the situation to cause concern. I took tho time to talk r ather 
• 

seriously with a f o'\v of them, and to acquaint them with the fact that some of 

• the sightings wer e truly puzzling and not at all easily explainable. Their 

interest was almost immcdiat 0ly aroused, indicating that their general l ethargy 
• 

is duo to lack of information on tho subject. And certainly another contributing 

factor to their desire not to t alk about these things i s their overwhelming 

f ear of publ icity. One headline in the nation's pap8rs t o the effect tho.t 

"Astronomer Sees Flying Saucer" would be enough to br and tho astronomer as 

questionable runong his c ollcagues. Sine e I l-tas abl e t o tal k with the men in 

confidence, I was abl o to gath0r very much more of th0ir inner thoughts on the 

subject than a r eporter or an i nterrogator would havo buen abl e to do. Actual 

hostility is rare; concern with their own immediat e sci entific problems is too 

great. Ther e seems to be no convonient method by which to attack this problem, 

and most astronomers do not wish t o bccon1e i nvolved, not only because of the 
• 

danger of publicity but because tho dat a s eem t enuous and unr8liable • 
• 

• 
Ther efore , it is my consider ed r ecommundat i on t hat t he f olloHing 

procedure be ~doptcd by the Air Force: 
• 

First, the probl em of unidentified aerial obj ects should be given the 

status of a scientif ic probl0m. In any sci 0ntific problem, the dat a ar e 

gather ed Hith moticulous car e and ar <; weit;hcd and consider ed, without rush, by 
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ontircly compet~nt men. 'rhor(;forc, it is proposed that some r eputable group 

• of scientists be asked to examine r ecent sightings which have already gone 

• 
through one or t\-tO screunings. If this group bi...!C .)mcs c c·nvinccd that tho do. ta 

are worthy of buing treated as a scientific problem, th~t is, that tho sightings 

arc valid and that uncxplnin0d ph0nomena r eally do Gxist, then they should be 

asked to vouch that these datn ar e "worthy of being admitted into court". 

Armed with this sci~ntific opinion, various scienti fic soci eties should be 

approached. The .P.mcrican Physical Societ y , t he J\morican Astronomi cal Society, 
• • 

and the Optical Soci~ty of Amorica ar c SUG&cstod, in particular. Those Societies 

should be asked, in view of the validity of t ho dat a, to appoint one or more 

members to constitute a panel to advise ATIC and porh~ps to direct the neccs-

sary r esearches into the phenomena. This would serve not only to work toward 

an ultimate solut ion of the probl0m, but in the meantime would l end di gni ty 

to the project. 

In short, either the phe:nomcna which have b8cn observed ar e Horthy 

of scientific attention or they ar e not. If they arc , then the entire problem 

should be treat ed scionti ficnlly and rN.ithout f~nfarc . It is presumed that the 

scientific panel would work wi. th the f ull kno\vl cdgo and cooper ation of tho 

general contractor, but woul~ not be bound by secr ecy, which would t end to 

hamper their uor lc . It is possible thnt this panel might be a panel in the RDB, 

similar t o those in geodesy, infrar ed, or upper atmospheric r esearch • 
• 

I n the meant ime , it is roc ·~rnmonded that tht:: Air Force approach the 

Joint Chiefs of Staff for endorsement of a consi dur cd s t at ement of philosophy 

and policy for pr esentation to the public pr ess . Th0r~ i s much confusion in 

• 
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entirely compet~nt man. Thor cforc, i t is proposed that some r eputable group 

of scientists bo asked t o exuminc r ecent sight i ngs which have already gone 

through one or tl-10 scr eunings. I f this group b~c Jmos cc·nvincod that tho dnt a 

arc worthy of buing t r eated ns a scientific problem, th~t i s , t hat tho si ghti ngs 

arc valid and that unexplainod ph0nomena r eally do Gxist, thon t hey should be 

asked to vouch t hat those data ar e "worthy of being admi t t ed i nto court". 

Armed with this sci 0nti fic opinion, various sci enti f ic soci eties should be 

approached. Tho .P.rncricnn Physical Soci et y, t he 1\.morican Astronumical Soci ety, 

and tho Optical Societ y of Amorica ar c subbcsted, i n particular. These Soci eties 

should be aske d, i n view of t he validi t y of t ho dat a , to appoi nt one or more 

members t o consti t ute a panel t o advise ATIC and pcrhQps t o di r ect the neces-

s~ry r esearches into the phenomena . This would serve not only to work towar d 

an ultimat e solut ion of the pr obl em, but in the meanti me woul d l end di gni ty 

t o the project . 

I n shor t, ei thcr t he phenomena which have: oocn observed ar e \·ror thy 

of scientific attention or thGy ar e not . If they ar c, then the entire pr obl em 

should bo treat ed scient i fic ally and without f 2nfar c . It is prosumed that the 

sci entific panel would work wi t h the f ull knO'tvl edge and cooper ation of tho 

gener al cont r actor, but woul d not bo bound by secr ecy, which would t end to 

hrunpor t hoir uork . It is possibl e thnt this pnncl might be a panel i n t he RDB, 

similar t o t hose i n geodesy, i nfrar ed, or upper at mospheric r esear ch • 

In the meant ime, it is roc ·~mmondud t hat t h& Ai r Force approach t he 

J oint Chiefs of St aff for endorsement of a consi dur cd st at ement of philosophy 

and policy f or prcs ~ntntion to t he public pr ess . Th0r 0 i s much confusi on in 
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tho public mind as to what is boing done about the sit~tion, and a great deal 

of needless criticism is being directed townrd the Air Forces for "trying to 

cover up" or "dismissing the whole thing". The considered stat\311\e:nt to the 

· public press that the problem is being considered as a scientific one and is 

• • 

0 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 

• 

• 

baing referred to competent scientists in various fields should do a ver,y groat 

deal in satisfying the public clamour. 

It n1ay bo, of course, that this proposal will not get beyond the first 

step. The scie:ntist, or scientists, who cxaminu the carefully screened evidence 

may decide thoro still is not enough evidence to admit tho problem into the 

court of sciontific nppoal. Personally, I hardly think that this will be tho 

case, since the numbor of truly puzzling incidents is now impressive . 

The second stage may be a long one . The first 0ffort should be to 

determine with groat accuracy what the phenomena to be explained really are 

and to establish their reality beyond all question • 

Third stage would be thG eventual publication of the findings of the 

scientific panel. This might take the form of a progress report. If, for 

instance, the sci~ntific chase is led into a detailed examination of atmospheric 

optics, one can envision, p~rhaps, many years of work. Thi~ however, is the 

price one pays for a truly scientific investigation • 

One final item is that tho flying-saucer sightings have not died 

down, as was confidently predicted some yoar s ago when thL first deluge of 

sightings was r egarded as mass hysteria. Unless the problem is attackod 

scientifically, wo can look forward to periodic r ecurrenc es of flying-saucer 

reports. It appears, indeed, that tho flying saucer along with the automobile 

is here to stay, and if we can't shoo it away, wu must try to understand it • 
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APPENDIX 

~fuile in Los Angel os, I was asked to appear in a TV progr~ with 

Gerald Herd, the BBC science analyst; with Walter Riddcl, the rocket expert; 

~nd with Aldous Huxley. They wer e t o have a r ound-table discussion on flying 

saucers. I declined immediat ely but was prevailed upon to be in the studio 

when the program was in progress. I am afraid that my pres enc e as an astronomer 

"cramped their style" to a groat degree, but nonethel ess the program had the 

general effect of convincing the hear ers that flyi ng saucers did exist. There 

wns very litt l e construc t ive about the program . I t consis t ed of a r ehash of 

all tho things we have hc~rd so much about already. I t might be prof itabl e , 

for instnncc, to have a TV program, sponsored by the Air Force, acquainting 

the public with the problem of flying saucer s as a scientific problem. Though 

suggested jokingly, thcr G might be same poi nt t o this , i f t his investigation 

ever gets to th0 scientific panel stage . 
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FIFTH STATUS Ri!PORT 

on 

CONTRACT AF-19741, PPS-100 

to 

AIR T£CHNI CAL INTELLIGENCE CENI'ER 
\·JRI CHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCI:; BASE 

September 10, 1952 

This report describes progress on this project for the period from 

August 11, 1952, to September 10, 19$2 • 

Inter:ogation Forms 

About 800 copies of the revised Tentative Observers Questionnaire, 

Exhibit A of the Fourth Status Report, dated August 11, 1952, were prepared 

and sent to ATIC. A great many of these -vrer e sent out by ATIC to observers 

to be filled ou.t and returned. This was considered a "trial test" of the 

questionnaire. 

More than 100 of the completed ques tionnaires have been returned to 

us. These are now being studied by Dr. Paul M. Fitts and his associates in 

the Aviation Psychology Department at Ohio State University. 'rhe final 

revisions of the ques t ionnaire will be made as results of this study show that 

revisions are needed. The Final Observers Questi onnaire is expected t o be 

completed and sent to ATIC during September • 
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An!lysis of Existing Sighting ReEorts 

Work has continued on the codin6 of sighti~ reports to m&<e possible 

an analysis by IBM machines. The reports for 1947, 1948, 1949, and 1951 are 

nearly completed. Considerable time was spent during August in conferences at 

which final evaluations were made on aightinga for these years. These final 

evaluations were needed to pu' into the IBM system for use in future analysis. 

The final evaluation conference was conducted by ATIC and our personnel. It 

is believed that this method of evaluatil:n of sightings is adding greatly to 

the over-all analysis. It is, however, taking additional time. 

It had previously been estimated that all of the backlog of files 

could be coded and placed in the I BM system by September 15, 1952. However, 

during the past f ew months, sighting reports have been accumulating at an 

unprecedented rate. In fact, the up-to-date 19.52 file now contains nearly as 

many sightings as all previous years together• Ther efore, the task of 

coding and analyzing the file has approximat ely doubled duri ng recent months. 

For this reason, considerably more time will be needed to put the sighting 

reports on a current basis and to complete the analysis. Some of the IBM 

cards are now being prepared and preliminary analyses are being started. 

Newspaper _ClipEing ,Service 

As requested by ATIC, an order has been issued t o discontinue this 

service on o~tober 1, 1952 • 
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Future Work 

The coding of sighting re~orts will be continued and analyses will 

be started using the IBM system • 
• 

A Final Observers Questionnaire will be completed in September. 

Special attention will be given to certain sightings b,y the panel 

of consultants, as is found necessary in the f i nal evaluation conferences. 

PJR:eg 
September 2 4, 19 52 

-

• 

• 

• 

• UNCLASSlF\ED 

TRI T52-12138 
IN~ 



• 

• 

• 

R T 
S&CUWITT 

TED 
N LASSIFIED 

This doctlment consists o~, J8 pages 
No a 

0 7 
1 'U 0 .32 opie , eriea A 

RESTRICTl!D , ,_ 
t 

AUTH: CO, AT! 
I NITIALS: F. H. McGovern 

Capt., USAF 
DATE: October 10, 1952 

, 

us~F 

SIXTH STATUS REPORT 

on 

CONTRACT AF-19741, PPS-100 

to 

AIR TECHNICAL INT~~LIGENCE CENTER 
\JRI GHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE 

October 10, 1952 

UNCV.SS\f\E.D. 

T$2-121.41 



• 

• 

• 

• 

RESTR TED 
s ' ATION 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

ANALYSIS OF EXISTIKZ SIGHTING REPORTS • • • • • • • • • • 1 

MISCELLANEOUS SPECIAL ASSIGNMENTS • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 

Analysis of Film • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 

Soil and Vegetation Samples • • • • • • • • • • • • • 3 

Consultant on Astronomy • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • 4 

INTERRO~TION FORMS • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • . . • 4 

FUTURE vlORK • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

EXHIBIT I . 

Tentative Observer' s Dat a Sheet 

Summary of Dat a from 168 Compl et ed Tent ative 
Observer's Questionnaires 

EXHI BIT II 

Form A. 

Fol'ln B 

• • • • • • 8 

T52-12141 

UNCLASSlf l£U 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

-

• 

• 

-

• • 

• • 

s CR 
SECURITY I ION 

SUMMARY • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

FUTURE WORK • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

SECTION I • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Tentative Observer's Data Sheet •••••••••• .••• 

Coding Scheme • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Punched Card • • • • • • , • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Statistical Studies • • • • • • • • • 

EXHIBIT I. TENTATIVE OBSERVER 1 S DATA SHEEr 

• • • • • • • • • • 

• • • • • • • • • 

EXHIBIT II. CODES , • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

EXHIBIT III. PUNCHED CARD • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

EXHIBIT IV. vJORK SHEET • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

UNCLASSIFlED 

ECRET 
SECURITY IN FORMATION 

Page 

1 

4 

4 

4 

5 

5 

7 

12 

17 

18 

T52-5673 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 

RESTRI TED 
' ATION 

SIXTH STATUS R~ORT 

on 

CONTRACT AF-19741, PPS-100 
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AIR TECHNICAL I NTELLI GENCE CENTER 
\~JRI GHT-PATT:ffiSON AIR FORCE BASE 

October 10, 1952 

I FlED 

This report describes progress for the period from September 11, 1952, 

to October 10, 1952. 

ANALYSIS OF EXISTING SIGHTING REP ORTS 

Work has continued on the coding of sighting reports to permit 

analysis by IBM machines. Reports up to and inclnding 1951 are completed 

except for final evaluation of about 40 per cent of them. It is anticipated 

that final evaluation of all reports of sightings previous to 1952 will be 

completed during the month of October, in conference with ATIC personnel • 

Therefore, by the end of October all sighting reports for the years 1947, 1948, 

1949, 1950, and 1951 will be ready as a group for preliminary analysis on IBM 

equipment. 

Sighting reports for the first four months of 1952 were r eceived 

late in September. Coding of these early 1952 reports was begun and should 

be completed, except for final evaluation, by October 20. Because the quality 

and quantity of information in many of the 1952 sighting reports has improved, 

T$2-12141 

UNCLASSJFJED 



• 

• 

I 

• 

• 

I 

• 

RESTRI TED 
SECURITY INprQRMATION 

-2-

and in many cases more than one sighting is included in the folder, mere time 

was required for coding these reports than for earlier ones. 

Because sighting reports accumulated at a rapid rate in May, June, 

and July, 1952, and in general were more detailed than earlier reports, it is 

estimated that it will require until the latter part of November, 1952, to 

complete processing and evaluation of these reports for IBM analysis. 

MISCELLANiJOUS SPECIAL ASSI GNVI:C: NTS 

The panel of consultants was utilized during the month to advantage 

on the following topics: 

Analysis of Film 

Two rolls of 35-mm spectrographic film and a section of gun-camera 

er~ctrographic film, furnished by the Air Force for analysis, were examined 

by experts on spectroscopy. After examination of the film, it was f ound im-

practical to proceed further with the analysis vrithout more data. Although it 

would be possible by indirect methods t o arrive at limited conclusions regarding 

the s ources of light that were photographed, the expense would be prohibitive. 

Further data needed for analysis of film should be derived from controlled 

experiments using known sources of light, and f rom information on the following 

factors: 

1. Type of camera 

2. Shutter speed 
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Aperture opening 

Range 

Type of grid used and details of .grid const~tion 

Type of film used 

SlF"lED 

Simple standards could be established by which it should be possible 

to determine the source of light photographed \·Ii th the camera and speQtrographic 

equipment, at relatively little expense. It is believed that the camera and 

equipment will be most useful when the light is emitted by a s~gle chemical 

element. If two or more elemen~s are involved, analysis will be difficult with 

this simple r ecording device, 

Soil and Vegetation Samples 

During the month, two sets of soil and vegetation samples vJere 

studied by an agricultural specialist and by physicists. 

Regarding the "Florida" samples, no difference was observed bet~1een 

the two samples of soil, but it \·las found that the root structure of the plants 

from the area in question was degenerated, apparently by heat, while the root 

structure of a control sample was undisturbed. In addition, the lower leaves, 

those nearest the gr ound under non11al conditions, were slightly deteriorated, 

apparently by heat . No l ogical explanation is possible for this alteration 

of the first sample, beyond the suggestion that a high soil t emper ature around 

the plants could have been the cause, No radioactivity was found in any of 

these samples • 
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Regarding the "Kansas" samples, no differ ence was found between 

either the soil or the vegetation fr~ the two areas from which t he specimens 

were obtained. These samples are now being examined for radioactivity. 

ponsultant on As t ronomy 

Advice and assistance from Dr. J. Allen Hynek was r eceived during the 

month concerning astronomical objects mistaken as "flying saucers". A few 

fundamental rules which had been given before were further elaborated. 

Dr. Hynek also gave ten consulting hours to the task of improving the questions 

in the latest revised questionnaire. 

I NTERROCATION FORHS 

During July, August, and September, Dr. Paul M. Fitts and associates 

of the Aviation Psychology Department of Ohio St at e Uni versit y have served 

as consultants on the preparation of a questionnaire that would permit the 

United States Air Force to obtain a maximum of useful information from those 

persons who r eport sighti ngs of unidentifi ed aerial objects. Insofar as 

possibl~the following criteria wer e used in des i gning t he questi onnai re : 

1 . To develop ques tions which could t r ansfer from the 

observer t o the U. S . Ai r Force as much detai led 

information as possibl e concerning the event, without 

the necessity of a personal intervi ew • 
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2. To develop questivns that would permit some 

evaluation of the accuracy and reliability 

of the observer and his report. 

3. To develop questicns that could be: 

(a) easily understood by a majority of the ~ublic, 

(b) answered with minimum effort on the part of 

the observer, and 

(c) objectively and easily recorded, and trans-

ferred to an automatic machine filing system • 

To meet the first criterion adequately, some questi ons were taken 

from the first "Tentative Observer's Data Sheet". Suggesti ons and advice from 

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, Professor of Astronomy, Ohio St at e University, were 

requested and used, and other questions, believed to be important and useful, 

were devised. A copy of the second draft of the "Tentative Observer's Data 

Sheet 11 is included as Exhibit I of this r eport. In general, most of the 

questions in the second draft seem to f all in one of the foll owing informational 

categories: 

1. ~fuen the event occurred, and where the observer 

was located at the time of the sighting • 

2. A desc ription of the viewing conditi ons. 

3. A description of the phenomenon itsel f . 

The second draft of the "Tentative Observer's Data Sheet" was 

desi gned for a trial test for sel ecting and improving questions f or the final 

questionnaire. Over 300 of these questionnaires wer e sent to observers by ATIC. 

Replies to 168 of them were analyzed. On the basis of this analysis, a 
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summary of th€se replies is included in Exhibit I of this r eport. A new 

questionnaire, the "U. S. Air Force Technical In~ormation Sheet", has been 

designed, in which several questions were omitted, some were r evised, and 

others added. As an example, it was found t hat many observers were unable to 

• 
r eply to the questi on which asked for an estimation of the "real" size of the 

object. This ques t i on was r estated in the f orm of an "apparent" size. 

A sample of the "U. S. Air Force Technical Infonnation Sheet" is 

given as ~xhibit II of this r eport, Form A is for specific data, and Form B - -• 

is for a short verbal summary expressed in the observer's own t·rords • 

• Multiple-choice questions, compl etion questi ons, and dr awings ar e 

used thr oughout the final questionnaire so as to get as accurat e a description 

as possible. The multiple-choice question is well adapt ed for us e in l arge-

scale statistical studies. 

The second criterion used in preparing the questionnaire is most 

difficult to achieve. As f ar as possi bl e, questi ons wer e worded to provide a 

check on the consistency and c ompatsnce of the observer. 

The best check of consistency would be to h~ve the observer answer 

the questionnaire t Hice with an interval of time separating the two r epli es. 

Sinc e this is not practical, it was decided that the next best way would be to 
• 

have the observer fill i n an objective multiple-choice section and, in addition, 

write out a stunrnary de scription in a sununary data sheet. Any obvious discrep-

ancies between information given in this desc r iption and that given in the 

questionnaire would make the observer's r eplies ques tionable . 
• 

An evaluation of the observer's personality traits and mental corn-

petence is l ikewise difficult t o achieve in such a questionnaire. In addition 
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to the low validity of standardized questionnaires specifically designed to 

t est these aspects of the individual, the r estriction exists that the observer 

should not detect that his competence is being considered. In spite of the 

limitations, it vras decided to include several questions which might operate 

indirectly to r eveal a~ s~y abnormal f actors. Two questions (No. 24 and 

No. 38) were inserted for the specific purpose of detecting r eplies of the 

fanatic and over-imaginative individual. A r easonable assumption is that the 

person who uses fantastic explanations and descriptions, and who appears to be 

convinced that the sighting was produced by unknown creatures or interplanetar,y 

visitors, is not likely to be a discerning observer. It is further proposed 

that such individuals will be prone to fabric at e details, and suffer severe 

memory distortions when recounting the event. 

Questions Nos. 5.1 and 22.1 are intended to indicat e the over-anxious 

respondent. ~·Jith the exception of a f ew instances in which accurate measure-

ments may be made , normally one would not expect an observer to be 11 ccrtain" 

that he had seen an object for a specific time or of a specific apparent size • 

Again, thes8 types of data can be subjected to controlled exp erimentation in 

which observers mak0 estimates of duration and of size1 together with certainty 

ratings. 

Question No. 26 is an important questi on if No. 36.1 r eceives a 

negative r eply, and if the duration of t he sighting wer e of sufficient l ength 

that one could r easonably expect other observers also t o see the object. If 

this is the case, then one would suspect that the sighting was a r esult of 

individual f actors • 

An effort was made to satisfy the third criterion for the questionnaire 

by using simple language and nontechnical terminology. It is r ecognized that 
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• this requirem ent would not permit many trained observers (scientists, pilots, 

etc.) to presunt important t echnical dat a , thvr efore it is recommended that a 

differ ent questionnaire be us ed or that differ ent channels be employed for 

c ommunicating with this select group of i ndividuals. 

~fue~ever possible, the questions wor e written in multiple- choice form, 

so t hat they cculd be easily answered and accuratGly r ecorded. If it appeared 
• 

that too many categories would be needed t o cover all possibl e r esponses , or 

if the categories would l ead to doubtful or erroneous i nter pr etation, then the 

question was worded so that the observer could fill in his own answer. A l arge 
• 

number of the quostions permit the observer to give a "Don't Know" or a "Don't 

Remember" r esponse , and thus do not force a guess or an incorrec t answer. 

It was decided that thG observer should be asked to circle the correct 

answer to the mult ipl e-choi ce items , ther eby allowing minimum ambibuity in the 

instructions and maximum obj ective scoring. Systems such as checking or under-

lining the correct answer ar c often misinterpret ed by the r espondent because of 

• previous experience with various ambiguous checking and "X-ing" systems , such 

as voting procedures . 

It is anticipat ed that when a sufficient sampl e of r eplies has been 

r eceived from t he s econd questionnaire that further minor r evisions will appear 

necessary • 
• 

FUTURE \vORK 

One-thousand copies of the "U. S. Air Force Technicv.l Infonnat ion 

Sheet" (Form A and Form B) will be printed a nd made available to ATIC in the 
• 

near future • 

• 
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Results of t ests for r adiation on the 11Kansns 11 soil and veget ation 

sampl e will be complet ed. 

The codi~ and evaluation of 1952 sighting r eports will contj.nue , 

and analysis of these r eports will be started using t he IBM system . Final 

evaluation, in confer ence with ATIC p~rsonnel, will be compl et ed on all 

r emaining unevaluat ed s ighting r eports dat ed before 1952 • 

PJR/VWEa eg 
October 23, 1952 
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SECOND STATtS REPCRT 

on 

PROJECT STCIUt 
PPS-100 

to 

Am TEX:HNICAL mrELLmE~E CE~tl'ER 
WRIDHT..PAT'l'E2SON AlR FCRCE BASE 

JUDe. 6, 1952 

This monthly report describes progress on Projeot Stork, 

PFS-100, for the period tram April 26, 19521through June 6, 1952. The 

original requirements were as follows: 

1. To provide a panel of consultants, 

2. To assist in improving the interrogation forms, 

3. To analyze existing sighting reports, 

4. To subsoribe to a newspaper clipping service, and 

5. To apprise the Sponsor monthly of all work done on PPS-100 • 

It is now anticipated that these original requirements \·Jill be 

supplemented and e:~tended. The formal arrangements have not yet been 

completed. 

SUMMARY 

The panel of' consultants has been selected and indoctrinated 

in a series or meetings. Members or the panel are now engaged in can-

pleting the remaining requirements of PFS-100. 
T52-5673 
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1 • When did you see the 

1.1 Date: 
15ay 

TRI TED 
s ~I ATION 

TENTATIVE 
OBSERVERS QUESTIONNAIRE 

SECTION A 

object: 

Month Year 

1.2 Time of Day: A.M. or P.M. (Circle One ) 
l!rs~ Min. 

7 

1.3 Time Zone: (Circle One): 

a. Eastern d. Pacific 
b. Central e. Other 
c. Mountain 

(Circle One): a. Daylight Saving 
b. Standard 

1.4 Circle one of the following to indicate how certain you are of 
your answer to the above question 1.2: 

a. Certain c. Not very sure 
b. Fairly certain d. Just a guess 

2. Where were you when you saw the object: 

7 

Postai.Address 
7 

·city or Town State 

Additional Remarks: 

3. 'V·Jhere were you located when you saw the object: 

(Circle One): a. 
b. 
c. 

Inside a building 
In a car 

d. In an airplane 
e. At sea 

Outdoors f. Other ------
3.1 Were you: 

(Circle One): a. In the business section of a city? 
b. In the residential section of a city? 
c. In open countryside? 
d. Flying near an airfield? 
e. Flying over a city? 
r. Flying over open country? 

Country· 

_g. Other 

R s T .UNCLASSJFI£0 
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4. Ho\or did you happen to notice the object? 

5. lVhen did you report to some official that you had seen the object? 

• Month ' 
7 Day • ear 

SECTION B 

6. What were you doing at the time you saw the object? 

6.1 What had you been doing for the JO minutes before you saw the object? 
Try to list the activity or activities and the approximate amount 
of time spent on each. 

1. Were you moving at any tL~e while you saw the object? (Circle One): 

Yes or No 

IF you answered YES, then complete the following questions: 
7.1 What direction '\'Jere you moving? 

(Circle One): a. North e. South 
b. rio rthe ast f. Southwest 
c. East g. West 
d. Southeast h. Northwest 

7. 2 Ho't-J fast were you moving? miles per hour. -----
7.3 Did you stop at any time while you v~re looking at the object? 

(Circle One): Yes or No 

8. What direction were you looking when you first saw the object? 

(Circle One): a. North e. South 
b. Northeast f. Southwest 
c. East g. West 
d. Southeast h. Northwest 
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8.1 vJhnt direction \-Jere you looking when the object disappeared? 

(Circle One): a. North e. South 
b. Northeast f, Southwest 
c. East g. West 
d. Southeast h. Northwest 

8. 2 Circle one of the following to indicate hot-r certain you are of 
your answer to the above question and preceding question ( 8 and 
8.1) • 

a. Certain 
b. Fairly certain 

e. Not very sure 
d. Just a guess 

9. Were you wearing eye glasses when you saw the object? (Circle One): 

Yes or No 

10. How was the object seen? 

(Circle One): a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 

Through window glass 
Through ~ndshield 
Through binoculars 
Through telescope 

e. Through theodolite 
f. Through sunglasses 
g, Through open space 
h. Other 

11. What do you remember about the weather conditions at the time you saw the 
object? 

11,1 CLOUDS (Circle One) 11.3 ~mATHER (Circle One) 

a, Clear sky a. Dry 
b. Hazy b. Fog, fust, or light rain 
c. Scattered clouds c. Moderate or heavy rain 
d. Thick or heavy clouds d. Snow 
e. Don't remember e. Don't remember 

11.2 WIND (Circle One) 11.4 TEMPERATURE (Circle One) 

a. No wind a. Cold 
b. Slight breeze b. Cool 
c. Strong wind c. Wann 
cl. Don't remember d. Hot 

e. Don't remember 

SECTION C 

12. Estimate how long you saw the object? 
Hours Ninutes Seconds 
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12.1 Circle one of the following to i ndicate ho"T certain you are or your 
answer ~ Question 12r 

a. Certain c. Not very sure 
b. Fairly sure d. Just a guess 

13. Did the object look: (Circle One) Solid or ~~ansparent 

14. Did the object at any time: 

(Circle One for each question) 

14.1 Change direction? Yes Don't know No 
14.2 Change speed? Yes No n<5nlt know 
14.3 Change size? Yes No 150n' t know 
14.4 Change color? Yes No 

fes f50n•t know 14.5 Break up into parts or No 
explode? 

14.6 Give off smoke? Yes No Don't know 
14.7 Change brightness? !es No ~onlt know 
14.8 Flicker, throb, or fes No Don't know 

pulsate? 
14.9 Remain motionless? Yes No Don't know 

15. Did the object give off a light? (Circle One): Yes No Don't know 

15.1 IF you answered YES, what was the color of the light? 

· 16. Tell in a few YJOrds the folloNing things about the object? 

• 

16.1 Sound ---------------------------------------------
16.2 Color ----------------------------------------------

17. IF there was MORE THAN ONE object, then how many were there? 
Draw a picture of how they were arranged and put an arrow to show the 
direction they were traveling • 

18. Did the object at any time: 

18.1 Hove behind something? {Ci rcle One) Yes No Don't know 

IF you answered YES, then t ell \-Ihat it moved behind. 

RESTRI TED UNCLASSIFIED 
SECURITY I ATION 

• 



• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

. SJFIEO 

18.2 l~ove in front of something? (C~_ rc1e One} Yes No Don't kl1ovJ 

IF you ans1-1ered YES, then tell tr7hat it moved in front of. 

18 • .3 Blend with the background? (Circle One) Yes No Don't know 

19. vfudch of the follo~dng objects is about the same actual size as the object 
you saw? (Circle One): 

a. Pea r. Automobile 
b. Baseball g. Small airplane 
c. Basketball h. Large airplane 
d. Dicycle wheel i. Dirigible 
e. Office desk • 

J• Other 

19.1 Circle one of the follo1dng to indicate how certain you are of your 
ans~.rer to Question 19 • 

a. Certain c. Not very sure 
b . Fairly certain d. Uncertain 

20. Try to tell the following things about the object: 

20.1 HotrJ high above the earth \-Jas it? feet. 
20.2 How far was it from you? feet or miles. 
20.3 How fast was it going? miles per hour. 
20.4 Circle one of the follo\-Jing to indicate how certain you are of your 

ansvrer to the above questions: 

a. Certain c. l\lo t very sure 
b. Fairly certain d. Just a guess 

21. HoH did the object disappear from view? 

(Ci rcle One ): a. Suddenly c. Other ------

22. 

-

b. Gradually 

SECTION D 

In thP fol:!.owing sketch, imagine your eye 
on the curved line to show hoN high the 
(skyline) when you first sa't·r it. Place 
you last saw it. 

Ove head 

d. Don't r emember 

at the point sho't-m. Place an "A" 
object ~~s above the horizon 
a "B" to show t·Jhere it was when 

.:J 
~~------~-------Horizon 
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2). In the following sketch place an "A" at the position the object was when 
you first saw it, and a "B" at its position when you last saw it • 

Overhead 

You 

24. Draw a picture that will show the motion that the object made. Place an 
"A" at the beginning of its path and a "B" at the end of its path • 

· 25. Dra\-7 a picture that will show the shape of the object. Label and include 

• 

• 

in your sketch any details of the object that you saw and place an arrow 
beside the dra1rrl.ng to sho1-r the direction the object was moving • 

• 

• 
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SECTION E 

26. Was this the first time that you have seen an object like this? 

(Circle One)r Yes or No 

26.1 IF you answered NO, then when, where, and under what conditions did 
you see other ones? -----------------------------------------

27. In your opinion what do you think the object was and what might have caused 
it? 

28. Give the following infonuation about yourself: 

NAME 
a 

·First Name Middle Name 
7 

ADDRESS 
------~S~t-r-ee~t~----- Zone sia'Ee 

TELEPHO~!E NUMBER --------------------
~atisy~rpresentj~?---------------------

Age _____ _ 

Sex ------
29. Was anyone else with you at the time you saw the object? 

(Ci rcle One): Yes or No 

29.1 IF you answered YES, did they s ee the object too? 

(Circle One): Yes or No 

29.2 Please list their names and addressest 
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30. Please add here any further comme:nts which you believe are important. 
Use additional sheets or the same size paper, if necessary • 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
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Time of day, 

Per Cent Per Cent 
0001...0100 .3.0 12('1-1300 o.6 
0101-Q200 o.6 1301-1400 1,2 
0201-0300 2.4 1401-1500 3.0 
0301-0400 3.0 1501-1600 2.4 
0401-o5oo o.o 1601-1700 1.8 
050l-o600 o.6 1701-1800 .3.5 
0601...0700 o.6 1801-1900 4.1 
0701-0800 1.8 1901-2000 9.5 
0801-Q900 1.8 2001-2100 17.9 
0901-10~ 2.4 2101-2200 17.3 
1001-1100 4.0 2201-2300 5.3 
1101-1200 1.8 2301-2400 9.5 

Inaccura t e 1.8 

Q. 1.4 Certainty rating. 

a. Certain 75.5% 
b. Fairly certain 17.45% 
c. Not very sure 1.8% 
d. Just a guess 1.2% 
e. No response 4.2% 

Q. 3 Where were you located when you saw the object? 

a. Inside a building 5.9% 
b. In a car 14.9% 
c. Outdoors 78.6% 
d. In an airplane o.6% 
e. At sea• 0.0% 
r. Other o.o% 

Q. ).1 were you: 

a. In the business section of a city? 
b. In the residential section of a city? 
c, In open countrysi de? 
d. Flying near an airfield? 
e. Flying over a city? 
f. Flying over open country? 
h. Ot her 

(a) Near an airport or airbase 
(b) Mountains 

5.9% 
o.6% 

* The percentage figures are based on the 168 complated ques tionnaire•• 
They show how the 168 people answered the questions. 
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Q. 7 Were you moving (in a vehicle} at any time while you saw 
the object? 

a. Yes 17.9% 
b. No 82,1% 

Q. 8 and 8.1 What direction were you facing when you first saw 
the object, and what direction were you facing 
when you last saw the object? 

N 

NE 

E 

SE 

s 

sw 

w 

First saw (percentage) 

N NE E SE s 

5.9 0.6 1.2 0.6 0.6 

2.4 5~3 1.8 0 

0 

0.6 

0 7.2 0 0 0.6 

1.8 o.6 2.4 7.2 1.2 o.6 

0 1.2 1.2 1.2 4.8 0 

0.6 1.2 1.2 1.2 0.6 4.1 

1.2 

0.6 

0 

0 

1.2 0 1.8 1.8 

1.8 0 0.6 1.2 

Incompl ete: 10.7% 

w 

0.6 

0 

o.6 
1.2 

2.4 

0 

1.2 

NW 

1.2 

1.2 

0 

o.6 

o.6 

0 

1.8 

Q. 8.2 Certainty rating: 

Q. 9 

a. Certain 
b. Fairly certain 
c. Not very sure 
d. Just a guess 
e. No response 

Bo.5% 
16.1% 
1.2% 
o.o% 
2.4% 

Were you wearing eye glasses? 

a, Yes 31.6% 
b. No 63.71 
c. No response 4.7% 
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A preltminary analysis of the existing report file has been 

completed, t,.on derived fran this analysis has been applied in 

improving the present interrogation form. A Tentative Observer's Data 

S beet has been prepared and studied by the consultants ' panel, Perti

nent suggestions were incorporated in the tentative form, \mich is 

enclosed for review in Section I. The revised data sheet n()l.l inclu:les 

all technical details thought to be essential, It is to be evaluated 

next by an astronaner, a psychologist, and a CAB investigator. Arrange

ments for their evaluations are now being made. 

The facts reported in present files or on new sightings are 

to be entered on the observer's data sheet, This infonnation t·Jill not 

be coded tor direct entry on punched cards, Instead, the facts Hill 

be classified and analyzed before entries are made on the punched cards. 

To facilitate this process, a coding scheme has been prepared to serve 

as an intermediate step between the data sheet and the punched card. 

A copy is enclosed in Section I. 

The final element in the data record is the punched card on 

which the results of coded calculations am -analyses are entered. A 

copy of a typical card is also enclosed in Section I. 

Newspaper accom. ~s of sightings furnished qy the clipping 

service are being received at approximately a cors tant rate; however, 

the Life article is now responsible for only about half of the clippings. 

OriginallY, the clippings were copied at Battelle, and then transmitted 
-. 

to the Sponsor. In the future, the clippings \tJ ill be sent directly to 

the Sponsor by Battelle, 
-

T52-56?3 
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How was the object seen? 

•• Through window gl ass 
b. Through windshield 
c. Through binoculars 
d. Through taleeoepe 
e • Through theodolite 
r. Through sun glasses 
g. Through open space 
h. Other 

(1) Porch screen 
i. No response 

Weather conditions. 

CLOUDS (11.1) 
a. Clear sky 
b. Hazy 
c • Scattered cl ouds 
d. 'Thick or heavy clouds 
e. Don't remember 
r. No response 

WIND (11.2) 
a. No wind 
b. Slight breeze 
c. Strong wind 
d. Don' t remember 
e. No response 

WEA '!HER (11.3) 
a. Dry 
b. Fog, mist, light rain 
c. JViodera te or heavy rain 
d. Snow 
e. Don't remember 
r. No response 

m~PERATURE (11o4) 
a. Cold 
b. Cool 
c. Warm 
d. Hot 
e. Don't remember 
f. No response 

TED 
ATION 

3.6% 
7.8% 

12.6% 
o.6% 
o.6% 
0.6% 

69.5% 

1.2% 
3.6~ 

74.8% 
2.4% 

16.2% 
4.2~ 
0.6% 
1.8% 

51.8% 
34.6% 
1.2% 
6.5% 
5.9% 

81.0% 
0.6% 
o.o% 
o.o% 
o.6% 

17.8c; 

'1.8% 
17.7% 
52.6% 
20.1% 
0.6% 
7.1% 
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Q. 12 l!:stimate how long you saw the object. 

a. 1 sec. to 10 sec. 25.6% 
b. 11 sec. to 30 sec. 15.5% 
c. 30 sec. to 1 min. 11.9i~ 
d. 1 min. to 2 min. 6.5% 
e. 2 mine to 5 min. 12.5% 
r. 5 min. to 10 min. 7.7% 
g. OVer 10 min. 19.1% 
h. No response 1.2% 

Q. 12.1 Certainty rating. 

a. Certain 
b. Fairly certain 
c • Not very sure 
d. Just a guess 
e • No response 

Q. 13 Did the object l ook: 

a. Solid? 
b. Transparent? 
c. Don't know 
d. Both 
e. No response 

49.4% 
40.8% 
1.9% 
4.3% 
3.1% 

78.5:~ 
4.8% 
).6% 
o.6'f, 

12.6% 

Q. 14 Did the object at any time: 

Q. 15 

Yes 
14.1 Change direction? 39.6 
14.2 Change speed? 27.4 
14.3 Change size? 14.9 
14.4 Change color? 11.9 
14.5 Break up or explode? 4.8 
14.6 Give off smoke? 7.7 
14.7 Change brightness? 20.2 
14.8 Flicker, throb, etc.?l7.7 
14.9 Remain motionless? 18.5 

Did the object give off a light? 

a. Yes 
b. No 
c. Don't know 
d. No response 

72.3% 
22.3% 
3.6% 
1.8% 

No 
54.5 
64.2 
75.1 
79.3 
86.9 
76.9 
72.1 
72.2 
69.8 

l 

Don't Know 
1.2 
3.6 
1.2 
OoO 
o"o 
5.3 
1.2 
2.4 
2.9 

No R. 
4.8 
4.8 
8.9 
8.9 
8.4 

10.1 
6.6 
1.1 
8.9 

RESTRI TED 
UNCLASSlFlED 
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Q. 16 Sound and Color: 

SOUND (16,1) 

•• Yes 5 91, Cl / 0 

b. No 89.9% 
c. Unclassified 1.8% 
d. Don't know o.6~ 
e. No response 1.8% 

COLOR (16,2) 

a. Silver 16.2% g. White (blue-white) 24.2% 
b. Pink 1.9% h. Green-blue 2.5% 
c. Orange 13.0% 1. Blue 4.9% 
d. Green 1.9:t j. nark 3.1% 
e. Gray 2.5~ k. Red 2.5% 
f. Yellnw 14.9% 1. Unclassified 4.9% 

m • No response 7.5% 

Q. 17 Was there more than one object? 30.9% responded yes. * 
a, '!Wo 38. 5% g. ~ight 5.7% 
b. 'Three 19.2% h. Nine 1.9% 
c. Four 5.7% i. Ten 1.9% 
d • Five 17.6% j. Seventeen 1.9% 
e, Six 1.9~ k. TWenty 1.9% 
f. Seven 1.9% 1. TWenty-five 1.9% 

Q. 18.1 Did the object move behind something? 

a. Yes 
b. No 
c. Don't know 
d. No response 

26.8~ 
64.9% 
5.9% 
2 .5~b 

Q. J8.2 Did the object move in front of something? 

a. Yes 
b. No 
c. Don't know 
d. No response 

5.9% 
76.8% 
3.0% 

14.2% 

Percentages below are per cent of t he 30.9% that answered yes • 

UNCLASSIFIED 
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Q. 19 Sise estimates: 

a. Pea 19.1~ j. Other: 
b. Baseball 12.5% (1) 50-100 rt. 1.8~ 
c. Basketball 13.7~ (2) 150 ft. 0.6% 
d. Bicycle wheel 7.71, (3) Softball 4.8% 
e. Office desk le21 (4) Football 1.2fo 
r. Automobile 2.5% (5) Star 5.41 
g. Small airplane 4.2 1, 
h. Large airplane 5.4% 

6.6% 

(6) Ping-pon~ ball 2.5~ 
(7) 1/20" x " (theodolite )0. 6~ 

i. Dirigible (8) Don't know 4.8Z 
(9) No response 5.4% 

Q. 20 Certaint;y rating: 

a • Certain 47.6% 
b. Fairly certain 35.1% • 

c. Not very sure 5.4% 
d. Just a guess 5.4% 
e. No response 6.6% 

Q. 20.1 How high above the earth was it? 

• 

a. 0-1000 ft. 8.4~ 
b, 1001-5000 ft. 17.9% 
c. 5001-10,000 ft. 6.6% 
d. 10,000 & over 25.8% 

e. Low 1.8~ 
f. Don't know 28.2% 
g. No response 11.4% 

Q. 20.2 ijow f ar was it from you? 

a. Q-1000 fto 3.0% e. Short distance 1.2% 
b. 1001-5000 ft. 7.2% f. Don't know 1.2% 
c. 5001-10,000 ft. 5.9% h. No response 16.6~ 
d. 10,000 ft. & over 38.4% 

Q. 20.3 How fast was it going? 

a. 0 mph 1.8% g. Slow 3.6% 
b. 1-100 mph 9.0% h. Fast 8.41, 
c. 101-200 mph 5. 4,1, j. Don't know 23.5% 
d. 201-500 mph 14.5% k. No r esponse 15.7% 
e. 501-1000 mph 9.0% 
r • 1001-over mph 9.0~ 

• 
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Q. 20,4 Certainty rating: 

Q. 21 

Q. 26 

Q. 29 

a. Certain 
b. Fairly certain 
c. Not very sure 
d, Just a guess 
e. No response 

18.1% 
26.5% 
12,0% 
21,1% 
22.3% 

How did the object disappear from view? 

a. Suddenly 
b. Gradually 
c. Don't remember 
d. Didn't 
e. No response 

52.8% 
40,11 
0.6% 
o.6'h 
5.9% 

was this the first time that you have seen an object like this? 

a. Yes 
b. No 
c. No response 

91.6% 
7.8% 
0.6% 

was anyone else ~ith you at the time you saw the object? 

a. Yes 
b. No 
c. No response 

75.6% 
23.8% 
0.6% 
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SECURITY I 

U. S. AIR FORCE TECHNICAL INFORMATION SHEET 

This questionnaire has been prepared so that you can give the U. S. Air F orce as much 
information as possible concerning the unidentified aer ia I phenomenon tho t you hove observed . 

Please try to answer as many questions as you possibly can. The informat ion that you give will 
be used for research purposes, and w i II be regarded as confident ia I materia I. Your name w i II not 
be used in connect ion with any statements , cone Ius ions , or pub I i cations without your permission . 
We request th is persona I information so that, if it is deemed necessary, we may contact you for 
further detai Is • 

1. When did you see the object? 2. T i me of day : 

F orm A 

H ou r M i nutes 

Day Month Year 

3. Time zone : 
(Circle One ): a. Eastern 

b • Centra I 
c . Moun to in 

d . Poe i f ie 
e. Other 

4. Where were you when you saw the object? 

Neares t P os ta l Address 

Addit ional remarks : 

(Circle One): A.M. or 

(Circl e One ): a. Day l ight Saving 

b. Standard 

P.M. 

C i t y o r Town Sta te or Country 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- · 
5. Estimate how long you sow the objec t. 

H o urs M i nutes Sec ond s 

5.1 Circle one of the f o llowing to indi cate how certa in you ore of your answer to Question 5. 

a. Certo in c . Not very sure 
b. Fa irly certa in d. Just a guess 

6. What was the conditim of the sky ? 

(Circle One): a. Bright dayl ight d. Just a trace of day I ight 
b. Dull daylight e. No trace of day I i ght 

c. Brighttwil ight f. Don ' t remember 

7. IF you sow the object during DAYL IGHT, TWILIGHT, or DAWN, where was the SUN located as you looked at 
the object? 

(Circle One): a. In front of you d. To your left 
b. In back of you e. Overhead 

c. Toyourright f. Don't remember 

UNCLASSifiED 
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8. IF you saw the object at NIGHT, TWILIGHT, or DAWN, what did you notice concerning the STARS and MOON? 

9. Was the object brighter than the background of the sky? 

(Circle One): a. Yes b. No c. Don't remember 

10. IF it was BRIGHTER THAN the sky background, was the brightness like that of an automobile headlight?: 

(Circle One) a. A mile or more away {a distant car)? 

b. Several blocks away? 

c. A block away? 

d. Severa I yards away? 

e. Other -:...:=:::_::·======-·==::::.-.::-===------------1 

11. Did the object: ( C ircle One for each question) 

a. Appear to stand still at any time? No Don't Know 
b. Suddenly speed up and rush away at any time? 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

No Don't Know 
c. Break up into parts or explode? 
d. Give off smoke? 
e. Change brightness? 
f. Change shape? 
g. Flicker, throb, or pulsate? 

12. Did the object move behind something at anytime, particularly a cloud? 

No 
No 
No 
No 
No 

Don't Know 
Don't Know 
Don't Know 
Don't Know 
Don't Know 

(Circle One): Yes No Don't Know. IF you answered YES, then tell what 

it moved behind= ----------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------· 
~-------------- ----------·-------------------------------·---------------------------------------·--------·~ 

13. Did the object move in front of something at anytime, particularly a cloud? 

(Circle One): Yes No Don't Know. IF you answered YES, than tell what 

it moved in front of: --------------------------------·-----------------------------------

14. Did the object appear: (Circle One): a. Solid? b. Transparent? c. Don 't Know. 

15. Did you observe the object through any of the following? 

a. Eyeglasses Yes No e. Binoculars Yes No 
b. Sun glasses Yes No f. Telescope Yes No 
c. Windshield Yes No g. Theodolite Yes No 
d. Window glass Yes No h. Other 

I 
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20. Draw a picture that will show the motion that the object or objects made. Place an "A• at the beginning 
of the path, a •e• at the end of the path, and show any changes In direction during the course • 

21. IF POSSIBLE, try to guess or estimate what the real size of the object was in its longest di me ns ion. 
________ feet. 

22. How large did the object or objects appear as compared with one of the following objects held in the hand 
and at about arm's length? 

(Circle One) : a. Head of a pin g. Silver dollar 
b. Pea h. Baseball 

Dime • Grapefruit c. I • 

d. Nickel • Basketba II I • 
e. Quarter k. Other 
f. Half dollar 

22.1 (Circle One of the following to ind icate how certain you ore of your answer to Question ·22. 

a. Certain c. Not very sure 
b. Fairly certain d. Uncertain 

23. How did the object or objects dis appear from view? 

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- · 

24. In order thot you con give os cleor o picture as possible of what you saw, we would like for you to imagine that you could 

construct the object that you saw. Of what type material would you make it? How large would it be, and what shape 

would it have? Describe in your own words a common object or objects which when placed up in the sky would give the 

same appearance os the object wh ich you saw • 

RESTRICTED fJNCLASSlFIED 
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25. Where were you located when you saw the object? 
(Circle One): 

a. Inside a building 
b. In a car 
c. Outdoors 
d. In an airplane 
e. At sea 

f. Other 

Rl 
I 

26. Were you (Circle One) 

a. 
b. 

c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 
g • 

In the business section of a city? 
In the residential section of a city? 
In open countryside? 
Flying near an airfield? 
Flying over a city? 
Flying over open country? 
Other __________________________ __ 

27. What were you doing at the time you saw the object, and how did you happen to notice it? 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------· 

28. IF you were MOVING IN AN AUTOMOBILE or other vehicle at the time, then complete the following questions: 

28.1 What direction were you moving? ( Circle One) 

a. North c. Eo s t e. South g. West 
b. Northeast d. Sout heast f. Sout hwes t h. Northwest 

28.2 How fast were you mov ing? ---------- mi les per hour . 

28.3 Did you stop at any t ime while you were looking at the object? 

(Circle One) Yes No 

· 29. What direction were you looking when you first saw the object? ( Circle One ) 

• 

• 

a. North c. East e. South g. West 
b. Northeast d. Southeast f. Southwest h. Northwest 

30. What direction were you looking when you last saw the object? (Circle One) 

a. North c. East e. South g. West 
b. Northwest d. Southeast f. Southwest h. Northwest 

31. If you are familiar with bearing terms {angular direction), try to estimate the number of degrees the object was 
from true North and also the number of degrees it was upward from the horizon (elevation). 

31.1 When it first appeared: 

a. From true North degrees. 

b • From horizon degrees. 

31.2 When it disappeared: 

a. From true North degrees. 
b • From horizon degrees. 

RESTRI TED UNCLASSIFlED 
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