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VRS. ROSETTA HOLMES

Ms. Holnes' interest inthe
UFO phenonenon grew froma casual
reader of periodicals and books to
one of an active participant, when
the UFO Sudy Group of Qeater S.
Loui s was organi zed on March 24,
1968. She becane Publicity DO rec-
tor for SKYLOOK, the Gficial Pub-
lication of the Mitual UFO Network
Inc., during the period when Ms.
Norma E Short was Editor and Pub-
| isher and has_continued in that
1(\:I;'il}?amty wth THE MJFON UFO JOR

Shortly after the fornation of
the Mdwest” UFO Network ( on
My 31, 1969, Rosie and the UH

u oup of Geater . Louis
sponsored their first annual UFO
PRicnic in Garlyle, Illinois on June
29, 1969, which was to be the first
of a series of ten educational and
social events to follow As a
foundi ng nenber of MUFON, she Was
appoi nted Sate Section Director.
for the Illinois counties of
dinton, Bond, and Wshington on
June 15, 19/0.

. Radio publicity each year, -
prior to the annual " UFO Picnic, has made Ms. Hol mes fanous for her home-
made noodles in southern Illinois, that are always part of the picnic
menu. Qver the years, so nmany peopl e have pl ayed such a |arge part in
maki ng the annual pichnic a success, that we can only thank themin this
acknowledgement. She has established a fine public relations raport wth
all of the news nedia in . Louis, central and southern Illinois, that
has been invaluable to MJON during the intervening years.

As a founding nenber of MJFON Ms. Rosetta Holnes is being receg-
nized for her unique contributions to MFON as the hostess for fen annu-
a WO PRcnics in Garlyle, Illinois; Pronotion and Publicity Drector for
KYLAXK and THE MUFON UFO JOURNAL; and a Sate Section Drector.  She

ives much of the credit for her acconplishnents to her husband D ck, w%ho
as been her personal inspiration and a stalwart partner. Dck has been

the "man behind the scenes" at not only the annual picnics, but at a na-

jority of our MJUFON UFO Synposi uns, where he has been the jovial gentle-

man that greeted us as we entered the |ecture hall.




MUFON Symposium Proceedings

WALTERH. ANDRUS, JR

_ VWl ter H Andrus, Jr.,.
is the International D rec-
tor of the Mitual UFO Net-
work, Inc., & a wor | d-
W de organi zati on dedi cat ed
to resol'ving the phenonenon
known as unidentified flying
objects. He al so serves on
the staff of THE MUFON UFO
- JOURNAL, the official publi-
cation of MUFON.. o

: He is a Production Man-
ager for the Mtorol a Auto-
notive Products Dvision
Rant in Seguin, Texas. Pri-
or to his loresen_t assi gnnent ,
he was enpl oyed i n successi ve
capacities as Assistant Hant

Manager, Manager of Quality

Gontrol, and (perations Man-
ager, during hi's twenty-nine
year tenure wth Mtoroal a.

. Wt and his wife, Jeanne, reside at 103 0Oldtowne Road, Seguin, TX
78155, They are fornmer nenbers of the Frst Wiited Presbyterian Church
in Qincy, "Illinois, where Wt served as an Hder for twenty years.
Their son, Donald L. Andrus, is an Attorney-at-Law in Harrisburg, Il1i-
noi s, and a. member Of MUFON's | egal staff. They are the proud grand-
parents of two |ovely granddaughters. '

X

H +

M. Andrus has been interested in the UFO phenonenon since August
-15, 1948, when he, his wife, and son observed four UFGs flyi n? in forna-
tion over downtown Phoenix, Arizona. He was instrunental in founding
and organizing the Mitual UFO Network in May 1969, an organi zation whi ch
has grown fromthe participation of nmenbers froma few midwestern States
to one of international stature, known throughout the world for its sci-
entific research, investigative capabilities, and national UFO symposiums.

. . M. Andrus has presented illustrated | ectures to col | eges, . uni ver-
sities, and civic groups in I1linois, Mssouri, lowa, Texas, Chio, |In-
diana, Galifornia, Arkansas and Mexico on UFOs. He has al so partici pat -
ed in both national television and radio prograns on the subject of un-
identified flying objects during the past eleven years.

- Wen the Genter for UFO Studies was founded in 1973, MJON was the
.only major UFO organi zation to pledge its support. These two conpat abl e
organi zati ons have devel oped a hi gh degree of cooperation during the

past few years.
3
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MUTUAL UFO NETWORK, INC.
Presented by

'WALTER B ANDRUS, JR.

The MUTUAL UFO NETWIRK, INC., i S a not-for-profit corporation, incorpo-
rated under the State Laws of Texas, conposed of peopl e SEFIOUSL%_ in-
terested in resolving the nysteries of the UFO phenomenon by conbi ni ng
their mutual talents, research, and investigative efforts. ~The basic

purposes, as exenplified in our Charter, cover the areas of science,

research, education, publications, and the social aspects.

MUFON i s dedicated to the express purpose of answering four_basic
quej[stl ons pertaining to the enigma known as "Unidentified Hying (b-
jects”. ‘

1. Are UFOs sone formof spacecraft controlled by an advanced in-
telligence conducting a surveillance of our Earth, or do they
constitute sone unknown physical or psychol ogi cal nanifestation
associated wth the planet "Earth that i's not "understood by pres-

ent-day science? - .

2. |If UG are found to be extraterrestrial craft controlled by
intelligent bei ngs, what is their nethod of propul sion and neans .
for unbel i evabl e maneuverability and speed?

3. Postulating that they nay be controlled by an extraterrestrial
intelligence, Where ‘do they originate —our Earth, our solar
system in our galaxy "the MIky way", or in sone distant gal-
axy in the universe? :

4. Assumng that sone of the craft are piloted by beings (humanoids),
what can we learn fromtheir apparently advanCed science and civ-
ilization through study or possibly through direct conmunications
wth the occupants of ‘these vehicles? .'

W are very cognizant that a [ohenomanon whi ch has baffled the residents
of our tiny planet, conceivably for several thousand years, wll not be
resol ved tonorrow, or even next year. However, until™ a concentrated.
scientific effort is launched to'deal wth this perplexing dilema, it
w !l undoubtedly continue to be "the greatest nystery of our tine".

Founded on May 31, 1969, MUFON's phenonenal success nay be attributed
to the "grass roots" nature of the organization, where a naLé)rlty of the
| eader ship and notivation is achieved at the local level. Headed by a
State Orector, each state or province is geographically divided into

4
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groups of counties, having a Sate Section Drector correlating the in-
vestigative efforts of the Feld Investigators in each Section., The
nucl eus of rra\rlla(l_ new Sate Sections has been an existing and active WO
Sudy Q oup, ich has merged wth MO\, but retained its |ocal iden-
tity. Snce the Feld Investigators conprise such an |rrFortant seg-
ment of MJFON, a copyrighted "F eld Investigator's Manual" was first
publ i shed in Decenber 1971, to provide guidelines, techniques, and
suggestions to menbers conducting UFO Si %h'[l ng interviews and inves-
tigations. An expanded and revi sed second edition, edited by Raynond
E Fower, MFONDrector for Investigations, was rel eased in 1975.

The cost of the nmanual is as follows:

Qurrent MJFON nenbers, $2.00; Associates to the Center for UFO
Studies, $3.00; and to al|l others, $4.00.

Since we are dealing with a worldw de phenonenon, we nust consider its
international scope. V¢ are very cognizant that there are nany repu- -
tabl e UFO organi zations throughout the world who are performing a Sim
ilar function to MIFCON in thelr ow countries. Therefore, MUFON, -
through its International, Goordinator, has appointed "Foreign Repre- .
sentafives" in these nations to provide |iaison between MJ:‘%]\I and their
federation, society, or organization to exchange and share UFO data.

"I nD_somat countries, MJFON has established a national section, headed by
a Drector.

The over-all coordinator for the MJTUAL UFO NETWRK is the International
-Director, who is assisted by a conpetent staff to serve the needs of the
state, provincial, and national organizations. Nationally known €on- e
sultants, nost of whompossess doctorates, are readily available as an
advi sory group to apply their expertise to UFO cases under study and to
advanced research in their respective fields. The research activities
of the Advisory Board of (onsultants is coordinated by the Director of
Research. MJON is governed by a Board of Directors conposed of fif-
teen (15 nen and worren, whichincludes the Corporate Oficers, four

el te_ct_etol_ Regional Drectors, and the Drectors of the najor functional
activities. , |

Three Amateur Radi o Networks, operating weekly in the 20, 40, and 75
met er anateur radi o bands using single side band communications, are
utilized to receive and dissenmnate WO si ghtl ng reports and current
UFO infornation. The exact date, time, and frequencies are published
in THE MUPON UFO JOURNAL, A naster file, containi ng all submtted UFO
sighting reports, arranged chronol Colgl cally by state,” province, and '
country, is naintained rn the MJFON admnistrative offices.

Astronony and the study of the UFO phenonenon have been at tines al-
most syronymous.  MJUFON has direct nenber relationship wth anateur
astronony clubs and societies as another neans of |dent|f3/_| ng unusual
ancmalies in our skies. As in the case of the Amateur Radi o Network,
each Sate Astronony QGoup has a Drector coordinating its activities.

S nce 1970, one of the haj or activities of MFON has been the Sponsor_-
ship of an annual MJFON UFO SYMPCHI UM where national |y known scientists,
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engi neers, and authors lecture on their particular specialization or con-
tritbutions to resolving this perplexing scientific dilemma, |n order to
provi de a pernmanent record of the presentations, the copyrighted proceed-
Ings are published annually for worldw de distribution.

MUFON, through its vast network of Sate Drectors, Provincial Drectors,
Sate Section Directors, Consultants, Saff, and Feld Investigators

has volunteered its support and cooperation to the CENTER FCR UFO SO ES
as a field investigating team CUFOS IS a free association of scien-
tists, engineers, and other professionals under the direction of Or. J. .
Al en Hynek, forner nsultant to the thited Sates Air Force on Uhi den-
tified Hﬂg (hj ects. S nce the gloals and obj ectives of MJCN and t he
CEI\Irl;El?tlr:] O ES are conpatible, the two organizations conpl enent
each ot her. | - -

Inorder that only qualified, competent, and sincere peopl e may become
invol ved, nenbership in MIFONis by invitation of one of the Drectors
previously named. | an organi zation, MFCN firny believes that con-.
centrated and continuous scientific study by dedicated researchers in
various rel ated fields will provide the ul ti mate answer to the UO enig-
ma. ~Since a sincere interest in resolving the UFO phenonenon is a prine
requi renent for nenbership, nany diversified categories of positions are
available. . They are onsultant;” State, Provincial, or National Director;
Sate Section or Provincial Section Drector; Fieid Investi ator;: Re-
sear ch Special i st;: Amateur Radio Qperator; Astronony; Held |nvestigator
Trainee; Translator; UFONews dipping Service; and Gontributing Sub-,
scriber (for those peopl e who support the activities of MJON and desire
to have a subscription to THE MJFON UFO JOURNAL, but do not want to par-
ticipate actively in UFO research). - - ) o

THE MUFON UFO JOURNAL (fornerly SKYLOOK), the official nonthly publica-
tion of the MJTUAL UFO NETWORK, IS our nost significant neans of sharing
details of UFO sighting reports and vital infornation related to the
henonenon with our nenbers throughout the world. THE MUFON UFO JOURNAL
taa established itself as one of The |eading UFO nagazines in the Vrld
oday.

The annual MJUFON nenber shi p dues_of $12.00 includes a subscription to

our nonthly nagazine. Snce MIFCN is basically an adult organization
and a Feld Investigator nust be a |east 18 years of age, a special stu-
dent nenbership of $10.00 is available for those peopl € who are 17 years
of age or younger, wth applicabl e assignnents. | - -

A menbership identification card wll be issued to each MJFON nenber up-
on approval of the "Application for Menbership" formand receipt of an-
nual dues. If a nenbership application is not approved when submtted,
the annual dues wll be imed ately refunded. -

Al applications for membershoisp, JORNAL subscriptions, renewals, etc,,
should be mailed to MJF 103 0ldtowne Road, Seﬁuin, Texas 78155 USA
Snce the study of the . phenonenon is frequently a famly affair,
menbers in the sane famly; that is, identical honé addressés, nay el ect

-6
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to receive only one copy of THE MUFON UFO JORNAL each nonth. Wen one
menber in the famly subscribes at the regul ar $12.00 dues rate, addi-
tional people in the sane famly may be CN nenbers for only $4.00
each if th?}_ soadﬁ\lw?_nate when submtting their dues. A sanple copy of
THE MUFON UFO J may be purchased for $L Q0.

|f you are- interested in hel ping to resol ve the WO phenonmenon, which

has” been potentially identified as "the greatest nystery of 9ur tine"

Kgu are invited to Vol unteer your services and talent to the Mutual UFO
twork —the fastest growng UFO investigative organization in the

wor [ d today.
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A SURVEY OF CE3K REPOR_TS FOR 1977

Presented by

'TED BLOECHER
ABSTRACT

A ose encounter, Type Ill, reports (CEIII's) for 1977 are revi ewed
and |isted systenmaticall'y. A brief background on the historical prece-
dents for CEIII reports 1S given, and cases are reviewed statistically
by nonth, by time of day, geographically,and bx the types of association
between entities and objects. Exanples fromthe case material illustrate
speci al features, such as ground traces, aninal reactions, Physlcal_ f-
fects, communication, and other particular features. Atable listing all
of the AAII reports now known for 1977 is included, which provides a
nunber of specific pieces of information, .including date, tine, |ocale,

W tness nanes, nunber and height of entities, and other special features.
Case references are provided for each case.

|. Introduction and Background

As of My 1, 1978, the Humanoid Sudy Goup (HSG)Thadcollected a
total of 60 CHIl reports for 1977, describing encounters wth unknown
bei ngs associ ated, in nost cases, wth a UFQ ~ As in previous years,
descriptions of appearance and behavior varied wdely, while certain
other features were found to conformto simlar patterns.

These cases are a fair sanple of (HII reports fromall over the
world. In his address before the MJON Synposiumin Kansas dty five
ears ago, Dr. J. Alen Hynek described a paradoxical situation "V
ave too nany sightings, not too few . . . W are, frankly, enbarrassed
y our riches."2 He was referring, of course, to UFOreports in general,
but the sane renark applies to Il reports in spades. The UFO case
material for humanoid reports, as plentiful as it is, nmakes up a very .
legitimate subset of UFO case material, and no matter how the researcher
may flinch at its high-strangeness and contradictory nature, the reports
must be investigated, collected and anal ysed al on[g wth all other aspects
of the phenormenon. The objective student can no [onger fail to see the

T The Hinanoid Sudy Goup was forned in 1974 by David Wbb and Ted

B oecher, and is associated wth MJON and the Center for UFO Sudi es.

The HSG's computerized catal ogue of hunmanoid reports (HumCat) now con-

g]ai ns m)rtehthan I1500 specific case entries dating back to 18% and from
over the worl d.

- 2 MJFON Synposi um Proceedi ngs, 1973, ‘Kansas dty, Mo., published by MJFQN
103 Oldtowne Road, Seguin, Texas 78155. ,
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hi gh data-yield inherent in CEIII reports. They provide the researcher

Wtﬂt uanglttatlve information that is not available in reports of random
nig ights. '

Reports of humanoid entities are as old as the UFO report itself.
At least three reports exist in newspapers in the United States report-
ing the first wave of "flying saucers" in 1947.3 Ffty years earlier,
the great "airship" wave produced hundreds of sightings that were re-
orted in many newspapers throughout the country. Mre than 60 of
hese describe the "aeronauts” that were seen along with their "airship. "
Throug?h the years many retrospective reports of hunanoid entities have
been Tiled with researchers around the world, suggesting that there is,
i ndeed, a large body of unreported data describing CHII experiences

prior to 1947.

Humanoi d reports evoke a high enotional reaction. Comon Sense
tells us, of course, that such experiences can't SOSSI bly be true. Even
so, the reports persist and multiply, and the problemjust won't go a-
way. For a Tong time nmany serious |nv_est|ﬁat ors and sone organizations
dealt only gingerly —if at all --"- wth hunanoid reports, after applying
usual Iy subjective criteria for acceptance. Today, we are faced wth"
the possibility that these are the very reports that hold the key to the

nystery.

In spite of the strong negative response CHII reports generate, _
they provide a kind of Oylare— selected case nmaterial for which nmundane expl a-
nations are largely inadequate. These are close-range encounters, uSu-
ally wth an apparently constructed and intelligently operated device
that often | eaves traces or other physical effects upon the landscape,
peopl e and nachinery. Such reports can be accounted for in only three
ways:

1. As a hoax —either the witness is lying, or he is the victim
of someone else's practical joke.

. 2. As an hallucination, or a psychotic delusion —in the case of
miltiple witnesses, the equally nysterious "mass hallucination." _

3. As a "real" experience —that is, the wtness regorts his per-
ception of the event as accurately and honestly as he is able.

If we surmse that the phenonenon is "real," and the objects, in
fact, are artificial devices under sone kind of intelligent control, it
Is not illogical to expect that at sone point the "intel Ilgences" oper -
ating themmght be observed. This is, of course, precisely the case.
It follows that such reports ought to bear our closest —and nost care-
fu — serutiny.

5 \Wrcester (Mass.) Daily Telegram, IJuIy 7, 1947; Tacoma (Wash.) News--
Tribune , July 8, 1947; and_The Houston Post, July 9, 1947.

4 See Jacobs, David M chael . " The UFO Controversy in Aneri ca, Indiana
Lhiversity Press, 1975, pp. 5-34 (Chapterl: "The Mstery A rship")
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Prelimnary anal yses of CEIII reports indicate that certain features
of apf)earance- and behavi or occur repeat ed| % By ferreting out recurring
details we may find significant patterns that wll eventually help us to
under stand t hé phenomenon. Dealing obj ectlvel)é W th reports” nmeans that
a systenatic nethod of handling material nust be devised. There are three
essential steps of procedure: ,

1. Oollection of the data, with enphasis on first-hand naterial .
2. Qgani zation of the data, with a retrievable filing system
3. Analyses of the reports.

| nvestigation, of course, falls into the first category. It doesn't
take |ong to di scover that our "embarrassment of riches" is a natter of
quantity nore than quality. We need better case material and to get this
we need nore thorough investigations. UWitil now nethods have been
haphazard, wth few stringent guidelines to adhere to. W have had to
depend upon the resourceful ness of the individual investigator. V¢ need
a central clearing house where CHII naterial can be coll'ected and organ-
| zed. The Humanoid Sudy Goup would like to fill that gap, but this
wll require better communications between it and the nany investigators
and organi zations now col | ecting such nmaterial.

~In organi zi n% case naterial, we have found that the precise relation-
ship of the reported entity to the object presunably transporting it is
not al ways cl earlg{ specified, or considered inportant. \¥ believe other-
Wi se, and so we devised the followng classification system based upon
the association of entity and object; .

Type A° Entity seen inside object only, through doors, ports,
clear” dome, etc. AsSociationis explicit.

Type B Entity observed getting in/out of object. Associ at i on
Is again explicit. :

Type Cc: Entity observed in imediate vicinity of UFQ but not
seen getting in or out. Associationis inplicit.

Type D: Enti ut:y observed i ndependent of an ob{ ect, although there
is UFO activity inthe area at that time. Association
| S circumstantial.

Type E: Entity obser ved indepéndent of UFQ, W’th no evi dence of
UFO activity in the area at that tine.

Type F: Some manner of comunication experi enced during a cl ose
encounter, although no entities are actually observed.
Type G: Wtness experiences an "on-board" situation, either
voluntary or by abduction. Entities nay or may not be
- present,” but their presence is inplicit, if not explicit.
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The third stage of study requires the assistance of professional
peopl e fromvarious disciplines. It also requires that our data re-
trieval be facilitated by sone sophisticated nethod, such as the com
puterized catal og Ir. David Saunders has organized for his file of UFO
references, WQGt. The .HSGnowhas in effect the prelimnary phase of
its own conputerized program HumCat (for Humanoid Catalogue). The
system now contains nore than 1700 specific case references and wl|
eventual |y provide us with a variety of specific data bits that can be

used in conparative anal yses.

Because CEIII reports contain such a high strangeness content and
the general reaction to the reports is so enotionally charged, it is
especi al |y necessary for the researcher to be able to suspend judgnent.
This does not nean abandonnent of critical selectivity. The data ob-
viously contain some hoaxes as well as some ms-identifications and de-
|usions. These are bound to occur and in the majority of cases first-
hand inquiries wll usually identify themas such. But for nany of
the reports, we lack sufficient data to draw neani ngful concl usions at
present.” They seemto defy understanding al onP conventional lines. The
best we can do 1S investigate carefully and collect reports systenatical -
|y, using conmon sense as our guide, and to refrain fromdraw ng a priori
conclusions. This is no snall task for the UFO researcher. -

[I. The 1977 Hunanoi d Reports

.~ Table ne lists last year's known reports (as of M 1% i n chrono-
“l'ogical sequence, wth Casé Nunbers to the left. It lists the date,
time, place, the nunber and nanmes of w tnesses (except when anonymty
i s requested), and the |ast nanes of the known investigators. TO the
right each case is assigned its Type of Association (letters Ato and
gives the duration, the nunmber of objects, nunber of entities, height

of entities, their distance (mninmum fromthe wtness, basic effects
(coded), indication of communication and the sources. There are four
graphs illustrating Monthly Ostribution, Hourly Dstribution (by 24-

hour clock), D stribution by Type of Association, and D stribution by
Sze of Entities. Smlar graphs for 1976 cases (pregared | ast year for
the International UFO Congress in Chicago, sponsored by FATE Magazine),
are included for conparative purposes. The 1977 figures are current as
8f %1, 1978. The figures in the 1976 graphs are current as of June

CGeogr aphi cal Distribution: The 60 reports for 1977 break down into
an even 30 donestic and 30 foreign cases. &Domastlc reports are for the:
- contiguous North American continent, north of Mexico.) C 30 donestic
cases, 16 are located east of the Mssi SSIN%pI R ver and 14 to the west.
(See Map of the U.S.) The tier of Rocky Muntain states is notably de-
void of any cases for 1977. Repeater situations occurred in California,
Arizona, Nebraska, New York and Massachusetts. Conpare |ast year's '
distribution wth that of 1976, on the map for that year.

: The balance of 30 foreign reports are divided between Latin Arerica
and Europe, with 8 Latin American reports (that include Mexico and
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Puerto R co) and 22 fromEurope. Qeat Britain, with a total of 14 re-
orts, reflects the wave of UFO activity that has occurred there since
he end of 1976. Wles alone had 7 reports, with another 6 from Engl and
and. one from Scotland. Two reports each fromFrance, Italy and Spain.
Norway and West Ger many cIr)rovyde one report each. Latin Anerica, Xl CO
and Puerto R co each had a single CEIITI report. ‘Chile and Wuguay al so
each . had one, and two reports cane fromboth Brazil and Venezuel a. |
Foreign reports, which ordinarily take longer to surface, wll probably
eventual | y out nunber donestic reports for 1977. The wave of 1977 inci-
dents in Geat Britain wll contribute the largest foreign source of re-
ports.. . . : : . . - :

Dstribution by Month; Reports for the 12-nonth period average a-
bout five per month except for three notabl e exceptions.. There are two
peak nonths (April and August) averaging 10 cases, and one. nonth (Cctober)
Wi th no reports to date at all. As new cases surface, this distribution
wll probably be altered, although perhaps not significantly.

. Dstribution by Tinme of Day:" On the 24-hour clock (see Gaph Two),
. we find the evidence of a nocturnal phenonenon is once again overwhel m
ing. This has been consistent throughout the years.. Note that the peak
period falls between 11 p.m and 3 am This Is a rather marked de-
parture fromthe 1976 distribution, in which tw definite peaks emnerged,
one just prior to mdnight andthe other between 2 and 3 am This

doubl e peaking before and after midnight appears to be nore or |ess con-
sistent in earlier exanples and we anticipate that when a.more conpre-
hensive total has been collected for 1977, a simlar profile wll emnerge.

- Distribution by Type of Association; It is especially interesting
here to conpare the di'stribution for the two years, 1976 and 1977. The
| argest ‘group in 1977 are Type C reports, in which entities are seen
near an object, but not observed getting in or out. Wth nore precise
informati on on sone of the foreign reports, wherethis detail is si r’r[I)_Iy
overl ooked, it is possible that sonme of those reports now listed as Type
C would probably be reassigned as Type B. Wth that in mnd, the distri-
bution for the two years is quite similar. Note, for example, that Tyﬂe
G reports (abductions or "on-board" experiences) run about one-fifth the
total nunber of reports. for each year. Type E cases for 1977 ﬁreports
of entities wth no UFO activity) predomnate, and it is possible that
sone of these cases mght be reéassigned to Type D, providing that some
record of local UFO activity can be found. -

~Sorting by Entity Size: As indicated in Gaph Four, the norm for
those Teports Wiere entity hei ?ht_s are available once a?aln appears to
be in the normal human range of five to six feet. ~For the careful reader
who has noted a total of 63 in the 1977 statistics for 60 cases, this can
be explained by the fact that in at least three reports there was a mx
of sizes anong the reported entities. :

I1l.  cCase IllUstrations of Specific Details

-~ Beginning wth the T¥pes of Association between entities and objects,
we list bel owan exanple for each Type, Ato G fromthe 1977 case sanples.,
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Case 8, Tucson, AZ, Feb. 10, Type A, "The cylindrical side, between
the top and bottom end curvatures, was transparent, and they could see
the bright light which first attracted their attention sitting on the
bottomof this transparent section. . . .Thetransparent front section
of the capsul e had dark vertical bars running fromtop to bottomof the
space enclosing the fire. Behind the bars crouched a human- shaped
figure, all over %r?/ in color, that |ooked puffed-up, |ike a ball oon,
except (that) it had ridges or rings of the sane substance running a-
round the appendages, |ike paddi ng, or like space suits have. No facial
features were observed and no hands or feet were noticed at the ends of
the appendages. The figure was standing in the small, close-fitting
cabin in a crouched position with his hands (or where his hands shoul d
have been) slightly forward and just above the knees, as though he were
hol ding sone kind of controls in each hand. No controls were seen, how
ever." (Fomthe APROBuUlletin, Xxv-7, pp. 1-2.) (See FHg. 3.) '

Case 42, Pelham, GA. August 6, Type B, "A nost as soon as the
craft st ogp_ed its descent, a hatch opened and out came five definitely
humanoid bei ngs. They were very beautiful and shapely beings, two
wonen and three nales. Their skin was powderpuff white, alnost bl ood-
less it was so white. Their noses were snmall and turned up at the end.
Their ears were sharp and they had no neck, their heads sitting directly
on their shoulders. They were conpletely hairless with no trace of body
hair anywhere, even on their heads. The individual who appeared to be
the group | eader emerged fromthe hatch first, stepping hesitantly arid
tentatively to the ground, as if this were the first tine he had touched
the earth and was unsure about what woul d happen. Fi nding the ground
secure, he notioned for (the) others to follow and the four other human-
oids quickly energed fromthe hatch. Two sentries al most sinmultaneously
appeared on"top of the ship. Two of the beings, one nale and one fenale,
\QAuere tnuc{% )The other three were clothed. . ." (Camlla, Ga., Enterprise,
gus . :

~ (Gase 1, Mntreal. P.Q., Jan. 6. Type C Seated at her w ndow, the
W tness "saw a Tumnous White formenerge slowy into a clear part of
the sky. The object was arriving in the bl ock of houses #ust at the
sout heast corner of rues Casgrain and Beaubien. It came fromthe north,
about 5 neters above the roofs. She was imrediately surprised, know ng
of nothing [ike this 'oyster' with lights on it. The object, which seem
ed white when she first sawit, now appeared to be of a silvery netal.
Its form oval, very flat and bul [n% on the top side, carried at its
base a row of four or -five white lights, not of strong intensity, Which
seened to her to encircle the 'oyster.' She sawvery distinctly the UFO
arrive at the alleyway (next to) a row of apartnent houses across the
street. However, the UO stopped as soon as it had reached this point
and, wthout any transition, it descended directly, she thought, upon
the roof. The object was quickly hidden by the wall of the 3-story
building's facade. , nly a second was requi red before two persons ap-

eared, evidently having cone fromthe object. Mme. Ml boeuf did not,
nowever, see thememnerge fromit. They reached the facade of that build-
“ing and went diagonally, one after the other, to the corner of the roof
of the adjacent apartment building. At this point they appeared side
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by side. They aPﬂear ed very tall (perhaps two neters) and very thin,
with long arns; eir way of walking did not seem abnormal. ey wore
white one-piece garnents, and they were illumnated by the reflected

~light of a night when snow covers everything. . . ."  (Fom UO Quebec
#9, 1977, pp. 6-7. Translation by A.D. Mebane.) - .

. Cases 36,37 & 41. Lindley. N.Y., Late July & August 1, Type D

Wth repeated humanoi d encounters on July 23, July 25 and agarn on-

August 1, there cane attendant reports of UFOs in the same area at about
“the sane tinme. For exanple, "on July 28, 1977, at 1:00 AM Janine's

f at her _ﬁJani.ne was involved in the July 23 and Aug. 1 CEIII cases —th),
38, amllwight, observed an orange, doned disc, uniformy illuminated,
for about one mnute. Svaller in size than the noon, the disc 'glided*
infromlowin the south, hovered over a neighbor's property, and ex-
tingui shed suddenl ¥ ..." There were .additional non-humanoid observations
during the month of August in the Lindley area. (I.U.R.II1-9, pp. 5-7.)

Case 39. Lake Mohegan, N.Y., Dec. 20. Type E "He (the wtness —th)
turned The corner of the NOUSE, [O00K about TT1Vve steps and i mrediately -
heard a quiet gurgling-type sound. At this point his flashlight went
out for no apparent reason. (The batteries were only a day or two old.)
Joe imedi ately observed two di mly outlined silhouettes no nore than 8
feet distant. e was approxinately 10 feet tall and the other 4% to 5
feet in height —both at least four feet wde. The general contour of.
the silhoueftes suggested a feathery-type surface. Joe had the inpression
that both of themwere noving towards hi mwith a swaying notion. Alarmed,
he threw his flashlight at the 10-foot object and heard a noise as it - :
came in contact wth it.. Joe is very definite about this. He observed
a flash of blue light at the sane instant. Joe turned and ran back into
the house. . ." (Fomthe prelimnary report of Fred Dennis to the
Center for UFO Studies, dated January 22, 1978.)

Case 10, Pleasanton, ND . early March. Type F; "The wonan said she
was awakened early In the norning 'about {WO V\ee%s ago' by flashing red,

n
reen and white lights shining through her bedroom window.” 'I felt ex-

austed and strange,' she said, 'I couldn't seemto nmove —like | was
hypnotized or sonething. I'musually the kind of person who jumps ri ?ht
up to see what is going on. | thought | was imagining things. en -

heard PeQP| e talking about the lights,' she continued. ‘'Atfirst |
thought it was ny children but when | asked themlater they said they
hadn't heard or Sseen anything. husband didn't either.'” The lady” .
said that when she first sawthe lights she thought it was an energency
vehicle of some sort. Then she remenbered her backyard was situated SO
-there was no way to see any lights fromthe street; especially since a.
high fence surrounds the yard.™ (The Minot, N.D., News, March 15, 1977.)

Case 15. Tucson, Ariz., April &4, Type G: "VélI, now this is when
| wenf ITnto a state of shock. There's a ot of things between now and

when | got aboard the ship that | don't precisely recall. He nust have
been wthin six feet of ne when he spoke,” and he said, 'I amOleel. |

want to talk wth you, come wth me,” And | --ah, | just did, and | .
don't renmenber precisely how !l got inside the ship.. But the next menory
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| have is of being inside the ship, so there had to have been a door,
because | got inside. . .Ithink | was maybe forward of him as if he
was shepherding ne. . .Idon't renmenber stepping in, | just remenber
being inside. . .well, it seened to be the central room because over
here there's a panel of things, you know, and. . .therewas another one
of them (like Onleel_--tb? at the panel, and then there's four others,

but snaller, maybe like fenales, that are around the place. . . .When
we went in, this part was the control roomhere, and there's a little
room here, and we wal ked through the control room into this other room
and then he sat me down and offered ne a drink, which | declined. . . ."
(FFomthe account of KQ as recorded by Fred Dennis on Sept. 7, 1977
in one of two lengthy interviews.) (See Fgure 6.)

Descriptions of Grnents; A veriety of descriptions of clothing
worn Dy the entitres can be found in CEIII reports. Again and again,
however, the description of a tight-fitting coverall, or junp-suit type
garnent, is evident. The colors vary, but white or silver predom nate.

- (Case 11, McNatt, Mo., March 5: "He had a green suit or sonething
on. . .itToOKed TTKe a--well, what it |ooked like to ne, he had a pair
of green coveralls, that'swhat it |ooked like. . .Itwas |oose, you
know, pretty | oose. And then he had this cap on. . .hadit pulled so
tight there wasn't a winkle in his cap or nothing. . . ." (Transcnﬁt
of Bob Pratt interviewwth Lonnie Stites, My 7, 1977, courtesy of the
investigator.)

Case 31, Qystal. Lake. I1l., June 12: "They had on their head a
gl ass bubbl'é helmet. A metal that Tooked |ike a silver ring connected
the bubble to their uniform . The uniformwas a dark green netallic
that shimered like silver. . .theirbodies were thin and snall in size.."
(Fomthe witness's letter to M. Douwe Bosga, February 8, 1978, courte-
sy of the Center.) (See Figure 5.) :

.Case 23. near Dale, Wles, April 24; "He said it |looked like a
man in a sifver suit, It was aboul seven to eight feet tall and three
feet wde. It was in the shape of a human but I'ts face was black wth
no features. . ." (Liverpool Iy Post, April 26, 1977, courtesy of
John Rimmer.) ‘

_ Case 43, near Sturno, Italy, August 30; "They saw a humanoid
figure, over two neters tall, wearing a silTver, close-fitting coverall
and with a helnet on the head. . . .Bothw tnesses noticed two inter-
mttent and orange lights instead of eyes, inside the helnet. . . .
V(JPte)[Dsgnal report by Francesco Izzo, Cct. 9, 1977, courtesy of David

e .

Ground Traces: |In at least ten of the 60 reports for |ast year
ioanla kind of ground traces were reported. A sanple of these cases
(o] OwWSs?:

Case 2, Harrah, Wash., Jan. 19; "They examned the back yard and
found in the long grass a circular inpression about 10 feet in dianmeter
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in whichthe (tgrass_ in.the mddl e was whirledup, and (they) also observ-
ed the marks the aides had seen. The circle was easily visible from
t he wi ndow of the house next door. . .Thecircle was still clearly visi-
ble when M. Cantu arrived hone that evening fromwork. . . ."

(Toppeni sh, Wash., Review January 26, 1977.) (See Figure 2.)

Case 3. Santa Rosa. Venezuela, Jan. 23; "According to w tnesses,
marks were left in the ground by the landing gear. A g?reasy granul ar
material was also left on the ground after the UFO had Teft.” . . .

FR XXII1-1, p. 13, qu. H Nacional, H Llhiversal and Utinmas Noticas,
racas, Jan. 24, 1977.)

Case 28. . Brides, Wales, May 15: "The adults searched around in -
the grass. . .and di scovered sone very large footprints which had clear-
ll% ri%t been made by the children. . .° ." T{BUFORAJournal, VI-5, pp.

-)

Case 35. Quebradillas, P.R., July 120 "The wtness's son, Rafael
Edgardo, 15, found fracks The next day which he thought had been |eft
by the humanoid. Another track left on the ground néar the street was
destroyed by curious tpeopl e and by rain before it could be phot ographed.
Qur investigation of the site four days after the event found no physi-
cal traces. . . ." (Specia report by Sebastian Robi ou Lenmarche, courte-
sy of the investigator. Translation by A.D. Mebane.) (See Fgure 7.)

Case 49, lLake Mohegan, N.Y. . Dec. 20; "After his wfe had left for
work~JOoe got up and Shortly thereaiter went outside for the ﬁurpose of
retrieving his flashlight. ~ Upon rounding the corner of the house two
sets of nysterious inpressions in the snow were visible extending from
close to the spot where the flashlight lay all the way to and throu%_h
a six-foot fence surrounding a sw mnn? pool. The impressions led di-
rectly into the shallow end of the pool where they stopped abruptly."
(FFom Fred Dennis' report of Jan. 22, 1978, courtesy of the investigator.)

Ani mal Reactions: Effects upon aninmals -at or near the scene of a
UFO encounter are common. e nust conclude that if the wtness hinself
is hallucinating or suffering froma delusion, the aninals affected in
such cases sonehow share thr's affliction. _

Case 13, Pen-Y-Cwm, WMl es, Mrch 13; Upon encountering a strange
humanord frgure on the Tane Teading to his home, Sephen Taylor, after
taking an invol unt arAY swng at the stranger, turned and ran all the V\a%/
home 1n fright. "Anost nore upset than the 17-?/ear-old shop assi stan
that ni ?ht was his pet pomeranian do%. A nornal [y affectionate aninal,
It snarled at himwhen he went into the house. 'Iwent towards it to
pat it, but | couldn't get near it,' he recalled. 'Itshair was stand-
Ing on end. | can't explain it.' The dog was so upset, in fact, that
it had to be put out of the house, but the next norning it was back to
nornal ." Awon. "Saucery in Vst Wales;" (bserver Magazine, 19 June
1977, p. 21, courtesy of David Edge, M.A., Ph.D.) -

Case 16. Gorham, N.H., April 4, "Ms. Fortier said the dog began
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to whinper and she felt extrene heat fromthe craft. . . .Shesaid the
dog was agitated all evening and even noww ||l not [et her go to the
area alone." (Report by Lorraine Duchesne, Sept. 1, 1977, courtesy of
. the investigator.)

~ Case 35, Quebradillas, P.R., July 12: "Hnally, the phenomenon

di sappeared, but not Deforé alT the neighbors had noted that the cattle
of the farmhad 'gone crazy,' running fromone place to another and
lowng. Several dogs in tﬁe nei ghbor hood, including the wtness's
bitch 'Luly,' were barking frantically at the dark form" (Fomthe
investigator's report, see above.)

Physical Effects: |n a nunber of reports from 1977, physi cal
effects by the witness (es) were noticed during or followng the en-
counter. ~The follow ng are random exanpl es. :

Case 4, Prospect, Ky. , Jan. 27; "Wen Lee arrived hone, his nother
met himat The door and said, ' What' s wong wth your eyes?' Lee |ook-
ed inthe mrror and saw that the whites were entirely bl oodshot.

There was consi derabl e pai n whi ch continued, though to a |esser degree,
that evening." (Hom Carla Rueckert's report, published in the AP
Bulletin., XXv-7; FSR XXIII-3; and I.U.R. II-4.) (See Fgure 1.)

Case 16, Gorham, N.H., April 4: ", . .shefelt extrene heat from
the craft. . '. .Sheclains that she watched the craft for about fifteen
mnutes and then it took off strai %ht up and headed south. She ran to
t he house and when she got there she said her face and | egs were red
fromthe heat. . ." (FomM. Duchesne's report, see above.)

Case 34, Coeur d'Alene, Ida., June 20: "(n the next norning she
woke W TH a severe headache Wwnich persisted for a day or two. . . .
Later, she and her daughter puzzled over a 'scar' (approxinately in
t he shape of a wheel w th spokes, about one centimeter -- 4 in. --in
di aneter) which was |ocated on the back of her left shoulder." (APRO
Bulletin, XXVI-5, p. 1) (See Fgure a)

Case 54. Paciencia, Brazil. Sept. 30; "That Friday night his
bowel S weré 1Toose and he Telt miserable. The next day, Saturday, he
was still very ill and mssed work. Sunday was the same...The Mnday
that he was at the bus conmpany and experiencing the burning feeling,
the conmpany nurse wanted to give hima transquilizing injection but
he refused, afraid that it would make hi mworse. The personnel at
the clinic thou%;ht he had gone nad and ropes were brought to constrain
himand he was taken to the hospital where it was generally thought he
was nmad because he babbl ed about UFGs. . . .Antoniowas surprised when
the hospital doctors pronounced himnornal despite his extrenme dis-
confort. . . .Also. Antonio was registering a high fever (about 103
degrees Fahrenheit) which could have been dangerous to himhad it
persisted.” ( Bulletin xXXvi-4, p. 4.) e Figure 9.)

QGommuni cation;  Communi cation between entities and wtness(es), or
overheard by a wtness as it was exchanged between two or nore entities,
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was reported in at least 22 of the cases for 1977.° Various methods were
I nvol ved includi ng verbal exchanges overheard by the witness, both -
conpr ehensi bl e and incomprehensible, as wel| as a. variety of audible
sounds. In at least ten cases sone formof telepathic comunication was
" ‘involved. |In one case a sound, similar to the scraping of sandpaper, was
heard comng fromthe direction of one of three rather nonolithic enti-
ties and was presuned to be sonme sort of attenpted communication (Case
4). In another, a series of inmages or noving pictures appeared on the
interior wall of the UFO show ng various scenes involvi nP the w tness
hinsel f (Case H4). The exanpl es bel ow are divided roughly into two
groups —audi ble (or verbal; and tel epathic communi cati on. '

Case 36, Lindley. N.Y., July 23: "Ataller figure than the rest

was next seen standing near the Tight on the hill; he called out wth
an "oooh, oooh" sound and the others in the field all returned to him
Five mnutes later, they all returned to the field." (I.U.R., II-9,
P. |

Case 37, Lindley, N.Y., July 25, "A nunber of simlar humanoids
moved aboul their ﬁroper_ty and could be heard on their rooftop. The
hurran_oi d§ made a chattering sound. Al were gone by 5 am" (I.U.R.,
op. cit. : : : ' -

~ Case 16, Gorham, N.H., April 4; "She said there was a garble of
voices Inside the crait that sounded |ike 'adozen (B radios all talking
at once' and she couldn't understand anything that was said." (M.
Duchesne's report.) ,

Case 42, Pelham. Ga., Aug. 6; "During the examnation, the beings
had continuously emitted hi gh-pitched gibberish which nust have been
conversation. (ne of the fenales seened to repeat a phrase whi ch sound-
ed like 'Jupiter.' The voices were very shrill. The two nales seemed-
to be discussing sonething, as if they were trying to deci de whether or
not to take Dawson with them" (Camilla Enterprise, Aug. 10.)

Case 45, Sturno. Italy, Aug. 30: "Wth its eyes, it blinked out
messages in a MrsSe-1iKe code. We couldn't. understand the nessages,
but the rhythmwas a regular pattern as if it was trying to communicate.
Then it tried wth high-pitched sounds, like radio —again in a Mrse
form —before changing to a low pitch like an airplane engine." (Fom
Egel National Enquirer, Feb. 28, 1978 in an account by John Checkley and
ul House.) : oo :

Case 6, Concord, Calif., Feb. 2; "Suddenly he was in the Shlf. :
He asked what was happening, and telepathically he was told the aliens
were on a 'missionto study life habits on earth.'" (FHomthe Concord,
Calif., Transcript. Feb. 2.)

. Case 4. Qouer d'Alene, Ida., June 20: " ichél Is then asked to
sit down rtpiease.’ She was happy fthat the nan said 'please' —although
he never said anything —she heard it in her mnd. . .Then she wonders
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if he has a nane and 'hears' SHOVAN. She -thought: !Shovan?'-and .he
E(:Sogrected her: 'SHOVAR.'" (APROBulletin, XXVI-5, p. 3.) (SeeFigure

Case 44, near Pender, Neb., Aug. 12; "The next thing he knows is
that he1s Tn This strange roomwth four walls with.a pattern of white
lines on a black background and a simlar ceiling and floor. There is
nobody with him There are no doors or windows. He is sitting on a
stool "and suddenly hears a voice. Then he iS being questioned by sorre-
one (invisible) telepathically about math, counseling (Larry is a
counselor), religion and after this he is invited .tojoin their form of

existgnce. . « " (Personal communication from Douwe Bosga, Feb. 22
1978. :

Case 48, Guadalajara _Spain Dec. 18; "In a roonwapproxinaté]y 14
meters in dianeter, e S of which were like crystal or plastic

Herrero remained for approximately three hours talking tele athica!ly
wth the beings. . . ."m (Fomthe Spanish News Servi ce, EFé? Madri d,

Dec. 25.)

Reports of Unipeds; Anong the 1977 cases are two reports in which
the ent1TieS obServed were unipedal, rather than bi pedal, as.in nost
humanoid reports. (ne report of this particular feature would be un-
usual enough: two reports constitute a semi-wave. (nhe occurred in .
North Arerica and the other in South Anerica, each with little. attendent
gubI|C|ty, so it would be difficult to inagine that one report gave

irth to the other. (See Figures 2 and 9? ,

Case 2, Harrah, Wash., Jan. 19, "He told his nother he had seen
two reenlsﬁ_creafures about three feet tall, who rotated on a base in-
stead of having feet, and two 'steely' crafts in which two other
creatures were sitting. He clained that one craft rested in the back
yard and the other on a flat section of the roof of the house."
(ToppenishRevi ew, Jan. 26.)

Case 54, Paciencia, Brazil, Sept. 30: *"They had appendages for
arns which he conpared to elephants’ trunks, and which narrowed down to
pointed tips, resenbling one finger. Their bodies were made of a rough
subst ance resenbling scales. Antonio, when questioned, said he didn't
think the scales were ‘'armor,' for the robots moved around freely and
the 'scales' did not seemto inpede themin any way. The trunks were
rounded at the bottom ending in a single leg. Antonio's first im
pression was that they were sitting on sonething, but didn't feel this
was the case. This leg ended in a 'platform' the size and shape of a
saucer. Antonio conpared this |leg and 'platform' to the stools utiliz-
ed on ships." (APRO Bulletin, XXVI-4, p. 2.)

- Runors and Hoaxes; FRunmors of crashed saucers and the recovered
bodi €s of Titile nen circul ated once again .during 1977, and in a con-
te prar¥ version of the old 1950's story, a runor circulated anong UFO
boffins that sometinme durln? March or April, near Lumberton, Ohio,
there was a crash-landing of a UFO near the junction of Routes 71 and 68.
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There were supposed to be sone casual ties am)nP t he occupants of the
craft, and local |aw enforcenent officials called in the mlitary to
handle the natter. Wen the Arny arrived on the scene, a confrontation
t ook pl ace between themand the Survivors when attenpts were nmade to
secure the bodies. 1Inthe ensuing fracas, eleven mlitary men were
killed. The alien corpses were said to have been secured, however, and
t_heP/ were taken to that now fanous deeﬁ freeze unit at Wight-Patterson
field where so nany earlier specinens have allegedy taken up residence.

The best-publicized and nost nendaci ous hoax of the year was spawn-
ed by the publishers of the nowdisreputable UFOrag, 0fficial UFQ and
concerned the "sacking of Chester, Illinois," on August 2, by UGE.

There has al ready been too nmuch witten about it. e second hoax,
denonstrating consi derabl e technical ability, occurred on Novenber 26
in England. 'Listeners in southern England were al arned when their evening
news broadcast was interrupted by a series of bl eeps, followed b?/ a
three-mnute nessage that was unschedul ed in the regul ar news. t began

wth a nal e voice speaking: "This is the voice of Asteron. | aman .
aut hori zed representative of the intergalactic mssion and | have a
message for the planet earth. . . " That nessage delivered, program

mng returned to normal. So far as | know, the culprits have not been
%ﬁpr ehended. The final hoax is one that got into the listing (Table

e) before | had any further word about the |ocal followup. Paul Cerny
has witten to ne to report that investigator Paul Kelley has determ ned
that Case 50, at Carmichael, California, is a hoax. As this is being
witten, reports are circuiating that the Paciencia, Brazil, abduction
of Sept. 30 (Gase 54) nmay be a hoax. Details are not now avail abl e.

Summng up the 1977 CEIII reports, they appear to bear a close
resenbl ance to the humanoid reports of earlier years, in nunber, distri-
bution and in their details of appearance and behavior. (ne feature
that became evident during 1977 was the fact that nore and nore Type G
reports ("on board" experiences and abductions) are surfacing in Wwhich
the conscious portion of the experience, as recalled by the wtness ,
E)r[ of t0 hypnosis, included no typical UFO nanifestation. However, sorme-

hing unusual enough to pronpt the wtness to investi%ate further did
occur, such as a nenory |apse, or a tine or place dislocation. Under
hypnosi s, the typical UFO abduction scenario then energed. This de-
vel opnent. may bé one of the nost inportant new keys to the understandi ng
of the WFO phenonenon. But nuch nore work must bé done, and better com
muni cations need to be established between serious researchers.
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Case Ref erences

Montreal Sunday Express, Jan. 9, 1977, Toronto Sun, Feb. 21, 1977,
Leduc, Marc, and FovilTe, Wdo. "A UFOon a House,", U-O Quebec
#9, pp. 6-10 (translated by A.D. Mebane).

Story, Frances. "Harrah Youth Reports UFGs with 'Greenish
Creatures,'" Toppeni sh (wWash.) Review, Jan. 26, 1977.

Da Silva, Mke. "WO Lands and Qccupants See in Venezuela," Fy-
ing Saucer Review, XXIII-1 (1977), p. 13 (quoting the Caracas news-
_%apers H Nacionale, H Universal, and U tinas Noticias, for Jan.

4, 1977). _ _
Rueckert, Carla, wth Hkins, Don. "Report of a dose Encounter
S ghting January 27, 1977," published in APRO Bulletin, XXV-7
January 1977), pp. 1-5; International UFO Reporter, II-4 (April

: 1877) pp. 6-7; and Flying Saucer Review, XXIII-3 {1977), pp. 15-

Taylor, Fon. "Qeenville Farner 'Contacted’ kl):y Bei ngs from Quter
Sﬁ_ace?", Qarksville (Tenn.) Leaf-Chronicle, Feb. 2, 1977 r(I\bte:
this reference contains a fewerrors, rncfuding the site of the
experience, which was near Cookeville, in central Tennessee, not
darksville —tb); personal communication fromLen Stringfield,
who interviewed the wtness by tel ephone on a nunber of occasions
followng the incident.

Anon.  "Hying Saucer Reported to Concord PD," Concord (Calif.)
Transcript, Feb. 2, 1977, p. 1.

Cardiff Wstern Miil. Feb. 7 - 9, 1977, London Daily Mail, Feb.

11, 19777 Anon. "Saucery I n WSt Wales," The ChSEerver Magazi ne.

19 June 1977, pp. 19-23; BUFCRA_Journal, VI-1 119772 11-14;  Jones
3E:usgh, Randal .  "Broad Haven School Report," FSR I1-1 (1977),
Anon. "Qccupant Case ‘4n Tucson," APRO Bul letin, XXV-7 (February

1977), pp. 1-2, 7.

Report of |. Brand to MUFON, Sept. 14, 1977, courtesy of \Walt
Andrus. '

Anon.  "Hypnotist's View of that UFO S ghting," Mnof ND) News,
Nar ch 15|:Vp1977_ g 9 (ND) News

Sanford, Robert. "UFO's in (zark Sky?", . Louis Post-D spatch,
May 1, 1977, Pratt, Bob. "dose Encounter Wth a Terrifying UFO,"
The National Enquirer. Jan. 10, 1978 copies of transcripts of Bob
Pratt's interviews of May 7, 1977, with Lonnie and Debbie Stites,
courtesy of the investigator.
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12. Personal conmunication fromPeter Rogerson, June 1, 1977, summari z-
ing the findings of the investigator, Lionel Beer.

13. London Sun. My 18, 1977;. The Cbserver Mgazi ne, 19 June 1977, p.
23, BUFORA Journal, VI-2, pp. 14-15; FSR XXIII-1 (1977), p. 6.

14. Steebs, Keta. "UFO Headquarters Calls Door Qounty UFO Sghting a
'Scout Craft'," Sturgeon Bay (wisc.) Advocate March 17, 1977

15. Report of Fred Dennis to the Center for UFO Studies, .Nov. 4, 1977
(courtesy of the investigator); transcripts of the investigator's
interviews of Sept. 7 and Sept. 19, 1977.

16. Report of M. Lorraine Duchesne (undated), courtesy of the investi-
gator.

17. Scott, Bernard D A ”\ﬁllag_ers Terrorized by UFGs and Horrifying
Humanoids," The National Enquirer, Novenber 23, 1977, p. 34

18. . Jones Puch, Randal |, and Holiday, F.w. "The Little Haven Hunanoi ds, "
- FSR XXIII-2 (1977), pp. 6-7, 15; The National Enquirer, op. cit.

19, E%;_F?_a)xxm-l (1977), p. 6 (quotingThe. V¥stern Telegraph, April 18,
7). -

20. Sossen. N na. "Have You Seen the Denon of Dover?", Dover-Sherborn
(Mass.) Suburban Press, May 19, 1977, p. 1. Assoclated Press wire
story from Dover, May 16, 1977, in many New England newspapers;
personal communi cati on fromLoren Coleman, June 12, 1977, Special
report, "The Dover Denon, by Wlter Webb, Sept. 13, 1977 (courtesy

- of the investigator); dark, Jerome. "The Dover Humanoid," Fate
Magazi ne, March 1978, pp. 50-55 (adaptation of M. Vebb's report).

21.  1bid.
22. |bid.

23. Anon. "Space C_blditg ina Slver Suit Dow on the Farm" Liverpool
Daily Post, April 26, 1977 (courtesy of John Rimmer); Wbod, Franklin.,
"Spacenmen Mystery of the Terror Triangle," The Sun. May 18, 1977,
?(XI I9I (fourtesg/ off INFQ; The (bserver Magazine, op.cit.; FSR

-1, p. 6.

24. Associated Press wire story from Santiago, Chile, My 23, 1977, in
rran{Fl\brth Anerican newspapers; Hoy, Mchael J. "Soldier Snatched
by UFO Loses Five Days of Hs Life —in Fifteen Minutes!", The

tional Enquirer, June 26, 1977, p. 33.

2. Angulo de Muntiel, Sa Snda. "Things That | Hear, See and Feel:
Eart hquake in Caracas from August 28 to Segt enber 28, 19772?",
Maracai bo (\enezuel @) Panorama, My 16, 1977. (Qourtesy of Ms.
Mm Hynek. (Translation by R chard Heiden.)
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26. Cabral, Luiz Augusto. "A 'Fiying Disc' Has taken an Ex—Soldier,"
Quritiba (Brazil) 0 Estado de Parana, May 5 and 6, 1977. Courtesy
of Ms. M m Hynek, (Translation by Ms. Hynek.)

27. K ng, Barry M "Landing at Hainault Seen by Police," FSR XXIII-2
- (1977), pp. 8- 11. .

28. BLFCF\’A Journal VI-5 (Jan /Feb 1978) pp. 15—16

29. | Randi es Jenny. "WO and Entity Reported from Morayshire," FSR
XXITI-4 (1977) pp. 7-8, AWARENESS VI-4 (Wnter 1977), p. 9.

30. - Anon. "Spacenen Touch Down-in W PRitt, Plttsburg (Callf.) Post-
Dispatch, May 23, 1977; Chapnan, Chuck 'Lie Tests for UFO
SlgEters," R chnond (Callf ) Independent, May 24, 1977, 1I. U R.
II-7 (July 1977), pp. 4-5; op. cit., II-10 (Qctober 1977), 7
(I\bte according to the investi gator there is the possi bi | | ty of

hoax in this case —tb.)

31, Witness's letter of Januar 29, 1978, to Dr. Al len Hynek;
© witness's letter-and sketches to Douwe Bosga, Feb. 8, 1978, report
by M. Ebsga, February 2, 1978 (courtesy of the J.nvestlgator')
32. . Personal co'm'mni cation from Peter Rogerson, January 27, 1978.

33. Fortean Tines. No. 23 (Autunm 1977), Robert J.M Rickard, ed., p. 7.

34.  APRO Bull etin, XXVI-5 (Novenber 1977), pp.’1- 3

35. @rcia Lopez; Robert o. "Grupo ve hombrecito verde," San Juan (P.R.)
Vocero, July 15, 1977, report of &. Sebastian Robi ou Lemarche,

cour t esy of the investigator (Translation by A.D. Mebane.-)

36. Personal- communication with Ted Philli ps, Jul y 25, 1977, 1.UR
11-9 (Sept enber 1977), pp. 57 ' o |

3 7 .lbid,

38. Buenos Aires (Argentlna) Cronica, August 14, 1977 (EFE from
Montividea), translati on by Jane Thomas.

39. Northern UFO Nevvs (Manchester Eng. ), No. 43 (1977) p 5.

- 40. Buenos Ares (Ngentlna) Cronica, Septenber 5, 1977 (BE from
Mexico City). _ Lo >

'4]1. See.Case 36.

42. Amon. "Od He? O Didn't He? Local Man Eyes Space Ship, Sees
- Aliens; Says Jimmy Hoffa Still Lives," Pelham (Ga.) Journal, Au- e

gust 11, 1977, p. 1, CGamlla (Ga.) Enterprise, August 10, 1977;
Qark, Jerome. "The Most Bi zarre UFO Encounter of the Year," __u:_O
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Report, V-3 (January 1978), pp. 12-13; report by B lly Rachels
{undated) submtted to MJFON, courtesy of VWlt Andrus.

Fortean Times, No. 23 (Auturfn 1977)',' quot i ng'the Hill Daily Mail,
August 10, 1977. — _

Copy of the detailed 8-pa e-Ietter_ sent to the Center for UFO
Studi es, dated Cctober 26, 1977, in which the wife of the subject
descri bes the two occasions (August 12 and Septenber 12) in which

-her husband unaccountably |ost over an hour, and the third occasion

(Septenber 27) in which he stops at a house and confers with its
i nhabi tants, wth attendant strange conditions too conplicated to
briefly summarize here. Al so, personal communications from Douwe
Bosga, Decenber 15, 1977, and February 22, 1978

Report of Francesco Izzo, Wth per'sonal communi cation, ct. 9, -
1977, (Checkl ey, John, and House, Paul. "7 Men Have Real-life
d ose Encounter,” The National Enquirer. February 21, 1978 p. 37.

R.e{)ort formto the Center for UFO Studies fromthe 10-year-old
wtness. (Note: no followup information is available fromthe

I nvestigator about this case; it appears to be extrenely |ow weight
material -- th) :

Per sonal cormun? cation from Francesco Izzo, Cct. 9, 1977.

Prelimpnary sumary of i nci dent by Ignacio Darnaude 1(pe'ndi ng .
translation of report by R chard Heiden), courtesy of Jerone d ark.

London News of the World, Septenber 25, 1977, courtesy of Jerone
Clark. (Nboter this is the charmng tale of the French farnmer who
saw a spucoupe |and, fromwhich energed a nale and a female, both
nude, who proceeded to "nake | ove" three tines before reboardin
and taking off. Wth several contacts in France trying to trac
the story down, we nust unfortunately assign it a low-rating
until its bona fides can be assured —tb) .

See Chse 44,

Stevens, Jean M. "Qoup Probes Reports of UFOs," Hackettstown
(NJ.) The Forum Novenber 9, 1977. :

Personal comuni cation from R chard Hoffman, February_-, 1977.
See Case 44.

I.U.R., II-11 (Novenber 1977), p. 2 &8, APROBuUlletin. XXVI-&4
(October 1977), pp. 1-4.

I.U.R. I11-1 (January 1978), p. 2; APROBulletin. xxvI-6 (Decenber
19777, PP. 1-3. . o ‘ |
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La Revue des Soucoupes Volantes, No. 3; p. 5, courtesy of Jean-Luc
'Rvera (translation by A.D. Mebane).

Witness's letter of Decenber 28, 1977, to Dr. Al en Hynek, courtesy
of the Center for UFO Studies; personal conmunication wth Janes
Lorenzen, April 20, 1978. :

Buenos Aires (Argentina), Cronica, January 26, 1978 (BFE wire ser-
vice news story from Madrid, January 25).__

Cole, Larry. "Trooper Finds 'Close Encounter' a Far-Out Tale,”
New York (N.Y.) Sunday News (Véstchester County Section), January
8, 1978, Anon. "Close Encounters of the Terrifying Kind with Wird
'Blobs'," The MNational Star, January 24, 1978, p. 24, prelimnary
re or)t of Fred Dennis, January 22, 1978 (courtesy of the investi-
gator). : L _ '

Report formto the Center for. UFO Studies, recei ved january 5, 1978,
personal communi cation from Paul Cerny, My 5, 1978 - _
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02
03
04
05

10
11
12

13
14

15
.16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

24
25

Dat e

Local e

Tine No
1- 6 0115 Mntreal (P.Q.) +1
Canada
1-19 0630 Harrah (Yaklrra) 1
VWashi ngt
1-23 0030 Santa M
(Lara), V@n.
1-27 0105 FYospect 1
(Jefferson) Ky -
1-27 1400 Cookeville 1
. (Putnam), Tn
2- 2 0410 Concord (Cbntra 1
: . Cost a)
2- 4 1330 Broad I—bven +4
(Pemb. ) Wl es
2-10 1930 Tucson (Pima), +3
Ari zona
2-24 (0300 ' Langenargen, +1
- CGernmany
3- Pleasanton (?), 1
N Dakota
3- 2300 McNatt 2
McDonald), M
3- 2100 - Wnchest er +1
(Hamps ), Eng
3-13 2100 - Pen-y-Cwm 1
(Pemb. ), WMl es
3-15 2030 W Jacksonport +1
(Door),
‘4- 4 0100 . Tucson (Pima), 1
Ari zona
4- 4 2015 Gorham (Coos), 1
N Hanpshire :
4- 7 0500 -6gfed (Pemb ), 1
4-19 0200 Little Haven 1
(Pemb. ), Vil es
4-20 Herbrandsten
 (Pemb. ), Ml es
4-21 2230 [over (Norfolk),-+1_
_ Massachusetts
4-22 0030 Dover (Norfolk), 1
Massachusett's
4-23 0000 Dover (Norfolk), 2
Massachusetts
4-24 0100 -Dale (Pemb.), 2
il es :
4-25 0350 --Pampa Lluscoma +1
(Tara.),Ch
4- L Sabana ande 2
\Ven. .

D. Fo )"
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Wt ness Nanme(s) -

TabI e

Investigator(s)
~ Mal bouef Hoville/Leduc -
Gant u Akers/Vogel
Pari sh H ki ns/ Rueckert
Fender Stringfield
George/Jories/ Joﬁes-Pugh
P &C '
Buckner/Stoval/ Lorenzen
. S==(Conf.) Brand/Ludwiger
Sites Pratt Skelton
Bowles/ . Beer
Strickland
Tayl or Jones-Pugh .
Led ai r |
0--(Conf. ) Dennis/
_ Galanopoulas
F--(Conf.) Duchesne
John Jones-Pugh
~Qenville Jones-Pugh
Marsten Jones-Pugh -
Bartlett - Coleman/Nyman/ -
_ Vébb/ &C :
Baxt er | bi d.
Brabham/ | bi d.
Tainter '
Coonbs Jones- Pugh
Val des Hoy/Araneda

~ De Montiel



One

No. No.

Type Dur. Objs. Ents. Hgt.
C - 1 2 +6'
B - 2 4 +3!
A 5 1 Sy -
G 45 1 3 6'/+10!"
G 56 2 5 -
G 75 1 2 5!
C +20 1 1 -

A S 1 1 -3
C - 1 2 -
F - 1 - -
C B +2 +2 +5!
B - 1. N
C - -1 1 +h!
A 3 1 -
G 60 1 6 _=hr/6!
A 15 1 6 3
C 45 1 1 +7"!
B 30 1 2 7!
D B 1 1 -
E Br 0) 1 +3!
E S - 0. 1 +3
E B 0) 1 +3
D 10 - 1 7!
G 15 1 - -
E - 1 N

Dst. Efects Communi cat i on
60' GT None
- GT None
G-T None
O' ML; P-E Incomp sounds
Sv' ML Tel epat hi ¢
o ML Tel epat hi c
300! None |
2! ! None
- None
- ML; P-E \Voices
10! ‘None
oX ML Tel epat hi c
2! AR Nore
- None
o' ML Vocal nonot one
- A-R P-E CB-like sounds
120" None
360" EM Noné
10 ‘None
20" None
25! None
8! None -
10 None
- ML; P-E
sv! Nornal  speech



No Date Tine Locale No Wtness Name(s) Investigator(s)

26 54 1000 Atuba (Parana), 1 Ferreira
Brazi | _

27 58 1900 Hainault Forest 2 Gol |'i ns/ Ki ng
(Essex), Eng.

28 5-15 1505 S. Brides 2 Coonbs Jones-Pugh
(Pemb. ), Wl es . :

29 5-18 1830 New Hgin 2 McLennan/ Hart | ey/ Randi es
(Morayshire), Morri son

. Scotl and

30 5-20 2300 W. Pittsburg 3 PFerreira/ Hai nes
(C Costa), &a Morrison/Y

31 6-12 2300 Qystal Lake 1 C--(Conf.) Bosga
(McHenry), Il

32 -6-12 Bardney (Lincs.)Sv
Engl and

33 6-18 Q1 ckl ade 2 M chel |
(Wiltshire), _
‘England

34 6-20 2355 Couer d'Alene 1 "Jones" Sprinkle
(Koot.), Id

35 7-12 2030 Quebradillas, :
Puerto Rico +1 De Olmos Mar t i n/ Robi ou

36 7-23 0110 Lindl ey 2 E--/C--(Conf.) Hendry/Dains/Truce
(Steuben), Ny _

37 7-25 2300 Lindley +1 E--(Conf.) lbid. -
(Steuben), Ny

38 7- 26 Artigas L )
(Artigas), Urug+l HIi & (series)

39 7-28 0230 Dunnockshawe 1 S--(Conf.) DIGAP
(Lancs. ), BEng :

40 8-E S erra Madre M
Mtns., Mexi co

41 81 0200 Lind ey +2 E--/C--(Conf.) Hendry/ Dai ns/ Truce
(Steuben), Ny '

42 8-6 1030 Pelham 1 Dawson Rachel s
(Mitchell), G _

43 89 0130 East Hill 1 Snift
(Yorks.), Eng

44 812 1530 -Pender 1 C--(Conf.) Bosga/Owen .
(Thurston), Nb

45 8-30 0000 -Surno 7 Cerullo/Sisto/  Checkley/House
(Avellino), Italy &

46 830 2130 Houston 5 P--(Conf.) Shead
(Harris), Tx :

47 8-L 2200 -Marciana Izzo
Mari na (Elba),
Italy

48 8L 1030 Lluchmayor 1 Dar naude

(Baleares), Spain



No. No.

‘Type Dur. Objs. Ents. Hgt
G 30H 1 Sv -
E B 0 1 8
C - 1 1 -

v C Sy 1 1 +6!
C B 1 1 6

Sv- 0] +14

Br 0] 1 -

- O S\/ -
G 2H 1 4 N
D 10 0 1 43
c 31 1 +3 4!
C 6H S 41 4
U - - - -
E B 0 1 +8
c - 1 Sy -
p. 20 1 +6 4
B 10 1 7 5'
E - 0] 3 N
G 7 4 N
C +3H 1 . _ 1 +6!
u 30 1 - -
E Br 0] 1 -
E Br 0 1 41!

Dist. FEffects-  Conmunication
0 P-E Yes (Unspecif, )
251 None
- G-T None -
400y GT None
-300" None
Sv! “Vacuum None
- None
- None
o', P-E M-L Telepathic
30! A-R GT None
-10" GT: P-E "Oooh" sounds
6! P-E ~Chattering
300! ' None
Weckage? None
P-E Chirruping
0! Shock Srri I,I sounds
50! None
- . T-L Tel epat hi ¢
15  GT | nconp sounds
- None
- None
O'. None



No Date Tine Locale No Wtness Name(s) Investigator(s)

49 »  Sep . Tout (?), Fra 1 '

50 9-12 1615 -Pender 1 C--(Conf.) Bosga/Owen
(Thurston), Nb _

51 9-18 2045 N Plainfield 1 a pri ano/ Kr ogst ad
(Union), NJ _

52 9-27 : Bel | book 3 Hof f man
(Greene), Ch _ -

53 9-27 -Pender "1l C--(Conf.) Bosga/ Onen
(Thurston), Nb :

54 9-30 Paciencia (Ro de 1 La Rubia Q anchi
Jan. ) , Brazil

55 11-1 -Ringerike- +2  Mhr/Sverre "~ FJjeldberg/Heim

- (Vestfol d?, Nor

56 11-13 2300 . -Amphoux (Var), 2 Prigent
France

57 11-14 0020 -Aztec (Yuma), 2 D--(Conf.) Lorenzen
Arizona .

58 12-18 - Quadal aj ara 1 Herrero Sierro

' ' (Guad. ), Spain

59 12-20 0355 Lake Mohegan 1 Qisti Dennis/

, (Westch.), NY ) Galanopoulas

60 12-22 0200 Carmichael 1 L--(Conf.) " Cerny/Kelley

(Sacramento), Ca -
Conventions used in Table (nhe

Under the col unn headed: _ _ |

Date - cases for which precise dates are unknown are indicated by a

hyphen ("-m) to the left of the nonth; those cases which are descri bed

as occurring early, "late. or inthe mddl e of the nonth, are |listed as

follows: E (for "early"), L (for "late"), and M (for the "mddl e" of.
t he month). '

Time - you will notice that those cases for which only general de-
scriptions are given ("norning," "afternoon," "late, " etc.) are left
o,oenl;< all remaining times are listed in mlitary style, on the 24-hour
cloc o .

Locale - a hyphen ("-") tothe left of the city or town indicates
The observer was near the indicated |ocale. For donmestic reports,
counties are included in parentheses, followed by the state (or, if
Canadi an, the province); all foreign cases |ist departnents, provinces,
counties (in Geat Britain) and estados in parentheses. :

No of witnesses - a plus ("+") to the left of the number indicates

that nore witnesses than the nunber |isted saw an object or objects; the
nunber listed is the total nunber of people observing an entity.
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Type Dur. bjs. Eits. Het. Dist. Hfects Conmuni cat i on
B - 1 2 N - None
G 60 0 ? ? - M L Tel epat hi c
A -1 s - - None
D - 3 1 +6! - None
? - - - - - | ?
G 30 1 +24 X o' PE Proj ections
A'Br 1 " 1 N - - GT None
- 1 1 | b 40m | | None
G 2H 1 Sv - o' ML Tel epat hi c
G 3H 1 +1 - 0' EM P-E Telepathic
E 24 o 2 10'/-5' -8' ML, GT (Qurgling sound
- 1 1 - - - -

Gonventions used in Table Che (cont.)

Uhder the col um headed:

Wtness Name(s) - only the last name is given; in cases where the
W Tness has requested anonymty, this is indicated by the use of only
the first letter of the |ast nane.

Investigator(s) - the same convention of using only the last nane
applies. 1t 1S too bad there is so little room for nost of the investi-
ﬁators are associated wth a particular organization, and it woul d be
elpful to be able to list their affiliations. However, the source for
each case wll very often indicate what organization is involved.

Type - the association between entity and object is indicated by
1e%ters A - G (see text for definitions).

Duration - (when given) is listed in mnutes, unless the nunber is
folTowed by the letter whi ch indicates the duration in hours.
No. Entities - a plus to the left of the nunber indicates a mninum

total; the context of the report, although not sPecifica]Iy stating it,
suggests that there were nore entities than the figure given.
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Conventions used in Table One (cont.)

Under the col um headed:

Height - figures is given in feet ('), unless otherw se indicated
(meters= "m"). Wen no figure is given, but the entity height is
described as normal, the assigned height is the 5- to 6-foot category.
Fractions are elimnated; if the figure was described as 63 feet tall, -

it islisted as +6'.

D stance - is the mninum di stance of the witness to the entity,
and |s)g| ven in feet (') unless otherw se indicated (again "m for
meters). _

Effects - are: AR Aninmal Reactions; E-M, Hectronagnetic Effects;
TG' T, I_Gound Traces; M-L, Menory Lapse; P-E, Physical Efects; T-L,
| me- Loss. _ \
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Tabl e 2
Geographical D stribution by Type of Association Between Entity & (bj ect
Donesti c A B CDEF G 92 Totals -Case Nunbers
Ari zona 1l - - - = - 2 - 3 8, 15 57
Galifornia 1 -1 1 3 ., 30, 60
Georgi a -1 - - == - = 1 42
| daho - _ - - -1 _ 1 34
[l1linois - 1 - 1 31
Kent ucky - - - - - =1 1 4
Massachusetts - - - 3 - - 3 20, 21, 22
Missouri =1 _ - — 1 11 .
Nebr aska - — Z 1 3 44, 50, 53
New Hampshire- 1 - = - - = - 1 6 :
New Jer sey 1 - - - = - - - 1 51
New Yor k - - 211 - 4 36, 37, 41, 59°
North Dakota _ _ = -1 - 1 10
lo - = T - - - 1 52
ebec (can.) = _ 1 - _ _ - _ 1 1
ennessee - _ - _ 1 = 1 4
Texas ' - 1 1 - 46
Washington -1 - = - 1 2
Wsconsi n dl  -—=-" =1 14
Subtotals 4 3 5 2 5 1 8 2 30 30
Foreign A B C D E F G 2 Totas - Case Numbers
Brazi | - . e - e e 222 26, 54
Chile T 1 24
Engl and -1 - - 5 - - 6 - 12, 27, 32, 33, 39, 43
- France -1 1 = - - = 2 49, 56 -
ltaly - =1 -1 - - = 2 45 47
Mexi co 4 = 1 = = = — — 1 40
Norway = = = = =T = 1 55
Puerto Rco* — — -~ - T = = 1 - 35
Scot | and e - - 1 29
al n - - = = 1 - T"- 2 48, 58 -
uguay - - = e = - -1 1 - 38 '
Venezuel a L, _ - _ 1 - - - 2 3, 25
Vil es -1 4 2 - - - = 7 7, 13, 17, 18 19, 23, 28
Vest Grmany - - 1 - - = - - 2 9
Subtotals 2 3 9 3 8 0 4 1 30 30
Total s 6 614 513 112 3 60

¥ Puerto 'Rico, which i $ non-contiguous with the I\brth Aneri can mai nl and,
IS here COI’]SI dered as a forel gn report.
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Figure 1:

Figure 2
Figure 3

Figure 4.

Figure 5:

Figure 6:
Figure 7:

Figure 8:
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List of Illustrations

Case 4, Prospect, Kentucky, January 27. Draw ng of the
three "monolithic™ but "sentrent” Dberngs described by 19
year-old witness Lee Parish, during his "on-board" ex- -
perience. Fromthe report of Carla Rueckert.

Case 2, Harrah, Washington, January 19. Draw ng by 9-year-
old Jose Cantu of one of four unipedal creatures he saw out-
side his home. Fromthe Toppeni sﬂ Revi ew, January 26, 1977.

Case 8, Tucson, Arizona, February 10. The occupant report
of three witnesses as drawn and reproduced in the APRO
Bulletin, Vol. XXV, No. 7 (February, 1977), p.l. '

Cases 20-22, Dover, Massachusetts, April 21. A draw ng of
the Titile creature seen on three occasions in a 26-hour -
%erl od by four young people, as drawn by the first wtness
Il Bartlett. ~The extraordi narK series of observations
was thoroughly investigated by the representatives of at
| east four different organizations in New England. Walter
Webb's report, prepared by Jerome dark, was published in
FATE Magazine, March 1978, pp. 50-55. Draw ng (copy) ob-
tained by courtesy of Loren Coleman. :

Case 31, Qystal Lake, Illinois, June 12 Drawng by the
W Tness of one of four snall figures he encountered on the
street outside of a local hotel 'in which he was attendi ng
a neeting. Three entities energed froman alley to assist
a fourth, which was lying on the ground nearby; “a silence
envel oped the area as they retreived their fallen conpanion
and retreated into the alley. Copy of the draw ng courtesy
of Douwe Bosga and the Center for UFO Sudies. :

‘Case 15, Tucson, Arizona, April 4. A drawng by Mrk

Brinkerhoff Of the entity encountered by K.0. on the vast
dessert grounds of the Veterans' Hospital in Tucson. This
bei ng, o identified hinself as "Onleel," interrogated the
W tness at Iength aboard the object about personal details
of her life and her reactions to hypothetical situations.,
Copy of the drawing by courtesy of the artist.

Case 35, Quebradillas, Puerto Rico, July. 12. Drawng by the
rrnary witness, Senor ADrian de Olmos O donez, of the

ittle figure wth a "tail." This. figure, adjusting its
backpack, rose into the air and flew off into a grou? of
trees near the witness's farm Copy of the drawng fromthe
investigator's report, by courtesy of . Sebastian Robiou
Lemarche.

Case 34, Couer d'Alene. |daho, June 20. Draw n? b¥_the Wt-
NeSS of one of tour apductors, fromthe APRO Bulletin, \ol.
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Figure 9:

““FHgure 10

MUFON Symposium Proceedings

XXM, No. 5 (Novenber 1977), p. 1.

Case 54, Paciencia, Brazil, Septenber 30. Draw n? by the
W1Iness of one of nore than two dozen abductors, fromthe

APROBulletin, Vol. XXM, No. 4 (Cctober 1977), p. 1.

Case 48 Lluchmayor, Spain, |late August. Drawng of a
smalT 18" object, believed to be a sentient being, that was
struck by the witness's car as he drove al ong the highway.
Copy of drawng fromthe prelimnary report of investigator
Ignacio Darnaude. Drawng by Antonio Moya Cerpa. (ourtesy
of Jerome dark. :
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FIGURE 1

FIGURE 2

Tucson Occupant

FIGURE 3

Jose's conception Of creature he
\_ reported seeing.
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Figure with a "boomerang" on "tunic". No neck
perceived. Small ears; not well-developed. Long
hands "like ours,” with four fingers. Thumb?

Drawings by Rachel during the interview, 10/8/77.

FIGURE 9

La Rubia's drawing Of one of the "robot" beings.
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RICHARD H. HALL

Rchard Hall is Editor of
THE MUFON LFO JOURNAL and
recent past Iniernational Qo-
ordinator. He was Assi stant
D rector f(flnalll\)g Acting O-
rector) of the National | nvesti--
ations Conmttee on Aerial
enonena (NICAP), 1958-1967:
Editor and Chief Witer of The
UFO Evi dence (N CAP, 1964); and
consultant 1o the University of
ol orado UFO Project, 1966-67.
Among hi's numerous UFO Wi tings
are an article for the 1968 -
Encycl opedi a Britannica BookK Of
rﬁe%_'learﬂ—h—, and portions _of the
book WsSteries of the Skies;
UFOs | NN _Perspective } Frenti ce-
all, . M. is em
pl Oﬁd as a Technical Editor
I n Washington, DC Hs favor-
ite hobbies are painting (hO_I|S
and acrylics), gardening, hik-
ing, and reading.
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1967: THE OVERLOOKED UFO WAVE AND THE COLORADO PROJECT
. Presented by'
RICHARD H. HALL -

ABSTRACT

o A maj or wave of UFO sightings occurred in 1967; even by official
Air Force figures it was the 4th largest in terns of sightings report-
ed, yet no one talks about it. The special significance of the 1967
wave is that it occurred during the one full year of investigations by .
the University of Colorado UFO Project, and everyone deferred to the

pr 01t ect in looking for "answers." The only answer was the Condon Re-
ort. This study anal yzes the wave and denonstrates that the Colorado
oj ect had anple case naterial to inv_estj_.%'e_d:e during its lifetine,

yet failed mserably to acconplish "scientific investigation." A the
sane time, publicity about the project obscured the sighting wave.

I NTRCDUCTI ON

The "Qeat UFO Wave of 1967 is not exactly on the tip of every-
ones's tongue. Few peopl e even know it happened. Even fewer have
studied it in any systematic way. Ironically, the best financed inde-
pendent study of UFGs undertaken to date was in full operation during
1967, and was alerted rapidly to potentially inportant new cases as
they occurred, yet it totally failed to cone to grips with the problem
of 1nvestigating UFO reports. The Golorado UFO Project was extrenely
superficial in 1ts examnation of cases that occurred during the life-
time of the project. Exactly why it failed to address the probl em
meani ngful |y whén presented with such a golden opportunity is a nmatter
best left to sociologists, psychologists, and historians of science.

This study is confined to a sanpli nP of the type of "hard core"
UFO report that the Col orado Project coul'd have investigated, plus sone
anal ysis of political and UFO events that coincided in tine. In 197,
NICAPT1 received 3,340 UFO reports and the US Ar Force received 937.

Bl oecher and V¥bb have established that there were nore than 100 reports
of humanoid UFO occupants worldw de in 197

~ Fromthis |large body of raw reports, NICAP determnd that 273 coul d
fairly be labelled "substantial" cases after followup investigation;
the Ar Force labelled 19 of its cases as "unidentified." FHFgure 1 in

N'CAP - National Investigations Coomttee on Aerial Phenonena,
Kensi ngton, Maryland >
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- Part Il conpares these nmeasures of US cases with fragnentary infor-

mation fromaround the world to give sone idea of serious UFO reports

made worl dwi de in /. O the approxi mately 113 UFO cases di scussed

in the Condon Report=, 59 (about 52%) occurred in 1967. However, the

1967 cases selected for study were by no neans the strongest available
and —interestingly enough -- ¢« they did not include any of the 19 Ar

Force "unidentified" cases for that year.

The second largest UFO wave of all time —1,112 official cases —
occurred in 1966 and hundreds of substantial cases were still fresh
when the Col orado Project began, yet it studied only 12 cases from
1966 (three of which it lists as "unexplained.") ese and ot her curi-
osities of the Colorado Project are discussed in the follow ng sections.

|. _ UFOs, Polifics, and the ol orédo Proj ect .

~ An all-tine peak df interest in UFGs was reached in 1967 when mnaj or
institutions like the US (Congress, the news nedia, and the scientific
community were engaged in open debate about UFO sightings. Mjor waves
of sightings from 1 through 1966 had sparked new interest, and NICAP,
APRO3, and other groups had publicized inportant sightings while challeng-
ing the official view propagated by the Air Force that all UFGs could be
expl ai ned as m staken observations of stars, aircraft, and ball oons.

Two professional scientists, Or. J. Alen Hynek and Ir. Janes E MDonal d,
also had significant influences on 1967 events.

. The infamous "swanp gas" sightings of March 1966 were fol | owed by
calls for a Congressional 1nvestigation advocated by (anong ot hers?
Congressman Gerald R Ford (R.-Mich.) Qur current Secretary of Defense
(then Secretary of the Air Force) Harold Brown was anong the w tnesses
called to testify before the House Armed Services Commttee on April 5,
1966+, Secretary Brown used the hearings as a forumto announce what
had al ready been decided in a series of behind-the-scenes noves by the
Air Force beginning in fall 1965 and culmnating in a USAF Scientific
- Advi sory Board Ad Hoc Coomittee neeting on February 3, 1966° —t hat
“contracts be negotiated with a few selected universities to provide
‘scientific teans to investigate pronptly and in depth certain selected

< Q@TTnor, Daniel S. (Ed.); Scientific Sudy of Unidentified Flying (b-
Lects (New York: Bantam Books, 1969)

3 APRO - Aerial Phenonena Research Organization, Tucson, Arizona

4 Unidentified Flying (bjects, Hearing by Commttee on Arnmed Services,
House of Representatives, 89th Congress, 2d Session, April 5, 1966

5 geci al Re|9_ort of the USAF Scientific Advisory Board Ad Hoc Commttee
0 ReVi Ew Proj ect "B UE Book," wmarch 1966
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sightings of UFGs." In August 1965, Dr. Hynek had urged the Air Force
to seek an i ndependent review.© _

The contract to the University of Col orado was announced in Cc-
tober 1966, and prelimmnary "briefings" of Project staff nmenbers were
held that fall (plncl uding a session on Novenber 28 with Major Donald
E. Keyhoe and nme, representing NICAP). The first serious case studies
be]gan early in 1967, which was the one full year of operations for the
Colorado Project. | nade two nore trips to Boulder, the last in April
1967 as a paid consultant, and was in constant communication wth pro-

{ect menbers by nail and tel ephone, as well as personal visits by them
o0 Washington, until late in the year.

This paper is not intended to be a thorough-going rebuttal of the
Col orado Project's final report (The "Condon Report"). A brief dis-
pus%otn, \\}uth references for those who wsh to dig deeper, is included
in Par :

_Al'so a conprehensive summary of all the UFO events of 1967 woul d
requi re an encycl opedi ¢ work. The cases | have summarized are based on
narrow sel ection criteria, and are intended only to be a strong, repre-
sentative sanple of "solid object" cases (those show ng distinct struct-
ural features, as opposed to "lights in the sky" reports). This desig-
nation energed fromdiscussions wth Robert J. Low, Goordinator of the
Col orado Project, as a name for the critical cases bearing on eval uation
of UFGs as representing sonething extraordinary (possibly spaceships)
whi ch, he said, the Project should focus on. enever possible, reports
show ng equal "strangeness" of behavior and a range of reported side
effects (in addition to "strangeness" of appearance) were included. "

_ Many dozens of other cases coul d have been added that contained a

hi gh degree of "strangeness” in terns of behavior and side effects,

but | arbitrarily elected to exclude reports of UFGs that appeared only
as light sources or blobs of light. No special effort was nmade to in-
corporate strong sanpl es of the numerous humanoi d occupant, photographic,
radar, or other special effect cases reported in 1967. A though these
cases are worthy of detailed study in their ow right, | chose to illus-
trate only that a significant nunber of UFGs displaying geonetrical

form "domes," "windows," "antennae," and other structural detail, were
reported and not satisfactorily investigated.

1. UFO S GHTINGS | N 1967

According to Air Force statistics (see appendix B) 1967 ranks as
the 4th highest in terns of total UFO reports (exceeded only by 1952,
1966, and 1957, in that order). These, however, are raw and unevalu-
ated reports, figures that are not indicative of "strangeness," or of
how puzzling and credibily reported individual cases are. A nunber of

b Hynek, J. Alen; The UFO Experience (Chicago: Regnery Co., 1972), .
19%’ 168 p ( g ), PP
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measures are available that indicate sonething about both the nunbers
and quality of UFO sighting reports nmade during 197. The chronol ogy
of "structured object” cases indicates that at least 179 reports of -
that type were nade during the year.

In 1967, NICAP received 3,340 raw reports, 273 of which could be -
| abel | ed as "substantial" cases (see appendix B), For the same period
the Air Force received 937 raw reports, 19 of which were categorized
as "unidentified". |ndependent research by Bl oecher and Webb/ has es-
tablished that there were at least 108 humanoid occupant cases worl d-
Wi de observations of more-or-less hunan-like beings seen in association
wth UFGs (see appendix B. Fromthis rich collection of 197 observa-
tions, the Wdiversity of Colorado UFO Project selected 59 cases for
discussion in their final report. ,

It appears that in 1967 UFO sightings al so were nunerous in other
countries, though it is difficult to obtain exact figures. The follow
ing statenent appeared in a book about Eastern European and Sovi et
Uhion UFO sightings: "...(1967) appears |ikew se (as.was 1966) to have
been a busy one for UF&s in the Soviet Whion, and at the beginning of
1968 Sovi et Weekly published an article that in the previous year in
Sout h™RUSSia arone there had been nore than 200 reliable reports of
UFO observations. "8 A 1968 British publication by amateur astronomers9
sunnmari zes 70 UFO cases that occurred in England during the sumrer and
fall of 1967  Oficial British Defence Mnistry figures indicate 362
cases for 1967 wth 46 |abelled as unexplained.” (See Figure 1.)

~Snce there is little if any overlap between the N CAP, USSR and
English sanples, these figures indicate a mninmumof 500 hard-core UFO
cases world-wide in 1967, wth the true total nore likely to be on the
order of several thousand cases consi derln% the many countries not .
heard from That is an average of nearly 50 cases per nonth of reports
wth truly puzzling phenonenol ogy (notnerely lights in the sky), and
casest that survived screening processes frommuch larger totals of raw
reports. :

Additional data and references on 1967 UFO sightings appear in
appendi x B. .

"Solid hpect" Cases

"Solid object" cases (or reports of UFGs displaying structural
~details and other indicators of physical reality) were the ones that
the Colorado Project originally intended to focus on. M consultantship

7 Bl oecher, Ted; Inventory on TRB Catal og of Type 7-8 References. 1897 to
1974, August 31, 1974 (unpublished). Wbb, David; 1973--Year Of the
Humanoids (Evanston, Il1l.: Center for UFO Studies, My 1976]

8 Hobana, Ion, and Weverbergh, J.; UGS Fr om Behind the Iron Curtain
(New York: BantamBooks, 1975), p. LI ' '

O Stanway, Roger H., and Pace, A.R.; Flying Saucer Report (Newcastle
(bservatory, England, 1968)
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to the Project was for the purpose of assenbling a Case Book of this
type of report, the best and nost conpl ete exanples fromthe nost credi -
bl e observers. By Decenber 1967, in a change of enphasis, Bob Low
(Project Coordinator) was describing the intention of the project to
study the "most puzzling sightings. . .atonce the strangest and the nost
credible." This is arguably a |ess meaningful concept since there can
be highly credible reports of light sources ?yratlng strangely in the
sky, yet such-reports generally do not |end thensel ves to detailed
study and do not constitute very good evidence of an inportant UFO
nystery in the way that reports of structured objects wth observable
Oof measureable side effects do. ' :

For these reasons, and to focus attention on the category of
"structured UFOs," | have not included all of the cases that could be
consi dered as anong the "hard core" or that contain legitinately
puzzling features. :

A statistical breakdown of cases in this structured object cate-
gory appears below  There it wll be seen that subjectively reBorted
cl ose encounters" are supported both by the anmount of detail observed
and by the high frequency of associated physical effects. Sound al so
was heard, typically a buzzing or humm ng 1or "whirring" or "whining")
in 26 percent of the cases, a feature usually absent in sightings of
- nmore distant UFGs. '

Al the testinony that one mght expect in support of nore nornal
occurrences is present to support the hypothesis that sone UFGs (at
| east) are nachines or devices of unknown origin, or reasonable fac-
simles thereof. Wen humanoid beings also are observed in proximty
to what, for all the world, appear to be nachines, the nunber of via-
bl e hypot heses to account for the observations is reduced to very few

- "Solid object" cases do not lend thenselves readily to interpre-
tation solely in terns of astronony, neteorology, psychology, or any
of the other overworked and msapplied fields so often invoked sinpli-
stically by skeptical scientists. The collective testinony and as-
soci ated physical evidence indicating that solid objects are really
there is overwhelmng, and there is no sinple, conventional. explanation
for them Short of denying the validity of the data, one is forced to
the conclusion that they are either spaceships, or something very mich
stranger than that. (Editorial Note:  The chronology of UFGs displaying
structure — "solid object" cases —is 28 pages in length. In the
interest of conserving space, it is deleted here and only the resulting
statistics are reported. The full chronology either wll be published
separately, or will be made available to interested researchers).

A sanple of "solid object" cases totalling 179 was sumarized by
date, location, tine, duration, environment of occurrence, W tnesses,
and special features, plus brief case abstract and citation of sources.
These were typically WG displaying structural features such as domnes,
"portholes," projections, body |1ghts, and distinct geonetrical con-
figurations. Statistics fromthis sanple are shown in Tables 1 and 2.
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. Represent ative sketches of the "solid object" cases are included
I n appendi x A : : :

ITI. STATISTICS & THE "MIEL" UFO

Students of UFO history are famliar with the section in Project
Bl ue Book Special Report No. 1410 entitled "The 'Flying Saucer' Model."
Under contract to the US Air Force to study accunul ated UFO sightings
through 1952, Battelle Menmorial Institute conducted various statistical
tests, and included a section in the report attenpting to derive a
nmodel frompatterns of appearance anong the unexpl ai ned sightings.
Through the use of peculiar nonencl ature and logic, they failed. How-
ever, "standard nodel" UFGs are depicted in therr sketches: ellipses,
donme , and saucer-shaped objects. Sone of them in fact, bear a strik-
|:ggt Lesenbl antce to sketches of. the 1967 UFGs included in the appendi x
0 IS report. L _

: The patterns among UFO sightings are obvious —no ot her word
applies. . Fromthe present sanple of c|lose encounters wth structured
objects, discs (often wth domes), ellipses, and dome or saucer-shaped
obj ects al most exclusively predomnate. Another salient feature of the
1967 sightings is the large nunber of cases in which the UFGs had vari -
ous conbi nat1ons of steady and flashing body 1lights, typically around

- the rimor edge of the object, and sometimes porthol es or w ndows -

.. (square or round) in addition "to the body lights. "Antennae" or other

prot uberances al so are conmon. , |

The data in the chronology of "solid object" casesillustrates re-
Ports of more substance and puzzling detail than many cases that bear .
he label "unidentified" in Air Force files, or that” the University of
Colorado UFO Project chose to investigate. During parts of the year
there were stretches of several consecutive days when such structured .
obj ects were reported sonewhere (e.g., February 11 through 17, then Feb-
ruary 19 through 23, March 5 through 10, Cctober 2-3 through 28) .. These
reports averaged 15 per nonth for the year, indicating what sorts of in-
formation was available to be investigated by the Colorado Project.
the 179 cases in the chronol ogy, the Condon Report discusses only seven.

Sartling occurrences such as vehicle encounters (average 3 per .
nonth), landings or near |andings —bel owtree-top height (average &
per nont h?, and audi bl e sound d(avera e 4 per nonth; were reported wth
such regularity that they cried out for thoro_ugh |_nvest|?at|on. A so
once or tw ce a nonth, on the average, humahoi d bei ngs, Tight beans,
el ectromagnetic effects on vehicles, physical traces, and Physu ol Q?I cal
effects were being reported. Considering the narrow selection criferia
aﬂpl ied in devel oping this chronology, the regularity and recurrence of
these features is rather renarkabl e. ite often in cases of less clear-.
|y observed or |ess obviously structured UFGs, the sanme effects and

UUS Ar Force; Project B ue Book Special Report No. 14, May 5, 1955
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features have been noted. Thus the "model UFO' is a geonetrical,
structured, vehicle-like object that physically i rrﬁn nges on the environ-
ment wWth great regularity in patterned ways. Wth each new wave of
sightings, these features and patterns recur. .
IV. THE OOLORADO UFO PROJECT  ©

y

The Ui versi 9t6)é of ol or ado Project began in Cctober 1966, continued
operating into 1963, and issued its final report early in 1969. Its one
full %Iear of investigations was 1967 fromwhich 52% of its case studies
wer e drawn. ' , ¥

G the approxi nat el‘l¥1' 113 cases reviewed in the Gondon Report, 59
occurred during 1967. I's narrow sanpling mght have been a defensible
approach if the Project had (as it stated It would do) concentrated on
“solid object" cases or the "nost puzzling® and "nost credible" cases.

| nstead, many of the cases selected for study were vague reports of
lights, and Several (e. % Cases 19, 20, and 32a) were non-events, not
even UFOreports. At the sane tine, hundreds of nmuch nore substantial,
detail ed, credible, structured object reports were ignored.

~ Although the Condon Report disguises exact dates and | ocations, a
curious scientific procedure that inhibits checking the validity of the
concl usi ons, the 1967 cases reviewed in the Condon Report are reconstruct--
ed in Tables 3 and 4 insofar as possible, fromother sources. By conpar-
ing the Condon Report cases with the chronol ogy of structured object re-
ports it rrag be seen how little of the serious available date were in-
vestigated by the Colorado Project.

As one who assisted the project, both officially and unofficially,
to obtain strong cases representative of the truly puzzling hard-core
of the UFO nvsterv. | was disnayed by their non-investigation. From
1958 through late 1967, | was active at NICAP as Assistant DOrector and
finally Acting Drector. V¢ kept detailed statistics of the case refer-
ences that we referred to the project. From January through August of
1967, when we broke off relations wth the project, we submtted 448
cases (nearly half of all those indicated on the Project's conputer
print-out for that period). iy 30 of those (3%of the 8-nonth total)
were investigated. This fact, in conjunction wth a steady stream of
negatively brased public statements by Dr. Condon, was the prinary -
reason why N CAP ceased to cooperate wth the Project. (As one neasure
of the "truly puzzling" cases we referred to them nine of the 30 cases
whi ch the Condon Report |abels as unexpl ained were submtted by NICAP).

The non-investigation extended to nost of the outstanding cases
fromearlier years too, nost glaringly such cases as the April 24, 1964,
Socorro, N.M. landing and the April 6, 1966, Ravenna, Chio incident in
whi ch police from separate jurisdictions chased a |owflying, structured
UFO for 85 mles. A thick investigation report on the latter case, com-
piled by WIliamB. Witzel, was personally hand-delivered to IOr. Condon --~
and totally ignored.
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Tabl e 2. ___Other Statistics of "Solid Object" Cases -
igures may not tOld o SInce not all.
reports | ncl uded every |nf ornation bit) )
LOCATION™ * - East of M ssi ssi ppl — 77 .Mlss . to Rocky Ms -, 36;'
. - \est of Rocky Ms. —20 . R
TI ME _1201Al\/| 6.00 AM. -- 45; 601A|\/I 600PM—31
6:01 PM- 12 Midnight.-- 91
DURATION: W to 30 seconds —7; 31 sec. - 1nin. —3; 1-5
m6ns —46;, 6 -10mns. —12; Mre than '10 mins.
ENVI RONMENT:  Vehicle —63; Building -- 17, Farm — 5; MIitary
‘ Base — 3 |
NUMVBER CF ne  — 58 cases . -~ Fve —9
W TNESSES: Two . —45 S x --3
‘ Three — 20 More than six — 13
Four — 13

TANG BLE EFFECTS*

_MUFON Symposium Proceedings

- 15 .

¥Effects On hunans or _environment (i.e., pny3| cal
that outlasted the sighting itself.

Tabl e 3.; — A

.or physiological)

cases di scussed in the Condon Report
Sighting Date ' Nunber_ % of _Total
1968 1 1%
1967 59 52%
1966 12 11%
1965 6 5°/0
1950- 1964 35 _31%
100%

113
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Table 4 — 1967 cases di scussed in the Condon . Report

(X = unexplained; * = radar cases discussed by Gordon D. Thayer, Sec-
tion I, Chapter 5; # = photographic cases discussed by WK Hartnam,
Section |V, apter 3) o S S
Dat e Locati on Case Code Page (Bantam Edition)
1/267x New R chrmond, IN 12 9-C 282
|/ 13/ 67x Joplin, MO l4a 3-CA 287
1/142/67 Pittsburg, KS 14b 3-CB 288
1115/ 67x North Granby, CT 13 27-w 285 -
1/ 16/ 67 Cof feyville, KS 14c  1007-U 288
1/16/67* Charl eston, s.cC. - 1065-B 129
|/172/67x  Joplin, MD 144 1272-P7? 288
1/2/67 9 _ lbe - _ 289
1/2/67 9 o S 14f - 289
|/ 23/ 67# Lakeville, CT 59 1012-U 478
2/ 24/ 67 Bellevue, QGO 15 5-C 290
3/ 2/ 67* Alamogordo, NM 6 7-C 150, 291
3/ 2/ 67x Dy Qeek Basin, GO 17 14-C 295
3/ 7/ 67* Paris, TX - 1207-B 131
3/ 13- 14/ 67* Tillamook, CR , - 1212-B 122 -
3/16/674# Salem, CR _ 56  10-C 467 .
4167 Boul der, QO - 18 12-C 300
4/ 6/ 67* Edrmont on, Al bert a, - 1206-N 130
- Canada- ‘
4/ 15/ 67 Bonneville Hats, Ul 19 13-C 305
Spring 67 Col or ado 32b - 345
5/ 2/ 67 "~ ° Seattle, ¥A 20 15-¢c 306
5/ 13/ 67*x Colorado Springs, GO 21  21-C 170, 310
5 20/ 67% Fal con Lake, Manitoba 22 22-C 316 '
Canada - '
5/ 27/ 67 Scenic, D 23 - 23-C - 324
6/ 28/ 67 Newcast | e, PA 24 26-C 326
7/ 3/ 67x# N. Naton, Al berta 57 -- 469
. Canada
7/ 5/ 67 " Coventry, CT 25 27-C . 39 .
28-C 332

7/10/67%*x Harri sburg, PA 27

61



MUFON Symposium Proceedings

Page (Bantam Editi on)

Dat e Locati on Case Code
7/ 18/ 67 W1 m ngton, CA 26 31-C 331
7/ 28/ 67 Pacheco Pass, CA 28a 35-Ca 334
7/ 30/ 67* Edwar ds AFB, CA - 1306-B 122
8/ 2/ 67 Cape Ann, MA 29 34-C 339
8/ 15/ 67 Coar segol d, CA 28b 35-v 334
9/ 1/ 67 Edwar ds AFB, CA 30 . 41-C 341
9/ 7/ 67 Alamosa, QO 32a - 344
9/2/67 Col or ado 32c - 346
9/ 9/ 67x Wnchester, CT 31 - 342
9/ 11-12/ 67* Kinchel oe AFB, M - 45-B 164
Fall 67 Col or ado 32e - 346
Fall 67 Col or ado 32f - 346
Fal | 67 Col or ado 329 - 347
10/ 4/ 67x Shag Harbor, N.S. C7 351
Canada
10/ 6-7/ 67* Vandenber g AFB, CA 3B - 171, 353
10/2/67 9 b6 - 365
10/ 20/ 67 Mlledge ville, A" 37a - 368
10/ 21/ 67 ? _ 37b - 371
10/ 22/ 67 Newnan, GA 37c - 371
10/ 23/ 67 MIledgeville, GA? 37d - 372
10/2/67 ? 37e - 374
10/ 24/ 67 Newfields, NY 38 - 375
[1/1/67# Sonora, CA 58a - 475
11/ 8/ 67X Elsinore, CA 39 - 380
11/2/67 Al anbsa, QO 40 - 385.
12/ 2/ 67 Charl eston, WV 41 - 388
12/ 3/ 67X N. Ashland, NB 42 - 339
12/ 5/ 67x Concordia, KS 43 55-C 391
12/ 25/ 67x N. Ashland, NB 4 - 3A
12/27/67# Camarillo, CA 580 - 476

Note: _ There are nunerous anbiguities and equivocations in the case
di scussions as to which were consi dered unexpl ai ned. However, see the
i ndex of the Condon Report under "Sghtings: Unexplained."  the 59
1967 cases discussed, 15 are listed as unexplained).
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Project B ue Book (Annual Report, USAF) 1968

TOTAL. UFO (QBIECT) Sl GHTINGS _
| (Conpiled 15 February 1968)

TOTAL : .

YEAR Sl GHT NGS UN| DENTI FI ED SOURCE
1947 122 12 Case Fil es
1948 156 7 Case Files
1949 186 22 - - Case Files
1950 210 ' 27 Case Files
1951 169 22 - o Case Files
1952 1,501 303 ' Case Files
1953 509 42 ' Case Files
1954 487 46 Case Files
11955 545 24 Case Files
1956 670 14 Case Files
1L957 1, 006 14 _ Case Fil es
11958 627 10 Case Files
1L959 390 12 Case Fil es
‘L960 557 14 . Case Files
1961 591 13 : Case Files
11962 474 - 15 Case Files
1963 39 14 Case Fil es
1964 562 ' 19 _ Case Files
1L965 887 15 Case Fil es
1L966 1,112 32 Case Files
1.967 937 _19 Case Files
TOTAL 12, 097 697

Figure 1, Part Il
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24 Jun
29 Jun
10 Jul
18 (et

9 Feb
15 Sep
23 Nov

1967  UN DENTI FI ED CASES

LOCATI ON

(Qdessa, DE

Gand Rapids, M
Stoughton, W
kford, W

G and Haven, M
Benton Harbor, M
Gal esburg, Mline, 1IL
Qhawna, 1A
Wapello, |A

Belt, M

New Wnchester, CH
South HIIl, VA
Rural Hall, NC

Austin, TX
Scotch Plains, NI
Li zella, M5 '

Lake Charles, LA

1968 UN DENTI FI ED CASES

QG oveton, MO
Near Ocala, FL
Near Newton, CGA
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Reports Received by NICAP During 1967

Mont h Tot al - "Substantial Cases Expl ai ned Cases
January 295 29 | 8
February 343 41 4
Mar ch 459 53 20
April 321 28 5
May 208 . | 10 5
June 220 : 15 9
Jul'y 249 ' 14 - 10
August 255 16 9
Sept enber 271 - 12 8
Qctober . 374 ) 30 8
Novenber 227 14 3
Decenber 118 11 2
3,340 273 91

1967 Humanoid QGccupant Reports by Month*

U S Foreign Tot al

January 4 4 8
Febr uary 7 0 7
Mar ch 13 0) 13
Apri 6 0 6
May 3 2 5
June 4 2 6
July 7 5 12
August 6 12 18
Sept enber 4 7 11
Qct ober 6 1 7
November 3 4 7
Decenber _6 1 _ 7
69 38x 107x

X = plus one undated foreign case

* Based on "lnventory on TRB Catal og of Type 7-8 Ref erences, 1897-1974;"
August 31, 1974 (unpublished) by Ted Bl doecher :
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APPENDI X A — SKETGHES CF 1967 "SAI D CBIECT" UFO CASES

Dome-, Bowl-, and Saucer - shaped

Hat bottom surface, domed, or rai sed upper side. -

ject was very bright white. Cbserver states that it
aircraft. It noved

was brighter than a conventional
South, parallel to US A1A, then turned to Southwest.

Daytona Beach, Horida

Solid bright WM
red |ight I

«_ Al about 2 feet |
¥ high in rear

!
/ Vo \
e
Pinkish white lights shinin
dowmard on approx. 45° angle

&

Front view, as object canme toward wt-

ness at about 400 to 500 feet altitude

as viewed through binocul ars :
N'. Kingman, Ariz.

Jan. 18 Shanoki n, Pa. Feb. 16
' 66
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=

UFCs Wt h Dones

App.

Feb. 15 I—bIIyV\ood Bottbm Texas Jan. 15 @Qanville, Mass,,.

Shiny Silver

Aug. 24 Australia _ Mar. 21 Nr. Hillsboro, Kans.

(Landi ng, Humanoids) (Vehicle encounter, E-M
'- effects)

Apr. 21 Cocoa Beach, Horida

Feb. 9 (dessa, Del anware
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Red Light
—L.'

Red Light
e

Red- orange glow

Nov. 22 (Animal Reaction) Jan. 18 (Vehicle encounter)
Romani a S. Williamstown, MA

Feb. 23 oOntario, Canada Mar. .22 Wapello, |lowa

Feb. 5 (Humanoids) Hilliard, Chio

App. A 68
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'0L\L.I5h que
- ~

L7 : NN
N , N«
S " \

- A}

Serinning Rim

Gotating Lights

YAy

Light

May 11 Wareham, Mass,
Beam

Bright Red Light

Mar. 6 Nr. Hendersoh, T11.

Orange Glow

Feb. 20 Oxford, Wisc.

Mr. 29 New Ulm, Mnn ct. 13 A berta, Canada
(Train pacing, E-Meffect)

App. A
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Discs, Hllipses with Lights or Ports

Feb. 25 | M nneapolis, Mnn.

The obj ect appeared to be waternel on shaped with two
distinct rows of red lights, two oscillating bands of
white light, a blue glow ng "exhaust” and a bright-

white light.

RED

Rep
LIGHTS

LIGHTS

BriGUT (f 1]
WeTE '2_? ) . Glow .
LIGHT ' "ExuHausTt'

WHITE LIGHT BANDS
OSCILLATING IN OPPOSITE
DIRECTIONS

Aug. 25 (Vehi cl e encount er) Nr. Roswell, N.M.

o o o> (GemesoD

Mar. 2 Memphis, Term. Mar. 31 Oil City, Pa.

70
App. A '
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APPEND X B
ADD TI ONAL DATA ON 1967 UFO Sl GHTI NGS

250

150

100

— "ER CF CTQ/RTS
3

0 - ]
NICAP USSR HUMANOIDS WK  Gd1Q  RAF  USAF

(Sources are referenced in text)
Figure 1. — Conparison of substantial UFO reports worl dwi de, 197,
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON 20330

4 JUN 1369

OFFICE OF THE S&CRETARY

Dear M. B oecher:

This replies to your letters of May 9 and 16, in which you
requested further information on unidentified flying objects (UFo's).

The cases |isted in attachnent to your My 9 letter are at
attachnent 1, annotated as you requested.

The unidentified sightings for 196, 197, and 1968, nentioned
in your May 16 letter are at attachnents 2 and‘ 3.

S ncerely,

é z . »
/JAMES H AIKMAN
Myj or, USAF .
Chief, Qvil Branch
Community Relations D vision

Gfice of Infornation
Attachnent s :

M. Ted B oecher

NICAP

1536 Gonnecticut Avenue, N W.
Véshington, D o 20036

72



MUFON Symposium Proceedings

For the reader who w shes to pursue independent eval uations of thé
Condon ;el%)rt, a bibliography of pertinent references follows (refer-
ences 2 -

OOLCRADO UFO PRQJECT REFERENCES

1. Gillmor, Daniel S (Ed.); Scientific Study of Uhidentified Flying
Objects (New York: Bantam Books, 1969). -- The "Condon Report."

2. Saunders, David R and Harkins, R.R.; UFG? Yes! (Were the Con-
don Coomttee Wnt Wrong) (New York: S gnet Books, 1968)

3. Surrock, P.A.; "Bvaluation of the Condon Report on the Col orado
UFO Proj ect” LStanford Lhiversity Institute for Pasna Physics Report
No. 599, Cctober 1974)

Donald E and Lore, G¢.I.R. Jr. (Eds.); UFGs: A New Look

4. Keyhoe
(NICAP, 1969

5. "Science and the UFO'" (Transcription of UFO di scussion August 22,
1969, Supplenent to the Proceedings of Third Nationw de Anmateur
Astrononers Convention, Denver, | or ado)

6. "Synposium on Unidentified Flying (hjects". (Hearings before
House SCience and Astronautics Commttiee,” July 29, 1969).

7. MbDonald, James E.; "A Dssenting Viewof the Condon RePort" (talk/
paper presented to DuPont Chapter, Scientific Research Society of
Anerican, WIimngton, Delaware, February 12, 1969) '

8. McDonald, James E.; "UFG -- A Challenge to (bservation" (talk/
paper presented to Synposium on Meterol ogi cal Cbservations and Instru-
mentation, Vshington, D.c., February 13, 1969

9

. MDonald, Janes E.; "UFG and the Condon Report: A Dissenting
M ew italk/paper presented to Pacific Mssile Range Section, American
Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Pt. Mugu, California, Febru-

ary 18,

10. MbDonal d, Janes E.; "What You VWon't Read in the Condon Report"
&al k/ paper presented to Arizona Branch, Reading Reform Foundati on,
ottsdale, Arizona, My 6, 1969)

11. MDonald, Janes E.; "Some Pennsylvania UFO Cases and their Bearing
on the Condon Report" (tal k/paper presented at Mansfield State Col | ege,
Mansfield, Pa., My 15, 19695)

12. MDonald, Janes E.; "AVery Qeditable Efort?" (talk/paper pre-
sented to Sacranento Section, Amrerican Institute of Aeronautics and
Astronautics, My 28, 1969)

13. "AIAA Committee Looks At UFO Problem," Aeronautics and Astronau-
tics (AIAAJournal, vol, 6, No. 12, Decenber 1968]j
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14. "UFQ An Appraisal of the Problem," Aeronautics and Astronautics
(Nov. 1970 _

15. Sagan, Carl and Page, Thornton (Eds.); UFQs —A i enti'-fic Debat e
(Gornell U Press, 1972 -

16. Page, Thornton; Review of the Condon Report, Anerican Journal of
Physics (wol. 37, 1071-2, Cctober 1969)

17. Boffey, Philip M; "UFO Project: Trouble on the GQound," Science,
Vol . 161, July 26, 1968 .

18. Jacobs, David M The UFO Controversy in Anerican (Indiana Univer-
sity Press, 1975) ‘

T4



MUFONZ . MUFON Symposium Proceedihgs

LEONARD H. STRINGFIELD

Leonard H Stringfield is
presently working in association
wth Ir. J. Alen Hynek, D rector
of Center for UFO Studies. This
is a scientific endeavor establish--
ed to investigate and eval uate UFO
reports internationally, having
the cooperation of nany |eading
scientists and |aw enfor cenent
agencies.

~ Principally, Len is assigned as
I nvestigator covering a dozen
counties in Southwestern Chio and
Nort her n Kent ucky.

~ Len serves on the Board of
Drectors and as Drector of
Public Relations for the Mutual
UFO Network (MUFON headquart er ed
in Seguin, Texas. This group is
directed by Walter Andrus and is
conposed of 800 technically ori-
ented field investigators and
speci al i sts throughout the US A
He also serves as State Section
Director covering four South-
western Chio counti es.

Serves as Chio Investigator for _ _ _
‘G ound Saucer Vétch which is headquartered in Phoenix, Arizona and whose

director is WIIiam Spaul di ng.

Len is the author of S TUATION RED. THE WFO SIEGE, published by Doubl e--
.day & Conpany in My, 1977 {Fard Cover Book). '

Formerly, Drector of international UFO research group, known as
CRI.FQ (Qvilian Research, Interplanetary Hying (bjects) in 1953 -
1957.  Was publisher and editor of a nonthly newsletter, | T, during
this period. Paid subscriptionwas 2500. C.R.I.F.0. was the world's
| argest research grouF during the md '50s, being of interest to several
foreign g(IJ:\(/)ernrrents, eadi ng scientists, professional people and the
U.S. Air Force.

Fornerly worked in cooperation with the Air Defense Cormand of U.S.
A.F., 1953 - 1957, investigating and regortl ng UFO activity. Was as-
signed a special code nunber to report by phone to the A r Defense Com
mand in Col unbus, Chio.
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Len formerly served in Public Relations c%ﬂacity for N.I.C.A.P.
(National Investigation Commttee on Aerial enonena) in Véshi ngton,
D.C. under Drector Mgjor Donald E Keyhoe from 1957 to 1970. -

WAs assigned. as Early Warning Coordinator for Colorado Project under
Dr. Condon, 1967 - 1969." Thiswas a government sponsored scientific
| nvestigative group, headquartered in Boul der, Col orado. He screened
and reported all O activity in Southwestern Chio to this project..

’Co,'nd'uct' ed ,é course in UFQLOGY at Mariemont H gh School in. 1969 -
the first of its kind. ... . LT

For rver | y served as president of The d nci nnati UFO Soci ety inlate
1950s, whose nenbers were nainly professional peopl e. g

~ During World WAr |I, served in the Intelligence Service of the 5th
Air Force in Southwest Pacific Theatre for 31 months.. First |earned
of the UFO during this period. Duringa flight near Iwo Jima, enroute
to Tokyo, during the Japanese surrender; the aircraft in whichhe was
flying encountered 3 UFCs, n_earI%/ causi ng the [ajlzane_to crash. This
incident led to ny interest in the subject of UFGs in 1950, at which
time, the "flying .saucer" had al ready commanded world attention.

Served as ‘advi sor for: thenation of Qenada during the 32nd General -
Assenbly at the United. Nations. when Prime Mnister, r Bic Giry '
proposed that the. UN establish a UFO research agency. R

~Published a book, 1957, entitled, |INSDCE SUACER POST, 3-0 BLUE,
which reviewed his work with the Air Force.” The "3-U Bl Ue" was part
of this code number. Books still available fromhis hone address at a
price of $3.00. to- :

Len is enployed as Director of Public Relations and Mar ket i ng Se_rvi ces-
of DuBois Chem cals, Division of Chemed Corporation, headquartered in -
DuBois Tower, @ ncinnati, Chio.

Len and his Wi"f,e, ‘Dell, reside at 4412 G ove Avenue, dncinnati, Chio
45227.
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~ RETRIEVALS OF THE THIRD KIND
A Case Study of Alleged UFOs and Occupants in Military Custody

Presented by

LEONARD H. STRINGFIELD |

~Since the advent of the UFO, dating back to VWrld Vr |1 when
there was official recognition. of the "foo fighter", one hard fact
stands out: the world public at large still disbelieves in its ex-
i stence. Another fact: nost of our world's scientific comunity
does not believe in UFGs either, although a small nunber of its
Fellowship today will admt their puzzlement and sonetines curiosity
over the persistence of UFO reports.

- 'For those of us dedicated to serious UFO research, working in
all professional levels, there is no doubt that a real interloper
from somewhere.exists! Know ng this is frustrating. Today, after
31 years of prodigious effort, our research has failed to discover,
or uncover, the real UFO's nature, its origin or intent--and | '
hasten to add, to force open the door of alleged official secrecy
behi nd whi ch nay be. conceal ed the hard evidence, or, if you wllj
the extraordinary and sobering proof we have all sought.

Today, considering the |long, evasive history of the UFO and an
equal |y evasi ve OffICI_aF posture, our research stands at a critical
crossroad. Here we find a two-way split off, a grow ng and sharpen-
i ng divergence of opinion about the nature and origin of the UFQ

(ne view entertains the notion that the UFO is a paraphysical or
psychical visitant fromanother realmor. of another di nension and
that all the paranornal evidence reportedly associated with the UFO -
precludes a sinple "nut and bolt" physical explanation. This hy-
_ pothesis, in the viewof sone researchers, rules out the interplanetary
"nut and bolt" spaceshi p. ' o : :

_ The other naj or hypothesis, and now considered a conservative
view, postulates that the UFO is a structured machi ne and cones from
across the vast reaches of space and tine fromanother solar system
This belief maintains that the extraterrestrial race has, by virtue
of its advanced technol ogy, overcane the probl emof spatial distance
and has devel oped great PS%/ChI cal powers by which it can nmanipul ate
mans' mnd when it sees fit to do so. Thus, in this postulation the
reported paranornmal events can also be explained.

(G course, there are nmany other provocative splinter theories,
sone interlacing the two maj of hypot heses and sone radically disre-
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garding the known facts. Theories are free, and are a dine a dozen.

In its honest endeavor to proceed down either hypothetical path,
‘research today continues to investigate UFOreports, correl ate and
conpute the reported data, conputerize ghot ograph, conduct conferences
and synposi a, and drudge over 13,000 UFO reports rel eased by the Air
Force's former Project Bl uebook which have been nmade avail abl e for
public study at the National Archives in Wshington, D.C. Therefore,
it's not by accident that UFO researchers have provided for its
brethren, a convenient |anguage by which to describe events and, nore
specifically, a termnology so that UFO reports can be classified.

Speaki ng of termnoILcl)%, we borrow a page fromthe emnent DOr. J.
Al'l en Hynek's book, The Experience, A Sientific Inquiry. From
this nmajor work, we now have §ose Encounters of the First,” Second
and Third Kind, which are |abels covering a hypothetical set of con-
ditions wherein the human w tness observes or experiences a UFO at -
cl ose range. These include physical or electronagnetic effects to

g W tness or his surroundings or, an encounter wth a strange alien
ei ng. _

- _Popul arized by the novie of the same nane,  ose Encounters of
the Third Kind, has becone a household term Now anybody and every-
body can share in an awareness of these rare and bizarre events.

But "there is another event of the Alien Third Kind. This is an event
known nmainly through runor. Even know edgeabl e researchers admt
they know of it only from shadowy sources, and when pursued, found
sudden dead ends.

Through patience, perserverence and careful, courteous di-
pl omacy, | have wended ny way through the nany shadowy mazes and found,
to ny surprise, sources of light at many of the so-called dead ends.
Wat " | have |earned fromthese sources describes an event which |
shall call, Retrievals of The Third K nd.

~ Retrievals of The Third Kind, of course, relate prinarily to the
alien being. To be nore precise, I refer to incidents where a UFO
had all egedly crashed and both it and the occupants were retrieved by
mlitary personnel who were dispatched to the scene. According to ny
sources, these inmobilized craft and deceased occupants, described as
humanoid, have been placed in custody at certain mlitary installations
where they were studied under the highest security neasures.

‘Now, for the first time, sufficient data have been anmassed to
d support to sonme of the old retrieval clains. But, |ooking back
the 1950's, there was little or no desire then to pursue the re-
ted clains. At that time active researchers, including nyself,

little more than scoff. & thought we had good reason.

| en
to
or
gid
: The cause of this "scoffing" was one grand hoax. Here, | refer
to a book, Behind the Hying Saucer by the late Fank Scully, publish-

ed in 1950." Briefly, it told about a reported saucer crash In Aztec,
New Mexico in 1948~ Scully went on to relate that a scientist he had
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met, had possession of netal artifacts taken frominside the craft

whi ch was proof that the saucer was fromouter space. Investigation,
however, reveal ed Scully's scientist was a fraud. Wth the book's
subsequent exposure as a hoax, which got a lot of publicity, it be-
came unfashionable for any objective researcher- to wite or talk about
crashed UFGs and their alleged "little men". :

- Adding fuel to the fire of a burning book were strong Air Force
denials in 1954 that a retrieved UFOwas in hiding at Wight-Patterson
AFB. | remenber calling Lt. Colonel John O'Mara, Chief of Intelligence,
at the air base, inquiring about the alleged retrievals. Hs reply,

I N part, "Ridiculous!"

So conpletely was Scully's retrieval story put down that sone re-
searchers today wonder, in retrospect, if the book and/or its exposure
were contrived. But, despite denials and the suspicions of research
the crash and retrieval stories persisted. Then, |ike a bolt fromthe
bl ue, while preparing the manuscript for ny book. Stuation Red, The
UFO Siege, t0 be published by Doubl eday, sSome new TE€lTabl € SOUTCeS
opened up. Then, once again to ny surprise, after the release of ny
book in 1977, still nore sources Surfaced to talk about what they knhew
Then oge by one the jig saw pi eces began to fit together and a picture
ener ged. :

~ Now, | believe this is the time and certainly the place--Dayton,
Chio, and so close to Wight-Patterson AFB —that we nust face this
greatest of issues head-on. V¢ nust now take a new and honest |ook
at the old rumors. And, we nust also take a new |ook at the possibili-
ty of a grand official cover up and why. :

~If anyone of the retrieval incidents is true, or if only one of
_rH; informants is telling the truth, then human-kind is in for a shock.

e impact of its sudden revelation —or forced adm ssion — through
official pronouncement, would probably, shake up nan's lifestyle, his
phi | osophi es and even hi s econony. -

And, if it is true that alien humanoids have been retrieved and
are held in a preserved state at one or nore mlitary installations,
then our governnent, and all consorting governnents, responsible for
this concealnent wll have to explain their policy of prolonged
secrecy. \¢ may then rl%htly ask what else is hidden about the UFO
of a nore frightening nature?

Probabl?; followng any official pronouncenent of this nagnitude,
there would be strong public reaction. There would be denmands for
more hidden facts, and as al ways, sone one, or some agency, woul d
have to be pinned with the blane. GCertainiy at the top of the |ist
would be the mlitary establishment and its cohort agencies wth
special enphasis put on the C.I.A.

Aso to blane would be the media. Wiere was their prowess to

probe for the truth? It seens strange that some of its audaci ous
menbers who hel ped bring down a president failed to reach the right

79



w - “MUFON Symposium Proceedin'gs

pedpl ewiththe right facts —or, were they, too, in certain key areas,
a part of the big cover up? _

~ And UFOresearch, too, can share in sone of the blane. Too nuch
di sunity anmong the naj or research groups Is one factor. Perhaps a nore
concerted action woul d have carried nore weight at critical nonents
when pressures were put to bear in areas of known cover-up. Al so
perhaps, too much time has been spent-by influential researchers | ook-
Ing for a paranormal answer for the UFQ (ne fact has stood out for
years. The average reported UFO appears to be a metallic, structured
craft with windows, and, when in a |anding position sonetimes uses
tripods. Wile this general description nay apply to a vehicle from
any other nysterious realm it does suggest that the design is nore a
feat of engineering than of psychical or spiritual nanifestation.

~ And now for an academc thought. -Is it right or wise for re--
search —or, nyself —to try and pry open the lid of a possible
Pandora's Box? . Is it not norally right to know about the crashed UFO
and its alien occupants? |s there sonething sinister about the con-
tinuing surveillance of Earth? . o ‘

_ And what , tyou may ask, is ny own opinion of ny informants endowed
wi th such powerful testinony? Frankly, 1 cannot réfute the credibili-
\t/\% of any of ny informants. They are from scattered areas, nany of

om| have pursued with great effort. Know ng sonething about the
character of each suggests that none is hoaxing, and, it is difficult
to believe that anyone of themwas a "plant", and, even if one or two
were, what about the others? And, | may ask, why plant the kind of
information that could work against the official ‘position which is to
play down the notion of secrecy about UFGs?

It is with equal candor that | nust state that | amnot in a
Providential position to pass a positive or final judgement on the
retrievals stories or on ny informants. On this tenuous ground |
must allow for some narginal error in observation or tiny flawin
human j udgerment for each reported account. However, let ne quote an
old adage. "Wierever there is smoke there is fire," and fromny po-
sition I certainly can see a helluva I ot of snoke!

Now, let me swtch fromny beliefs to yours and consider what
you may think about ne relative to ny expose'. To hel p guide ¥0_ur ap-
raisal allowne to state that | personally have not seen a retrieved
Q parts of one, or its occupants. :

Mso, for the record, | do not possess a single affidavit to
prove that any one of ny infornants has seen a retrieved craft or its
occupants. | have only their nanmes and their testinony. Udfortunately,
| cannot use these nanes. Anonymty has been requested and wll be re-
sgect ed. The reasons should be obvious to all. n essence, therefore,
the cases | present in this paper wthout names to back up the in-
formant's testinmony can be construed as hearsay. '
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| f perchance, hearsay is to be ny undoing then | nust nake ny
stand on the merits of own credibility which | trust has already
been established in ny 29 years of UFO research. You are the judge

and jury. | wll now proceed wth the testinony of ny infornants
concerning Retrievals of the Third Kind in the followng abstracts:
' ABSTRACT |

In 1948, according to reports fromhazy sources, a UFOwth
occupants nunbering anywhere from one to sixteen, had crashed in a
desert region of southwestern United States or Mexico and was re-
trieved by US mlitary authorities. But the reports never got be-
yond runor because 1948 was the year when Frank Scully's book unl oaded

~an alleged hoax on the public about a crashed UFO in Aztec, New Mexi co..

In the Fall of 1977 new word of a 1948 crash came to ne froma
wel | -informed mlitary source. Hs information, however, was scanty.
He had heard fromother "inside" mlitary sources that a metallic disc
had crashed somewhere in a desert region. HSs onI%/ details indicated

~that the craft had suffered severe damage on inpact and was retrieved
by mlitary units. :

coi ncidence, nonths later in 1977, | was to |learn nore about
a crashed disc occurring in 1948 This cane from researcher Todd
Zeckel , whom |. had known since 1975 when he becane Research D rector
of Gound Saucer Watch. Fornerly with the National Security Agency,
Zeckel stated that an Air Force technician told himthat his uncle,
then a Provost Marshall at Carswell Air Force Base near K. Worth,
Texas, had taken part in the recovery of the crashed UFO which was de-
scribed as a netallic disc, 90 feet 1n dianeter.

The crash occurred about 30 mles inside the Mexican border a-
cross fromLaredo, Texas, and was recovered by US troops after it
was tracked on radar screens. The job assigned the Provost Marshall,

now a retired colonel, was to cordon off the crash site.’

The retired colonel, now living. in Horida, was tracked down by
Zeckel . Among other facts reveal ed by the colonel was that one dead
alien was found aboard the craft which was described as about 4 feet,
6 inches tall, conpletely hairless with hands that had no thumbs.

~Zeckel learned fromhis source that the troops involved in the
retrieval were warned that if they said a word about the incident
they would be the "sorriest people around".

_ Gontinuing his investigation, Zeckel pieced together other e¥e-
W tnesses to the 1948 crash event. In his statenent, Zeckel relates
the followng: "I traced another Air Force colonel, now retired in
Harri sbur g, nnsyl vania. He had seen the WFO in flight. He was
flying an =94 fighter out of Dias Air Force base in Texas and was
over Al buquerque, New Mexi co, when reports came of a UFO on the st
Coast, flying over Wshington State. Radars clocked its speed at
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2,000 niles per hour .

"It nmade a 90-degree turn and flew east, over Texas. The col onel,
then a captain pilot, actually sawit as it passed. Then suddenly it
di sappeared fromradar screens. At Dias base, the radar operators
plotted its course, and decided it had crashed some 30 m|es across
t he Mexi can border fromLaredo. Wen the captain got back to base, he
and a fellowpilot got into a small plane and took off over the border
after the UF Wien they landed in the desert at the crash site, US
troops were there before them." : ' : ' '

"The craft was covered with a canopy, and the two pilots were not
allowed to see it. They were then called to Vshington, D.c. for de-
briefing and sworn to secrecy about the whole event."- : ,

- Zeckel also traced a US naval intelligence officer who was in
Mexico City at the time of the crash. He was rushed to the spot, but
got there just as the craft was being |oaded onto mlitary trucks. ~

Todd Zeckel related to ne by phone March 15, 1978, that additional

details pertinent to this 1948 incident wll be made known in his
forthcom ng book, Under Intelligent Gontrol to be published in 1978

. Zeckel also related thét he has a signed affadavit by the retired
Air Force Colonel who was involved in the cordoning off operations. .

| believe that Zeckel's retrieval case speaks for itself. And,
as a side note, perhaps we shoul d take. another look at Scully and his
book Behind the Flying Saucer. He may not have been too far off from
the truth about a crash in 1948 , .

- If there was an actual crash in a desert region in 1948, which

i ndeed seems true according to Zeckel, then it is easy to understand
how such data about the incident never surfaced. Thanks to Scully's
hoax all other crash data, it seens have been unfairly pre- judged and
conveniently dismssed as a hoax. On this prem se, O research since
1948 has been either skillfully duped or too blind or too diverted by
ot her chaldl enges to pursue a path to what nay have been the final proof
at its end. ' - ‘

ABSTRACT ||

1952, the year of the great wave of UFO sightings throughout the
U.S.A., can also share in the history of retrieval data. _

M/ information for one known UFO crash incident in 1952 cones from
a reliable person in a technical position at a large General Hectric
plant. H's brother, who w shes to be unnaned, was on duty as a radar
specialist at Edwards Air Force Base, Gilifornia in 1952, when he saw a

descendi nﬂ toward Earth at great speed across his radar screen.
Wien the UFO had been confirmed to have crashed the Captain on duty
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gave himinstructions, "You didn't see anything!"

The specialist a short time |ater learned frombase officials that
an unidentified craft did crash in a nearby renote desert area. The
retrieved craft was nore than 50 feet in diameter with a row of w ndows
around its equator. Its nmetallic surface was in a burned- bl ackened
condition. He also had heard the craft was occupi ed by dead humanoid
bodi es approxi mately 4-1/2 feet tall.

Al so, the specialist recalls that he heard reports that the damag-
ed craft was held tenporarily in a hangar at Edwards Air Force Base
before it was shipped by truck to Wight-Patterson Air Force Base.

CC]WENT

| had asked n%/ informant if | could discuss this incident with his
brot her, but when he checked by phone he was remnded that the incident
was classified as secret and he would not be in a position to disclose
further details.

In possi ble conjunction with this 1952 event | have tal ked with
two sources who had wtnessed a large mlitary vehicle or lo-boy drag,
with suspicious cargo under tarpaulin, destined for Wright-Patterson
Air Force Base. (ne observer was quarternaster at Godman Field, Ken-
tucky when the lo-boy, under heavy guard at night, nmade a transient
at:(o)p there. Wrd on the base was that its hidden cargo was a crashed

Anot her wi tness, who had observed a strange- cargo being transport -
ed on a lo-boy into Wight-Patterson AFB in 1952 were a man and wfe,
then residingin Grcleville, Chio. By telephone in 1952, theY claim
ed while driving their car near the base that traffic was stalled.
Escorting the vehicle, they said, was a notorcade of mlitary police.

ABSTRACT |11

Additional testinony in support of a crashed UFO incident in 1952
comes from an unquestionabl e source: John Schuessler, Deputy D rector
of MJFON, and engi neer for MDonnell Douglas at NASA; his data cones -
fromhis father and step nother, who, equally unquestionable, Secured
their data in 1968 from an unquestionable first hand source, who was
their neighbor in a snmall town in Pennsylvania.

According to John Schuessler, his family's close friend was former-.
ly a civilian guard serving at a Receiving Gate for internal security
at Wight-Patterson AFB. Wile on duty, sometine in 1952, he w tnessed
a tractor with lo-boy hauling a tarpaulin-covered craft into a tight
security area at the base.

~The guard also.had told the Schuesslers that he wtnessed at the
Receiving Gate the deceased bodi es recovered fromthe crashed UFO at a
site vaguely referred to as sonewhere in the US Southwest.
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Packed in crates, the guard described the bodies as being "little
peopl e" or humanoid. It is not known whet her or not the bodies arrived
at the sane tine at the base as the craft on the lo-boy or at anot her
tinme by other neans. (ne point he did nake clear about the area in
whi ch he worked to his Schuessler friends, "Everything delivered had to
pass by me. "

John Schuessler said he tried to followup to get nore information
by arranging a neeting with the forner guard through the influence of
his parents. But, his efforts were futile. Said John, "He refused to
talk about it, even to me."

- COWMVENT

The brief testinony of the Security Quard at Wright-Patterson AFB
.and that of the radar specialist at Edwards AFB (cited in Abstract #2)
suggests that the official cover-up of vital UFOdata is so great that
some of it which concerns the captive craft and occupants is under a
special systemof files —and has always been independent of those
mai nt ai ned by Project Bl uebook, and, perhaps are w thout classification
so that even the Freedomof Infornation Act cannot reach them

Probably the area in which the Security Quard had served his tenure
of duty fromthe late 1940s to the md-1950s, was the same as that re-
ferred to by Senator Barry Goldwater in his letter to ne dated Decenber
3, 1974 in which he stated...."I nade an effort to get in the room at
Wright-Patterson where the information was stored, and | was deni ed
t hat request.. ."

ABSTRACT |V

More corroborative evidence of a crashed UFO during 1952, and/or
earlier, cones fromR chard Hall, now MUFON |nternational Coordinator
and Editor of MJFON UFQ JOURNAL.

Wen Hall served as Assistant Director of NICAP he was aware of
all communi cations received by that group. (ne itemreceived by phone
cane froma president of a stainless steel conpany, dated 1957, Coral
Gables, Horida. In conpany wth this business nan was B Il Nash, Pan
Arerican Airline pilot. He was well-known in the early years of UFO
research for his and co-pil ot Il Fortenberry' s outstanding sighting
on July 15, 1952 of eight circular bright red U-Gs maneuvering under
their aircraft. .

Nash reveal ed by phone to NNCAP, that he had interviewed a young
| ady who had worked in Communi cations, Arny Intelligence at a base in
Arizona. The date was around 1952. She reported that for a two-week
period her base was on a red alert for a possible attack by UFGs. e
UFO she said had landed or had been brought down and had been sent to
Wright-Patterson for analysis. She added that the UFO's interior con-
trol panel showed narkings or synbols. She also saw a phot ograph of
the object but was unable to give precise details.
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o More on Bill Nash. In the March, 1965 issue of Saucer News pub-
lished nonthly by James W Msley in Fort Lee, New Jersey, the follow ng
story told about Nash's and Fortenberry' s experience during their in-
terrogation by Air Force Intelligence followng their aerial encounter
with UFGs. e article, "Reconsidering The M/sterious Little Men" by
~Keith Roberts, quotes Nash as follows: "Before the interview, Fortenberry
and | had agreed to ask the Intelligence men if there was any truth be-
hind. the runor that the Air Force had one or nore saucers at Wi ght-
Patterson Field. B Il remenbered to ask, and one of the investigator's
answered, 'Yes, it IS true!' Later, when we were all in one room '

followng separate de-briefings, | renenbered to ask the question. Al
~of the mvest:/\gat ors opened their nouth at the sane tine to answer, but
- Myj or Sharp, o0 was in command, broke inwith a quick 'NO!' |t appear-

ed as if he was telling the others to shut up..."

Q,loting furt her from Saucer News article, "Nash said that an un-
named informant told himthal LTFE magazine had been briefed by U.S.
Intelligence to the effect that the governnent does have crashed saucers.."

COMVENT

" Frst, if it is necessary to establish that Bl Nash was a Pan Am
-pilot, whowth co-pilot Fortenberry, had a significant sighting of UFO
In 1952, researchers wll find an account of their encounter fully re-

corded in an issue of TRJE magazine in 1953. Also, while editor of
CRBIT in the 1950's, | had an exchange of correspondence wth B Il Nash
so he is no fignent of the inagination. :

"~ Incidentally, in a telephone conment to NICAP in 1957, Nash said
that Pan Anerican Airlines had asked himnot to link his company wth
any nore public statements or appearances.

In reference to the %/oungFlady's di scl osures about synbols, or
al ?/phs, appearing inside the UFQ | have heard fromanother reliable
mlitary source in 1978 that he had seen photographs show ng such mar k-
ings at Wight-Patterson Air Force Base.

ABSTRACT V

- M. T., who holds a high technical positionin civilian life today,
was in the Sring of 1953, at the age of 20, a radar specialist wth
secret security clearance. Wile stationed in Ft. Monmouth, New Jersey
in 1953, he and a snall, select nunmber of radar specialists were
sunmoned to view a special filmat the base theatre.

Wthout any briefing, the 16mm novie projector was flicked on, and
the filmbegan to roll on the screen, show ng the usual flaws and
scratches found in conbat photography film ~Suddenly, wthout any
titles or credits, or nusic, there appeared a desert scene dom nated by
a silver disc-shaped object inbedded in the sand with a doned section
at the top. At the bottomwas a hatch or door that was open.
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In the next scene, M. T. recalls seeing 10 to 15 mlitary person-
nel all dressed in fatigues and all wthout identification patches,
standi ng around what appeared to be the disabled craft. B% judging
their heighth against the UFQ T. determned that its w dth was approxi -
mately 15 to 20 feet in dianeter and that an open hatch or door at the
bottomwas about 2-1/2 feet wide and perhaps 3 feet high. A this point
- M. T. had no idea of the movie's purpose. | asked about the activity
of the personnel? "They were just |ooking at the object," he said.

Then the movie switched to what appeared to be in interior. of the
craft. A panel with a fewsinple |evers was shown, and he renenbers
bei ng inpressed by the nuted pastel colors and sudden glares of white —
the sign of poor photography. | :

Af]ai n there was a change of scenes. Nowin viewwere two tables,
robably taken inside a tent, on which, to his surprise, were dead
odies.” Two were on one table, and one on anot her.

M. T. said the bodies appeared |little by human standards and nost
notabl e were the heads, all looking alike, and all being | arge conpared
to their body sizes. They |ooked nmongol oi d, he thought, wth smal
noses, nouths and eyes that were shut. He didn't recal|l seeing ears or
- hair. The skin, he said, was -leathery and ashen in color. Each wore a
tight-fitting suit in a pastel color. ‘ - :

- The sight of the dead bodies was the end of the novie. As nost
mlitary novies credit the Sgnal Corp or sone other source, this one
"stopped cold", said M. T. en the lights cane on in the theatre,
the officer in charge stood up and instructed the viewers to, "think
about the novie", and added fi rm%, "Don't relate its contents to any-
one." M. T said in good faith, he didn't even tell his wfe who |ived
near the base. ‘ ' . :

~To M. T.'s surprise, two weeks later he was approached by an In-
telligence Oficer on the base and told, "Forget the novie you saw it
was a hoax." _

- Shortly after seeing the novie he heard froma couple of top se-
curity officers on the base that a UFO had crashed in New Mexico and
ha_ddbﬁfen _rl_ecovered wth its occupants. The date of the crash was 1952,
sai . T | :

Commented ny informant, "The 5-minute |ong novie certainly was not
a Wt Dsney production. It was probably shot by an inexperienced
caneranan because it was full of scratches, and had poor coloring and
texture. :

M. T. when asked about his interest in UFOs, clained that he was
not —then or now —interested, but he has always been curious about
the purpose of the filmin relation to his work in radar. Years |ater,
he net an old arny acquai ntance who also was a radar specialist. To
Ts surprise, he learned fromthis man that he, too, had seen the sane,
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film at another base under the sanelsi m | ar hush-hush conditions.
OQOMVENT

Considering the credibility status of ny informant, | believe he
saw the novi e and describes the subject natter to the best of his recol -
lection. Regarding the subject nmatter, he believes that the crashed
craft and the dead bodies were bona fide. It would have been difficult
even by a najor Hol | ywood studio, to have made dummy bodi es | ook so real
for use in ah otherw se so make-shift film And for what norbid purpose?

ABSTRACT VM

Investigations Drector for MIFON Raynond E Fower of Vénham
Massachusetts watched incredulously as Fritz \rner signed the fol | ow
ing affidavit, dated June 7, 1973

|, Fritz Werner, do solemly swear that during a speci al
assignment with the US A r Force on May 21, 1953 |
assisted in the investigation of a crashed unknown object
in the vicinity of Kingman, Arizona.

The object was constructed of an unfamliar metal which
resenbled alumnum It had inpacted 20 inches into the
sand wthout any sign of structural danage. It was oval
and about 30 feet in diameter. An entranceway hatch had
been vertically |owered and opened. It was about 3-1/2
feet high and 1-1/2 feet wide. | was able to talk briefly
w th someone on the teamwho did look inside only briefly:
He saw two swvel seats, an oval cabin, and a lot of instru-
nents and displays.

A tent pitched near the object sheltered the dead renains

of the only occupant of the craft. It was about 4 feet tall,
dark brown conpl exion and had 2 eyes, 2 nostrils, 2 ears, _
and a small round mouth. It was clothed in a silvery, netallic
suit and wore a skull cap of the same type of material. It

wore no face covering or hel net. _
| certify that the above statenent is true by affixing ny
signaturé to this document this 7th day of .June, 1973.

, According to Ray Fow er, a researcher of highest credentials, here
IS Vérner's story:

| was project engineer on an Air Force contract wth the Atomc
Energy Comm ssion for "Operation Upshot-Knothole" at the atomc proving
ground, Nevada. M job involved the neasuring of blast effects on
various types of buildings especially erected for the tests.

Oh May 20, 1953, | worked most of the day at Frenchnman Hat. In

the evening, | received a phone call fromthe test director, Dr.
Doll, informng me that | was to go on a special job the next day. n
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the follow ng day, | -reported for special duty and was driven to Indian
Springs Air Force Base, near the provi ng ground, where | joined about
fifteen other specialists. W were told to |eave all valuables in the
custody of the mlitary police. We were then put on a mlitary plane
and flown to Phoenix, Arizona. Ve were not allowed to fraternize.
There, we were put on a bus with other personnel, who were already
there. The bus w ndows were bl acked out so that we couldn't see where
we were going. W rode for an estimated four hours. | think we were
in the area of Kingman, Arizona, which is northwest of Phoenix and not
too far fromthe atomc proving ground in Nevada. During the bus trip,
we were told by an Air Force full colonel that a super-secret Air Force
vehi cl e had crashed and that since we were all specialists in certain
fields, we were to investigate the crash in terns of our own specialty
and not hi ng nore. _ _ : ' ‘

Finally, the bus stopped and we di senbarked one at a tine as our
nanes were called and were escorted by mlitary police to the area that
we were to inspect. Two spotlights were centered on the crashed object,
which was ringed with guards. The lights were so bright that it was
i npossible to see the surrounding area.  The object was oval and | ooked
|i ke two deep saucers, one inverted upon the other. It was about 30
feet in dianmeter, wth convex surfaces, top and bottom These surfaces
were about twenty feet in diameter. It was constructed of a dull silver
metal, |ike brushed alumnum The netal was darker where the saucer
"lips" formed a rim, around which were what |ooked like "slots". A
curved open hatch door was located on the |eading end and was vertically
| owered. There was a light comng frominside but it could have been
installed by the Air Force.

M particular job was to determine, fromthe ‘angle and depth of im
pact into the sand, how fast the vehicle's forward and vertical velocities
were at the tine of inpact. The inpact had forced the vehicle approxi-
mately twenty inches into the sand. There were no landing gear. There-
were also no marks or dents, that | can renmenber, on the surface —not
even scratches. Questions havi ng nothing to do wth our own special
areas were not answered. '

An armed mlitary policeman guarded a tent pitched nearby. |
managed to glance inside at one point and saw the dead body of a four-
foot, human-like creature in a silver netallic-looking suit. The skin
on its face was dark brown. This may have been caused by exposure to
our atnosphere. The face was not covered but it had a netallic skull-
cap device on its head. S

As soon as each person finished his task, he was interviewed over a
tape recorder and escorted back to the bus. O the way back to the bus,
| managed to talk briefly with someone el se going back to it at the sane
time. He told ne that he had glanced inside the object and saw two
swvel-like seats, as well as rnstrunents and displays. An airnan who .
I’]Othl ced we were talking separated us and warned us not to talk wth each
ot her. : o : :
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After we all returned to the bus, the Air Force colonel who was in
charge had us raise our right hands and take an oath not to reveal what

we had experienced. | was instructed to wite ny report in |onghand
and not to type or reproduce it. A telephone nunber was given nme to
call when thé report was conplete. | called the nunber and an airnan

pi cked up the report.

Ray Fower states that Wrner held several engineering and nanage-
ment positions at Wight-Patterson AFB between June 1949 and January
1960. Djl’ln? that period he worked in the Ofice of Special Sudies
of what was then the Air Material Command Installations Dvision. Later,
hé designed aircraft landing gear and becanme Chief of alighting devices
wthin the Aircraft Laboratory at Wight Ar Devel opnent nter.
the tine of the alleged incident, he was on assignnent to the Atomic
Energy Commssion at the Atomc Proving Gound in Nevada. :

Fow er also states that Wrner told himthat he synpathized wth
the Alr Force's secret handling of the UFO probl em and "added that the
Air Force did not know where UFGs originated. Verner also said that
the Alr Force believed that the UFGs were interplanetary vehicles but
that they did not know howto handle the situation. They did not want
to create panic.

Corments Fower: There were inconsistencies in \Wrner's story,
but nost appeared to be in the real mof nenory | apses and exaggerati ons
by the witness. Former enployers that were checked held himin high
esteemand all described himas a hi ?hly conpet ent and noral individual.
Havi ng publ i shed a nunber of technical papers, Verner also hol ds nmenber-
ship 1n the Anerican Association for the Advancenent of Science.

~In Fowler's continuing evaluation he cites one piece of evidence
whi ch seens to give a strong el enent of truth to Wrner's account. In
an attenpt to pin down the exact date of the alleged incident, \érner
agreed to show his diary he kept in those days. 1its a |n(I:1 pages, on

y 20, 1953, it read in part: "Véll pen's out of ink. _g)en most of
day on Frenchman's F at surveying cubicles and supervising wel ding of a
plate girder bridge sensor which cracked after last shot...Got funny
call fromD. Doll" at 1000. [|'mgoing on a special job tcmorrow".

O May 21st, the di ar{ read: "Up at 7.00. Wrked nost of day on
Frenchnan wth cubicl es. etter fromBet. She's feeling better now —
thank goodness. Got picked up at Indian Springs AFB at 430 p.m for
ajobT can't wite or talk about."

QOWENT
In ny book Stuation Red, | cover the Vér ner story in full based
on ny conversations win rRay Fower. Said Fower, "Wih nore substantia-
tion, it could blowthe Iid off secrecy." | agree. (ne final note:

the name Fitz Werner is fictitious, but | feel that his story is not.
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ABSTRACT VI |

Finally a nane of a witness surfaces —an A r Force Maj or, narred'
Daly —who was a netal lurgi st stationed at Wight-Patterson AFB in
1953 to relate his adventures with a crashed UFQ _ -

The source for this infornmation comes fromfellow Q ncinnati-based
researcher, Charles wilhelm. A friend of Charle's father, he related
in 1968 that in April of 1953 he was flown to a destination unknown,
where it was hot and sandy, to examne the crashed UFQ He was blind-
folded and driven to a point about 30 mnutes away froma base of oper-
ations. There, inside of ‘a tent, standing in soft sand, his blind-fold
was removed. Fromthere he was taken to a |ocation where he saw a
silvery netallic craft about 25 to 30 feet in dianeter. The exterior
of the craft, he said, was not danmaged, however his on-the-spot two day
analysis of the ship's nmetal, using the equiprment he carried wth him,
shovwed that it was not native to Earth. . '

My or Daly, although he wasriot permtted to enter the craft, ob- -
served that the craft's entrance neasured four to five feet high and . -
two to three feet wi de. o oo

COWMVENT,

_ Maj or Daly's blindfolded trip to the crash site, simlar to that
of Fitz Werner's, indicates that it was common procedure for the mli-

tary to use extrenme security neasures relative to UFOretrievals'. -1t
IS to be noted that Mjor IV%'_S experience takes place in April, a
mont h shy of Fritz Wrner's which was in May of the same year. A so,

to be noted is that Daly did not see any dead alien bodies. Mybe
the?; had al ready been removed, or, if the craft was found undamaged, -
as he attested, it is possible the occupants nanaged to evade capture.
Q, perhaps there were two crashes in a desert area” in the Spring of
1953." If, however, both the reports of Wrner and Daly are descri bing
thet rs]ama crashed UFO event, it Is possible that Daly used the wong -
mont h. : . : '

ABSTRACT M II
"I'"mal nost positive it _hapPened in 1973," said informant, a
man with a long career as a pilot in the mlitary who held the rank of

warrant officer in the arny during the early 1950s. Now serving in the
Air National Quard, he stood by me, facing 'a |large wall map of the U.S.
in a backroomof the Admnistration Building at Lunken Airport in .
Adncinnati. Earlier, in a large front room before about 25 pilots, I
had just spoken on the subject of UFGs. It was now the |ate sumer of
1977 "as he tried to recall the exact time when he stood as a w tness,

at a distance of about 12 feet, peering at five crates on a fork lift
Inside a hangar at Wright-Patterson AFB. Lo '

In each of three crét es, he said, were the recovered dead bodi es

of snall humanoids; the contents of the other two crates were not dis-
cernible. As he related this astonishing infornmation in a matter-of-
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fact manner, he pointed vaguely to an area in Arizona on the map.
"Here's Where it approxi matel y happened," he said. "It was in a desert
area but | don't have the nane of the location."

~ There was no one else in the map roomwhen he told nme about the
incident. He made certain of that. "It's still a secret and at the
tine | had to swear to it," he said. "I was in the right place at the
right time when the crates arrived at night by DC-7." .

~As we stood at the map, ny informant described what appeared to be
hastily prepared wooden crates.” In these, little humanoids, appearing
to be four feet tall were lyi nP unshrouded on a fabric, which he ex-
pl ained prevented freeze burn fromthe dry ice packed beneath. As a
nunber of Air Police stood silent guard nearby the crates, he nanaged
to get a reasonably good but brief glinpse of the humanoid feat ures.
He recalls that their heads were disproportionately larger than the
bodies, wth skin that |ooked brown under the hangar |ights above. The
head ap{Jear ed to be hairless and narrow. The eyes seened to be open,
the nouth snall and nose, if any, was indistinct. The humanoi ds arns
were positioned down al ongside their bodies, but the hands and feet, he
said, were indistinct. en asked about their attire, he said the%
appeared to be wearing tight-fitting dark suits, and, because of the
tight-fitting suit, there was one reveali nﬂ_ feature —a surprising
feature. (ne of the hunanoids appeared to himto be female. He said,
"Hther one of the: aliens had an exceedingly nmuscul ar chest or the bunps
were a female's breasts." Later, he learned fromone of the crew '
members,with whom he bunked at the barracks, that the body of one of
the aliens was, indeed, that of a fenale.

informant. also heard fromthe crew menber that one of the little
humanoi ds was still alive aboard the craft when the US mlitary team
arrlvedic IAtterrpts were made to save its life wth oxygen, but were un-
successf ul . -

. Anot her question, an inportant one, was pronptly answered b%/ ny
informant. How did the military. know about the crash and where to go?
He said he heard froma crew nenber that the UFO was picked up by

sgem al tracking equipment at M. Palomar in California. They_rpr ovi ded
the coordinates to the mlitary to determne the crash area. he re-
trieved craft found intact, he |later heard, was sent to Wright-Patterson.
He had no nore details when or by what neans. :

COMMVENT |
There were other details furnished by ny informant concerning his
encounter at Wight-Patterson and on other sénsitive UFO issues, That
mght be identifiable or traceable to him n his request, | have

avoi ded usi n? these data. For certain, there are a lot of things con-
nected wth the UFO that the public does not know about.

ABSTRACT | X

The fol | ow ng Iettér, quoted in part, was received from R chard
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Hall of MIFON It is dated April 8, 1964 and the nane of the source is
del et ed on request. , e

"Here at school there is an instructor who, during the Korean
conflict was an adjutant to an Air Force CGeneral at one of
?ur I\E_vv Mexi co proving grounds. | got the followng story
romhi m . _

'In 1953 a flying saucer crash-landed near the provi nﬁ
. grounds. Air Force personnel immediately rushed to the
area and found the saucer, unharnmed and unoccupi ed wth
door s open. Ugon_ searchi ng the surrounding area they
garréa upon the bodi es of the saucer's four occupants, all
ead. .
'Shortly after this certain top |evel personnel were
given the true saucer story by Air Force officials. M
source was included in this. ~They were shown the
bodi es of the four occupants of the ship, which he de-
scribed as fromthree to four feet tall, hairless, and
otherwi se quite human in appearance. An autopsy had
been perforned on one of themto try to determhne the
cause of death. No cause for their deaths was ever
found. Aso at this tinme they were show three saucers.
He described themas ovoid, with a length of twenty-
five feet and a width of thirteen feet.  They were
shown the interior as well, and there were no visible
means of control, no visible neans of propulsion. He
told me that since that tine the Alr Force has been
working intensely, though unsuccessfully, at trying to
di scover the neans of propul sion.

"I can vouch for the validity of this information as
well as the reliability of the person | got it from
Thls%ou.can state as a positive fact. e to the fact
that he is still affiliated wth the armed forces he
prefers that his identity remain hidden. He also told
me that this is top secret information which is highly
guarded to prevent leaks." ,

COMVENT

| reserve ny personal comment to quote fromD ck Hall's covering
| etter dated Decenber 23, 1977, as follows:

"The chap nentioned in the letter is the one Todd Zeckel finally
tracked down and | went wth himto interviewthe nman and had a face-
to-face neeting wth himhere in the Vshington area. He was here on
Sone church-related business. As former aid to a general and command

ilot inVietnam | couldn't inagine a |less |ikely hoaxter. He clear-
y took UFGs seriously. He wouldn't talk di rectI% about what he had
seen, but in conmpany with the general, they saw the evi dence at Langley
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AFB, Virginia. Aso our informant told us of an Air Force pilot telling
hi mof the southwest crash story."

ABSTRACT X

Charles Wlhelm Director of the Chio UFO | nvestigators League in
Cincinnati, received the follow ng information in 1966 from a school nate
friend whose father was witness to a retrieved UFO and its occupants,
again in 1953. The father, who nade a deat h-bed confession to his son
had been head of mlitary security at Wight-Patterson.

Wiile on duty, the father rel ated, he sawtwo di sc-shaped netallic
UFGs, one was danaged, the other intact. He also w tnessed four dead
alien bodies, packed in dr% ice on their arrival. They were described
as 4 to 5 feet tall, wth heads disproportionately |arger than their
bodies and with slanted eyes. He said the rest of their bodi es appeared
to be human except that the fingers were notably |onger than ours.

COMVENT

It seens that 1953 was a busy year for crashed UFGs and mlitary
retrievals.

ABSTRACT Xl

~ Wth the help of Lou Farish of MJFON | got the phone nunber of
Ceci|l Tenney, age78, in Delta, Colorado and called himMarch 7, 1978
| wanted to hear for nyself his testinony relative to his alleged obser-
vation in 1953 near Dutton, Mdintana, of a lowlevel UFOin distress, or
a mal functioning condition, and, what he experienced during Air Force
interrogation, and, what he sawat the Qeat Falls AFB, which he be-
lieved were the recovered dead alien bodies.

In the Fall of that year, near dusk, Tenney driving alone from
Qeat Falls to his home in Conrad in his pick-up, watched near the town
of Dutton, the troubl ed performance of a |arge cigar-shaped object.
éggearlng to be about one third the size of a foothall field, ‘and about
feet ‘away, the silvery object pul sated and bel ched out fire and
snoke for about seven or eight mnutes.

"It seened to be trying to pull itself up, but it couldn't," said
Tenney. Then he described an expl osion and a swooshing sound that was
followed by balls of fire hitting the road and as far as he could see.

* Two or three cars fromthe opposite direction on the road, he said, had
their exhausts shooting out fl ares.

. Tenney adnitted that he was stunned and. fri htened‘by t he sbectacle.
~"l got out” of there in a hurry," he said, "and stopped at the nearest
place with a toilet, a beer hall, which is about 5 mles beyond Dutton."

_ There, Tenney was told by the bartender that he vsmelled | i ke
lightening". Later, he learned that a state highway patrol man who al so
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sawthe UFOin distress stopped in the sal oon, and was gi'ven Tenney's
name as a W tness. ' :

That same eveni ng, according to Tenney, he got a Iohone call froma
colonel at the Qeat Falls AFB, about 30 mles away. n a gruff voice,
Tenney was tol d, not asked, "I want to see yuh!" was instructed to
report to the Air Base at a certain tine the next norning.

~ Wen Tenney arrived at the base, he was escorted by two men into a
ail-like, cinder block building and was led to the colonel's office.

was grilled with questions for 30 mnutes, then he signed a 5 copy
statenent which was also signed by a notary public. :

Follow ng interrogation, Tenney was escorted dowstairs and near
the entrance door he encountered two mlitary nmen arriving, each carry-
ing a large blue bag over his shoul der. He guessed they were |aundry
bags, but the bulges in the bag did not, according to Tenney, appear to
be laundry. As Tenney noved toward the door, one of the men dropped his
bag to the floor and it was then that Tenney coul d recogni ze the bul ges
to be shaped nore like the protruding |inbs of bodies. At this point,
he was rudely pushed out of the door and told, "Get the hell out of
here!"

Tenney told ne he returned to his flower shop in Conrad wondering
about the harsh treatnent he got at the base and wondering about the
contents of the laundry bags. Said Tenney, "I can't swear they were
bodi es, but the bags contal ned sonmething they didn't want nme to see." .

~ Later, Tenney heard of another witness, a brakeman on a paséi ng
train, who was knocked to the ground by the UFO's expl osion.

COMMVENT
Tenney is the only known witness to the event with no other namnes
to check for backup. wever, by phone, he sounded convincing and made

no hard clains to knowthe answers to the UFO's erratic or troubled be-
havior, its noisy disgorging of flane and smoke, why tongues of fire

shot out of autonobile exhaust FI pes, what the |g_h\/\ay patrol man reported
to the Air Force, or why the colonel was so demandi ng and the escorts so
rude, and what was inside the laundry bags that was so secret. Tenney's
guess was that the UFO he had seen in distress had crashed and the bags
contained its dead occupants. ' - a

- ABSTRACT X |

Ms. G worked in the Foreign Materials Dvision wth a top security
clearance rating at Wright-Patterson AFB in the 1940's and 1950's, before
her retirenent 1n 1959 for health reasons. Charles WIhel m who has pro-
vided me with some first hand reports frompeople wth infornation about
UFO retrieval or related incidents, got this one fromMs. G in 1959
She had known Charles very well as a teenager on two -counts: he was a
good, honest worker in pérformng yardwork for her, and for his intense
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interest in UFOs, Wen she devel oped cancer, and knew of her irTBendi ng
death, she decided to relate to himsone startling infornation about
her secret duties at Wight-Patterson and what she saw in the per-
formances of these duties.

In 1955, according to Wilhelm, she was assigned to a post to cata-
| ogue all incomng UFO material, during which time approxinately 1,000
i tens V\ereoprocessed. These included items. fromthe interior of a re-
covergd UFO brought to the air base. Al itens were photographed and
t agged.

In her cataloguing duties, Ms. G also was wtness to the con-
veyance, by cart, of two dead hunanoi d bodi es fromone roomto another.
The bodi es, preserved in chemcals, were four to five feet tall, had-
general Iy human features except that the heads were large relative to
their bodies, and their eyes were slanted. There was no word as to
whet her or not the bodies were brought in froma recent crash or had
been at the base norgue froman incrdent occurring in previous years.

After telling Charles WIhelm sone of the barest facts she knew

she commented, "Unhcle Sam can't do anything to me once I'min ny grave."
Sx nonths later Ms. G passed away.
| CONENT

The brief, but vital facts bared in the testinony of Ms. G is
not to be underestimated. | firmy believe in Charles Wl helm and he,
inturn, believed Mrs. G '

ABSTRACT Xl 11

The late James Mtchell was fornerly a Navy specialist who served
at an air station in Dallas, Texas, where his duties included the
handling of confidential fiim After retirement fromthe Navy in 1966,
he becane a civil service electrician at Wight-Patterson AFB, hol di n%
tbop secret clearance allowng himto work in high security areas on the
ase. , _

In 1977, in association with ny regular enploynent, | net one of
the sons of James Mtchell. Know ng of ny research, he came to ny
office to relate an incident involving his father with base security for
havi ng possession of a photograph whi ch showed a snall alien hunanoi d
%}!eged y killed followng a skirmsh with US mlitary forces in

i zona. ' -

- According to ny informant, he was away fromhone at college at the
tinme his father brought the photo honme from Wight-Patterson in 1966.
However, his brother, Mike, who nowlives in Galifornia, was at home at
that time and was shown the photo by his father.

In due course, ny business associate reached his brother, Mke, by
phone and asked himto describe the photo and also to comment on his
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father's actions at that tine.

M ke obligingly described the photo as an 8 x 10, black and white

ﬁl 0SSy, show ng two nen, one wearing khaki, the other in a lab coat,

ol ding up a dead body about 3-1/2 feet tall. The photo was taken at a
fair distance on a clear day in a panarama of desert show ng patchy

scrub vegetation. Mst of the details were by now hazy to M ke, but he
recalls that the alien's head was ﬂear-sha ed and oversized for its :
body, with slits for eyes and nouth. He also renenbers that the humanoid
was wearing a dull, winkled, netallic suit.

M ke, inrecalling the actions of his father, said that he had cone
hone fromwork and seemed excited as he flashed the photo at him nade a
sly glance, and then put it away under sone papers in his dresser drawer.
He al'so recalls that he said, "l can't keep it. | nust take it back."

~Later in the evening, according to Mike, his father confided that
he knew the story connected with the photo. He said that during early
morning mlitary exercises in a desert area of Arizona, a unit en-
countered -a group of aliens near a landed craft. There was probably a
skirmsh and one alien put up quite a fight. Subdued, the snall creature
was given a sedative, Dby injection, which caused its death. The story
goes that the other menbers of the Third Kind escaped into their craft
and flew away. The one dead body was supposedly shipped to Wright-
Patterson, preserved in dry ice.

The next day, Mke said, his father seened greatly disturbed.
Sonet hi ng had happened at the base concerning the photo. He renenbers
that he had to return it and fromthat day on, Janes Mtchel | refused
to discuss the photo again wth anyone. _

COMMENT

. Fromny sources | have been unable to establish the vintage of the
hoto or the story of the skirmsh. O the other hand, the photo nmay
e genui ne, but the story not. Nonetheless, the borrowed photo, ac-
cording to Mike's recol lection, had caused sone concern at Wi ght-
Patterson and may have resulted in some form of reprimand for his
father. Such actions woul d not have occurred had the_m_saﬁgr opri at ed
photo been a fake. Now, we nmay ask what about the skirmsh’

ABSTRACT XV

Robert D. Barry, fellow researcher and |ecturer, was contacted
earI}/1 in March, 1978 on the basis of his interest in and know edge of
crashed UFGs and the retrievals of craft and their occupants. Barry
IS a conservative, careful researcher and not an exploiter of wld
clains. Wen | informed himthat | could use his hel p in supplying
some data for a paper | was preparing for the MJFON Synposi um he
asked that | submt a letter to further identify nyself and ny ob-
jectives in this sensitive area. | did so pronptly, and it produced
positive results.
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. Barry's first letter, dated March 14, 1978 concerns a UFO crash,
wi th occupants, occurring in 1962. | quote fromit, in part, as follows:

..."My sources of information on the crashed UFO subj ect
involve quite a few but ny najor sources nunber four,
~including one within intelligence circles as well as a

scienti st. -

"As it relates to the crashed UFO of 1962, it occurred
in the state of New Mexico. The craft experienced flight
difficuty at atine it was being tracked on mlitary
radar. It was tracked across two southwestern states be-
fore comng in over New Mexico. Mlitary jets were sent
up for intercept. '

"As the craft noved in over the state of New Mexico, it _
| ost altitude and continued to experience flight difficulty.
It inpacted on desert sands at an estimated 90 m.p.h. Its
underside hit the sand as a plane comng in for a |anding.

"Its landing gear was not down and its flight pattern at

| npact gave the indication that the two occupants in the
craft were evidently dead at the tinme of the crash...hence
the flight difficulty experienced by the craft.

"The craft was 68 feet in dianeter and 13 feet in height...
typically circular. The two beings discovered inside the
craft were 42 inches each in height. Each being was donned
In a one-piece space suit that contained no buttons or
zippers.

"The occupants were renoved the following day after inpact
to a major nedical uni versyt?/. hospital in the US where
skin tests and other scientific anal yses were perforned.
Sin color was gray-gray pink. Head slightly larger for
the size of the body; eyes sonewhat |arger than norm but
the nose was small wthlittle ;F]rotrusions...no ear | obes,
but a hole at each side of the head where we have ears...
then, of course, inside the hole area was the inner ear
portion. Muth very snall and thin Iips.

"The circular-shaped space craft was described as exploratory
and was renoved to a major mlitary base in the southwest
where scientists and engineers were assigned to work on

the craft in an attenpt to di scover its power of propulsion.

"On this particular case, a total of twenty individuals
were involved in the investigation and research. S nce
that time, three of them have died...of natural causes...
|eaving a total of 17 famliar with the incident and
followup research.” '
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COMVENT
There is nore and stronger data concerning the 1962 New Mexi co
crash which are not publishable at this witing. Barry also has data
relative to other UFO crashes in the continental United States from

very reliable sources that | have been asked not to divul ge.

| al so have sonme sketchy information fromanother highly reputable
source which confirns the tine and place of the crash data fromBarry.

ABSTRACT XV

_ My infornation comes second-hand froma person who requests that
his nanme not be used in any way concerning his know edge of retrieved
UFGs, and the preserved alien bodies maintained in secret storage at
Wight-Patterson AFB. This person, who has read ny book, S TUAIION
RED, is aware of ny position in research but refuses to di scuss what
he knows wth ne bK phone or in person. M first-hand informant is
his son with whomhe had shared sone general infornation about UFGs a
couple years earlier. To elaborate further, the young nan's father
got his UFOinput fromhis cousin, an Air Force Major who was spe-
cifically assigned to a UFO project for about 5 years at Wight-
Patterson. The major was fornerly a pilot and had also served at a
mssile site overseas and presently is assigned to a new techni cal
d.u%y. | do have these latter details, but was asked not to be spe-
cific. '

So significant was the infornation received by the father from
the My or that he felt conpelled to wite down sone specific details
about the retrieved U-Gs and the humanoids which he sealed in an enve-
| ope and placed in his safety deposit box. Hs instructions were that
the envel ope was not to be opened until after his death.

, Sone of the general information known to ny infornant concerns
Wright-Patterson's Storage of an intact UFQ and parts of damaged UFGCs,
and the preservation of dead alien bodies under glass in special re-
frigerated conditions. The Maor also reportedly said, "V have the
proof that UFGs are extraterrestrial."

COMMVENT
M/ informant is not kidding about his father's UFO notes being

stored in a safety deposit box. He also is not kidding about his
father's staunch reluctance to discuss what his notes contain wth mne.

Personal [y, | nust agree with the father's position of keeping a trust
when it concerns the status and wel fare of a close relative.
ABSTRACT XV '

Ms. S called ne August 3, 1977 to relate her growng interest in
the UFQ She had read ny book, S TUATION RED and expressed a desire to
attend the future neetings of the local QAL research group. To its
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director, Charles Wilhelm, she confided that her husband, Carl, while
inthe Alr Force as a nmenber of the Air Police at Wight-Patterson,
was called to duty one night to stand guard in a secret area where he
wi tnessed three dead alien bodies that had just arrived. | was tipped
off about this infornmation by Wlhelm so on August 3rd | was prepared
to ask sone careful questions.

During our first chat | was able to extract sone strong data. She

expl ai ned that she believed that it was the year 1972 —or naybe 1973 -e-
when Carl was called to duty during the night. He was driven to a
certain location then was bl'indfol ded. She said, he recalled that he
was |ed across a field of wet Prass, then was hel ped down a flight of
stairs and escorted through a l'ong corridor. At a certain point he was
halted and his blindfold was removed. There he was issued instructions
about his mssion and where to stand guard. To his shock he was in a
roomw th other ranking officers and a few scientists who were view ng
three snall humanoid bodies. They were dead and were stretched out on
a refrigerated table. She renenbers Carl telling her that the bodies
were about three feet tall, their heads were abnornally large and they
seened to have a short fuzz on the top of their heads.  The skin, she
said, was an off-white or cream She could recall no other facial
features described by Carl, admtting that the only tinme Carl had talk-

ed about his experience was while theK were courting. That was in 1975
- At that time, she said, he seened shaken by it.

. "l believe he was dramatically effected," she said, adding, "Qne
time he told his sister about it and she just |aughed. S nce then, he
refuses to discuss the matter with anyone, even me."

(nh several |ater occasions when | Cé_.| led Ms. S, | asked to speak
to Garl. (e night he was present, sitting at a table drinking coffee
when | call ed. remenber ‘she asked himit he would be willing to talk

wth me about his experience but he declined. Said Sl when she returned
to the phone, "He said he's not allowed to talk about it, and that he
wll tell everything he knows after President Carter nakes an announce-
ment ." _

In the Fall of 1977 Ms. S became so obsessed in her UFO pursuits
that she becane ill, followed by a long period when she did not com
muni cate.  Then one evening she called and politely announced that she
had abandoned her interest in UFOs. She thanked né for ny offers to
help during her period of stress and- again remnded ne that Carl woul d

not talk about his affair at Wight-Patterson. | never heard from Ms.
S again. o
' QOWVENT

No one can blame Carl for Upholding his sworn oath to secrecy,
but a slip of his tongue with his |oved one let the proverbial cat out
of the bag. | believe that the infornmation recounted by his wife is
fairly accurate. & special interest in this incident of retrieval is
the year 1972 or 1973 which suggests that the recovery of alien occu-
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pants from crashed UFOs are still being sent to Wright-Patterson for
anal ysis and preservation. o o

ABSTRACT XM |

| have chosen as the final abstract for this paper, one case that
| believe deserves both clinmactic treatnent and a re-appraisal of all
Its known facts, for it concerns the first alleged retrieval of craft
and crewon record and its far-reaching i npact on research.

The case in point is the controversial Aztec, New Mexico incident
of February, 1948, which was sensationalized by Frank Scully in his
- book, Behind The Flying Saucer. This one case, as cited before, has:
prejudi ced serious researchers. Mst are still soured by it, and.shun
or discredit all retrieval stories. ; . ' _

Wiile Scully used shady characters to support his case, new data,
supported by people with solid credentials, have. surfaced through the
efforts of Professor Robert Spenser Carr, a long-time researcher wth
hi s own proper credentials. ' '

Now retired, Professor Carr, who fornerly taught nass communi ca-
tions at South Horida Uhiversity, and served as Drector of Research
at Walt D sney Studios, nade national news in 1975 when he re-opened
the Aztec Pandora's Box during a press interviewin Tanpa. Wen asked
by a cub reporter to back up his clains that he believed U-Gs were from
outer space, Carr responded briefly using data he had amassed on the
"little men" recovered in Aztec. Wen the story punctured its way
through the wire services, researchers were caught off guard, including
nyself. Like others questioned by the press, | responded wth skepti -
cism At that time | had no new data on the Aztec case. In fact, |
had not corresponded with Professor Carr since the 1950 's when | pub-
lished the CRIFO CRBIT. Checking ny old files, | reviewed his letters
sent to ne. Certainly all were well-witten, factual and conservati ve.

_ h March 28, 1978, while visiting ny daughter and her husband in
Dade Gty, Florida, | called Professor Carr in nearby Clearwater.
. After rehashing our UFO struggles in the 50's, | asked himabout his
collected data on retrievals, and specifically about the Aztec inci-
dent. H's response was rewarding. He had accummulated nore data about
Aztec than | had ever anticipated. | called himagai n March 31st and
asked for his permssion to use certain data in this paper. Again Carr
was obliging, except for a reluctance to use the nanmes of his sources.

Commented Professor Carr: "I have spent 17 years collecting the data
| have on the Aztec case. | know of other retrievals, but ny main
thrust through all those years was concentrating on sources who knew
about the Aztec incident. | could wite a book about that one re-

trieval alone."
The "ancestor" of all retrieval cases, as Carr calls it, was the

landing of a craft with 12 occupants twelve mles west of Aztec, a
town of sparse population in a desol ate desert region. According to
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.Carr, three separate radar stations; one at Muroc AFB (now Edwards),
one at Santa Fe and another in the southeast corner of Col orado,

~ tracked the craft, and by triangulation, were:able to pinpoint the
descendi ng craft to :Aztec. The Air Force rushed crews to the site from
Miroc. The ‘¢raft was found not damaged except for a puncture in one of
t he portholes. This puncture, Carr said, was the probable cause of the .
death of the occupants. One authority told himthey had died of decom
pression. The punctured port. was al so the onl¥ means through which the
Air Force specialists could enter the craft. he bodies of the craft's
crew were rushed to Miroc where they were stored in a refrigerated
nortuary. Later, they were sent to Wight-Patterson for autopsies and
preservation in cryonic suspension. c '

In his 17 year search for the truth about Aztec, Professor Carr
told me he got extensive input of.information from five eye wtness
sources. (ne key source, now deceased, was a surgical nurse who assi st-
ed in the autopsy. A second source was a high ranking Air Force officer,
who was stationed at Wight-Patterson, with a degree in ant hropol ogy
froman Eastern University; and, two others, both aeronautical engineers
who reveal ed val uable data on the craft's structure and operational
systens. Sill another source.aware of the Aztec retrievals was an Ar
g_orcle enlisted man who was a guard on duty at an air base he did not

I scl ose. : . '

According to Carr, his eye wtness acounts, describing the
humanoids, all agreed that the bodies were from three to four feet tall,
wi th el ongated heads, oversized conpared to their bodies; and, wth eyes
slanted, Tooking oriental. The clothing worn by each nenber was tight-
fitting -and w thout insignia. ,

~Professor Carr also shared some details on the storiedvisit b
President E senhower to see the retrieval of craft and crew at Wight-
Patterson in 1952. According to an eyew tness informant, E senhower,
using an excuse to play golf 1n PalmBeach, Florida, was picked up by
helicopter at a renote tee and flown to the airbase. There he was
greeted by 80 to 100 mlitary and scientific people in a secret hangar
and shown'both the craft and 12 bodies in deep freeze. Wien the
Presi dent asked about the craft's propul sion, and the UFO's. origin and
their mssion to Earth, no one, according to Carr's infornant, could
provi de answers. E senhower t hen turned red and shaking his finger he
ordered, "Mimis the word." O deri nﬁ absol ut e sec_:rec%, he brought in
the C.I.A. and all its efficient nmethods to keep it that way. cor di ng
to Garr's informant, the C.I.A. seriously believed in 1952 that the
ublic would suffer a "cultural shock" if they were told that UFGs cane
rom an advanced civilization from outer space.

OOMVENT
Havi ng di scussed personal |y with Professor. Carr the reliabi lity of

his eyew tness sources, | feel "that the Aztec affair can now be viewed
with new confidence and free of the Scully stigna.
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Conments Professor Carr: "l don't agree wth the pblicy of secrecy
nor the fear of a world "culture shock" it the real UFO facts are re-
veal ed. Whatever the UFO s purpose, | don't think they are hostile.

Therefore, | believe the world governnments should urgently try to make
peacef ul contact." _ _ :

SUMVARY

It is beyond the .scope of this paper to treat all the stories and
runors of stories still em_ergl ng to this witer, each alleging the oc-
currence of a UFO crash, with or wthout occupants, arid its subsequent
hush-hush mlitary retrieval. . :

St-ories of long ago and as recently as 1977 clearly show that the
USA isnot the only territory in the world where UFGs and crews err
in their tactical mssion and crash to neet their doom

. (n foreign soil we have a nunber of regorteld crashes. (e allegedly
occurred on the island of Spitzbergen in 1952 which was secretly recover-
ed by Norweigian mlitary authorities.

~ According to a news itemdateline Gslo, in 1955, a board of inquiry

held by the General Staff reported on the examnation of the danaged
UFQ ol onel Gerrod Darnbyl, Chairnan of the board, said during a brief-
ing for Air Force officers, "...Athough our present know edge does not

et enable us to solve all riddles, | amconfident that the renains

rom Spitzbergen Wl prove to be of utnost inportance in this respect.
Sone tinme ago a msunderstanding was caused by saying that the disc
probably was of Russian origin...Now, We wish to state enphatically that
It has not been built in any country on Earth. The materials used in

its construction are conpletely unknown to all experts having participat-
ed in the investigation." o '

According to Gslo news story, Colonel Darnbyl also stated that the
board of inquiry is not gm ng to publish an extensive report until some
"sensational facts" had been discussed wth US and British experts.
The story, of course, was denied but |ike other incidents, sone strong
facts about it have escaped through the veil of secrecy. .

~ Anot her breakt hrough concerning a UFO crash and retrieval was con-
tained in a special dispatch fromthe late Columist Dorothy Kilgallen,
datelined May 23, 1955, London, England, INS, as follows: ™British
scientists and airmen, after examning the weckage of one nysterious
flying ship, are convinced that these strange aerial objects are fl %/_I nﬁ
saucers from another planet. The source of ny information is a Britis
official of Cabinet rank. He told nme: 'We believe, on the basis of
our inquiries thus far, that the saucers were staffed by small nen —
probably under four feet. TIt's frightening, but there's no denyin
that flying saucers are from another planet.' This official quote
scientists as saying a flying ship of this type could not have been
constructed on Earth. The British governnent, | learned, is wthhold-
ing an official report on the flying saucer examnation at this tine,
*possi bly because it does not want to frighten the public."”
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- There are many.other foreign reports in the past and of recent times,
that tell of alleged UFO crashes and retrievals, of objects falling to
Earth looking like fireballs, of objects exploding on inpact, and of
little humanoids on the.loose doing seemngly |udicrous things. Man

have econventional explanations,-but others do not, such as the circul ar
craft. that crashed in Nauta, Peru on Novenber 11, 1975 This object,
according to Robert Barry, neasured 12 feet, eight inches in dianeter,
which featured a strange netallic coating. And there are others such

as the object that crashed in Nowra, Australia, in May, 1976 and in

Mexi co in August of 1977. Each of these suggest mlitary intervention.

Perhaps the nost significant of the reported foreign UFO crashes
are those in the Coomunist world. M informant, Robert Barry, has
| earned froma high |level source that Red China .has two "downed" UFCs,
one of which landed in water wthout occupants; and, two, possibly three,
crashes and retrievals in Russia. :

, In the US A, reports of UFO crash and retrievals are surprisingly
extensive; but, not so surprisingly, they are hushed after mlitary
intervention. For exanple, we still have unanswered questions about the
nystery object that fell into a large pond in Carbondal e, Pennsylvani a
on Novenber 9, 1974. . When the story made news during the presence of
the National Quard, soneone threw a Sears searchlight into the pond

whi ch was conveniently retrieved, still aglow  Mschievous kids were
blamed and the curious public went away thinking the nystery was sol ved.
According to reliable informants, the ‘searchlight was a successful di-
versionary tactic. Under cover of darkness, the submerged craft was re-
moved by National Quard units by orders of Air Force Intelligence in
Véshi ngton. Also, before the recovery, a sheriff fromthe adjoini ng
county rowed a small boat to the spot where he could see the rounded top
of a nmetallic object near the water's surface. He also saw on the
water's surface,” ripples radiating fromthe object's vibrations.

~ Another recent incident not yet substantiated, came to light from
reliable sources not to be named at this time as our search for data
continues. This incident allededly occurring in the Spring of 1977 in -
a rural area of Southwestern Chio, involves a |landed craft, perhaps
di sabl ed, and a nunber of its occupants who engaged a military unit dis-
patched to the scene. Watever happened during this Encounter of The
Third Kind, the sketchy data we have thus far, suggests violence. Re-
portedly, eleven nenbers of the US mlitary detachmentWwere either
Injured or killed. There was no word of alien casualties. The story is
traceabl e through a handful of qualified researchers, then it stops at
a deadend. Unreachable is a medical specialist supposedly called in by
the mlitary authorities to performhis expertise.

In the Fall of 1977, | was approached by a Qncinnati researcher
and told that he had |earned froma source who worked at Wight-Patterson
that in the Spring of 1977 mlitary personnel had carried into a certain
area on the base Several litters wth little alien bodies froman undis-
closed |ocation. : : ‘

103



e lsUFON Symposium Procesdings

Perhaps in tine, newdata may appear to give credence to one or
both of these stories. |Indeed, a pitched |and battle between US
mlitary and alien forces seens nore |like fantasy, but if true, then
It would be reasonable to assune that the secrecy Iid would cone down
hard on it! The effects from such a disclosure would certainly create
nore than a "cultural shock". ' .

In sumary, the information treated in this paper, while it may
seemprovocative to the average researcher, may not for himconstitute
the final proof that UFGs are of extraterrestrial origin. But, indeed,
| data fromreliable and diverse sources are acceptable then the
hypot hesi s surely is strengthened. '

It seens no natter how hard we may try to disbhelieve the data pre-
sented in the foregoing seventeen abstracts it wll be difficult to ex-
plain away the correl ative physical simlarities of the récovered
humanoids, such as the snall body size, the disproportionate |arge head
-conpared to the torso, the facial features, and, the stark fact that
the alien is nortal. Even to suggest the fanciful notion that the snall
crew menbers may have been U.S. or Russian mdgets chosen to man secret
experimental craft falls flat when all the other known factors about
UFCs are rationally considered. e may sinply ask, why hide earth-born
m dgets and maintain themin cryonic suspension at Wright-Patterson?

Sill another factor that has raised some questions, especially in
the 1950's, concerns the geographical |ocation of UFO crashes. 1In the
US A, they have nainly occurred in the western or Southwestern desert
regi ons V\here_ml|tar¥ experinental installations abound. Logically,
one may ask, is the flying saucer a super secret US weapon?

But the negative answers are many. As pointed out earlier, UFO
crashes have occurred on foreign soil beyond the range of experinental
aircraft or mssiles. And, as known to all research, UFGs have repeat ed-
1y visited mlitary installations and other sensitive areas where hey
sﬁoul d have not been to perform sonetines in a nenacing nanner. a
matter of Tact, UFGs have reconnoitered at close range over all sensi-
tive installations throughout the U.S.A., including Wight-Patterson.

| have wondered about the UFO concentrations over Wight-Patterson
and the Southwestern region of Chio. Mybe, and its only a guess, the
UFOhauts are curious about their captured craft and preserved little
conrades stored underground at that base.

(h the premse that humanoid aliens have been "offici ally" preserved

in deep freeze conditions, | believe it is safe to postulate that at .
|east one of the entities associated wth the UFO is physical and not a
psychi cal phantom from another dinension. M point heré is not to dero-
gate the extradinensional entity, for there 1s much evidence to suggest
that it, too, plays a part in the UFO nystery. But physical or phantom
these Weird creatures may be no nore than robots or cyborgs, all
BrogramTed by their humanoid masters. And, it is not too far-fetched to
el reve that sonme of these creatures seen near a |anded UFO or as a
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sudden and fright en'i'r']g visitant in a bedroom nmnay be no nore than a
Wi spy creation contrived by our humanoid through hypnotic powers. for
pur poses we nay never conprehend. _

. It 1S beyond the scope of this paper to rationalize each and.every
kind of alien intruder during a live encounter. This subject belongs -
to ny col |l eague, Ted Bl oecher, who has nade a scholarly study of this-
phase of research. ' : A

~Wio are these nortal s whose i nperfect craft have crashed into the
foreign soil of Earth? - S e

Fromwhat star system do theP/ conme where evol uti phafy life is not
too different than our Earth's? [s there a mssing link in our primeval
ast " o’; |ost in our archeological wonders which may reveal a hunman
i nshi p? - :

| do not profess to know the | ocked away secrets, or the fina
answer to the UFO nyst e_r%/, nor do | know what other great secrets may
be hidden underground with the retrieved craft and deceased aliens.

Perhaps, President Jimmy Carter knows these secrets, or sone of ..
them |f not, then ny plea, here and now, is addressed to the President
of the Uhited Sates to seriously reviewthe testinony | have recorded
in this paper. Wth his conscience as his quide, | frust that the
President of the Whited States wll tell this great nation and the
world the truth about the greatest story of our tine.

In many of the Abstracts used in this paper, the nanes of an' in- -
formant, or a source of contact, are withheld on request, however, they

are known to the witer. , .

Leonard H Stringfield
April 5, 1978
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I-t_érr von LUDAFGER was appor nt- ILLO BRAND von LUDWIGER
ed National Drector for CES
Mitual UFO Networ k/ Gentral European r= ;- —rmmors s v —o oy

ction) or Gernman speaking nations .
of Europe on June 3, 1974. Charles
A Hiuffer is the Liaison Representa-
tive to MFOVCES. Tllobrand iS
enpl oyed as a System Analyst by
Messerschmitt-Bolkow~Blohm Corp. in
Munich-Ottobrunn, He received his
degree as an astrophysicist from
the University of Erlangen in 1964
and has just recently conmpleted his
doctorate thesis on ™A new covari -
ant sealar - tensor theory of grav-
itation wth the tensor of curva-
ture by Lyra" at the University of
Gottingen. '

The MUFQN CES organi zation is
“an elite and select group of engi- .
neers, scientists and professionals,
who have been conducting theéir own
MJFON UFO Synposi uns I n Europe in
1975, 1976, 1977, ~and pl an anot her
for 1978, ' In addition to speakers
from MJFON CES, they have had sone
of the nost talented physicists in
Europe on their pr o%r ang, such as
Burkhard Heim, and Lr. Theodore S _ 3 ‘

Auer bach. Their proceedi ngs have been published in German, however
plans were made to publish the 1977 proceedings in English as well.

!
St
Y

b e et by = —— -

i 1 p e —r A Y
- W -

Illobrand, his wife Angelika, a son and two daiught ers reside at
Gerhart-Hauptmann-Str. 5, 8152 Feldkirchen-Westerham, Germany (BRD).

Al of us in MEON are extrenely proud of the outstandi n1g scientif--
0

ic contributions that Illobrand and his organization have perforned in
resol ving the UFO phenornenon.
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'UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS AND FUTURE
 SPACEFLIGHT PROPULSION

_ Published Paper by
ILLO BRAND von LUDWIGER

The UFO spectrum of si qhti ngs

In the exact investigation of a phenomenon one has to [imt the
scope of research. This attenpt in. the case of UFGs is extremely dif-
ficult, because wth the notion "unidentified' are also involved such
phenonena which are scientifically yet unexplained.

Wi le the boundary of this region of research can not be very
sharp, one can, nevertheless, define the core of the phenonenon _b% a
formof a "spectrum of sightings™ based on the statistical distribution
of frequency of the reported properties of UFGs. O prinary interest
are not the parameters |ike shape, size, distance, duration of the
sighting, velocity, colors etc. but nainly the interactions of the phe-
nonenon W th its surroundings, i.e. actions of radiation, heat and col d-
ness, emssion of naterial sanples, danage to current circuits, radio
and TV, stopping of engines, emssion of strong electric, magnetic and
gravitational fields and of sound and physiol ogi cal actions.

. e gets a first survey on these actions when one takes the fre-
quency of such reports along a scale which is directed from "no actions
reported" to mechanical actions, field-physical actions, new physical
Phenorrena (i.e. gravitational actions), physiological damage to psycho-
ogi cal and parapsychol ogi cal actions.

In this diagram all of the uni dent i fi ed objects with their actions
on the surroundi ngs shoul d be entered (Brand 1975). -

- This procedure is inpossible, since on the one hand the work has
to be confined because of the quantity of data and on the ot her hand be-
cause of the fact that only about 10%of all sightings wll be reported
and E;.re available for the "analysis (Hynek 1972, Surrock 1974, Sturrock
1977). ‘

If only a limted nunber of reports is considered as a sanple,
then the frequency distribution wll not change nuch since not the ab-
solute maxinma are essential, but the distribution of the cases al ong
the actions-scale. Therefore, one wll get only a "relative spectrum
of sightings". - A
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As an exanpl e of constructing a relative spectrum of sightings we
% 1968) gnting

ive the collection of UFO cases by Vallee ( wth 926 reports from
869 till 1969. For sinplicity the details on further nutual actions
are negl ected al though partially wtnessed in the original reports, in
the sanme way as they are contained in vallee 's catal ogue.

_ The UFO actions are given as a function of distance, which is di-
vided into four intervals. The information about the distances, however,
- was only seldomdeclared genuine. In addition to this data collection,
75 cases given by Keyhoe (1953) and 180 reports fromthe collection of
Leslie (1954) aré added to denonstrate in which region of the spectrum
these ol der reports wll fall. In these 1067 reports about 30% of the
cases report nmore than one action of UFGCs, so that the sumof all the.
entries of the spectrumis 1366. iy in 70%of all cases has the
shape of the objects been mentioned. ~ 52% of themare disk-Iike, 10%
are cigar-shaped and 8% are globular. In 587 oa_seslééls% no reci procal
action has been nentioned, if one neglects that in 128 cases occupants
have been observed. ' _ .

The part of the WO reports which involve the sightings of occu-
pants with and w thout physical interactions run up t0 56% In spite
of the nentioned reservations concerning the conpl eteness of all the -
actual |y perceived details in Vallee 's catal ogue, for instance, the
col lection of data is sufficient to get a general viewof the nost im
portant properties of the phenonenon. _ -

The reported objects are distributed in distance intervals as
follows: :

1. (bjects nore distant than 200 neters: 140 cases (10%,
2. (bjects between 200 and 50 neters distant: 355 cases (26%,
3. (pjects nearer than 50 meters: 466 cases (34%,
4. (bjects so near that occupants al so could

be” observed: _ 405 cases (30%)

_ In 572 cases reciprocal actions pf the obj ects with their surround-
I ngs h]gvleI been reported. Their distribution along the scale of actions
is as foll ows: | :

1. Traces of l|andings; photos, novies, radar

recor ds: _ _ 142 cases (2%
2. D sturbances of radio, TV and el ectrical - o

circuits, magnetizations: _ o 125 cases (22%)
3. Hgh and lowtenperatures; radioactivity,

ultraviolet and mcrowave radiation: 73 cases (13%
4. Levitational actions on nen, aninals and _ ,

objects: _ _ 38 cases ( 7%)
5. Physiol ogical and psychol ogi cal actions :

aral ysi's, amnesia....): 180 cases (319

6. ranor mal actions: | 14 cases ( 29
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More than 50% of all the recorded actions (points 2 to 4). show t hat
UFGs are nmainly real physi cal Obi ects acting on the surroundi ngs by '
physical fields andradiation. Inathird of all UFO actions the wt-
nesses were influenced physiologically. Only 2% of the cases have. . ...
shown paranornmal actions. Accordingly UFGs are not. prinary phenonena
which fall in the field of psychol ogi cal and par ap$¥chol ogi cal research
~(if one takes the reports of witnesses in all details seriously), but a

physi cal phenormenon. The reported paranornal actions are to be under-
'stood as secondary phenonena. On the other hand, one knows from the:
many par ag)sychol ogi cal research reports about phenomena which are ac-
conpani ed by physiol ogi cal and physical actions, that one coul d suspect
that the distribution of the contents of such phenomena has been shift-
ed, since the beginning of the space-flight age. fromvisions. of hunan
apparitions to nainly inanimated i mages of phantoms. The contents of
3ﬁont aneous hallucinations, Visions and psychic projections of nore

than 1000 reports of witnesses fromthe France, England and Ger many
~were analysed by E Parish in 1894, In only 26 cases were inaninate ob-
jects perceived and in only 17 cases, lights (in the last-mentioned case
only 3were seen fromthe house). Recent investigations of the contents
of about 1500 reports on apparitions (Geen & McCreery 1975) have shown
that the distribution of these contents has not changed within 8. years.
In more than 80% of the cases, hunman entities (dead and strange persons,
doublegangers, angels and fairies etc.) were reported. ' .

_ Although sone of the properties of the UFO phenonena may be recog-
nized in the paranor nal |I?ht appearances too (for instance the sone-
tinmes intelligent notion of ball-lightning, will-o'-the-wisps, Spook- -
lights, disc-Tike [i qhts in connection with religious revivals, fairy-
shapes surrounded by light etc.) there exist essential differences be-
tween UFGs and paranornmal appearances in general (Brand 1978). (e of
the main differences between these phenomena is the relative i mutabil-
ity of the characteristics of paranornmal phenonena. .

I'n contrast, one can distinguish a distinct evolution of the UFO
behavior; i.e. in recent reports interactions were reported, which were
unmentioned in earlier reports (Brand 1977). (ne gets the 1npression
that this phenonenon as a whole wll cone "closer to men".

~Snce the actions are chiefly of a physical nature, MUFON-CES iS
mainly interested in the collection of such reports in which electro-
magnetic, gravitational and physiological interactions are nentioned.
The data coded in OCDAP (Schoenherr 1976) invol ve about 900 cases, with
physi cal and physiol ogi cal actions (Schneider 1977, 1978) as fol | ows:

1. Hectronagnetic effects: 510 cases {(%/o
2. Radiation and hot effects: 86 cases ( 9%
3. Qavitational effects: 76 cases ( 8%
4. Physiological effects: 223 cases (249

In addition, there are 19 nore cases in which a drop in tenperature
near UFGs is reported. In group one, 180 cases are recorded in which
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cars were caused to stop near UFGs., In group 4. paralysis and bl ackouts
(81{:|ases) as well as burning of skin (60 cases) were reported nost fre-
quent|y. : :

The, amount of data attenpts to try to devel op a physical theory of
UFGs. first froma scientific theoretical stand-point (Ferrera 1977,
1978). The.theorist iS in no worse condition than his coll eague, who
attenpts to explain the phenonenon of ball-Iightning, because both of
t hem depend Prl marily on reports comng fromw tnesses whose sincerity
and capability of observing is in nost cases unknown and unproven, :

_ The whol e of UFO data Wth&r&si cal interactions shows (if all the
Wi tnesses were not liars) that , are artificial apparatus, which
move by a gravitative field propulsion. For that reason one has to
search usabl e theories of gravi t¥ to find predictions on interactions,
whi ch were observed near UGCs. he author has investigated sone of the
more inportant newer theories of gravity (Brand 1976) and has found in
the unified field theory by Burkhard Heim a nost hopeful approach for a
theoretical explanation of all the reported UFO acti ons.

* * - % R * * *

_ This paper was submtted with an Appendi x titled "Unified quantum
field theory of matter and gravitation" according to Burkhard Hei mthat
was, relgrettab_ly, too ext ensive and mat henatical for general publica-
tion. t consisted of a review of the exciting, theoretical work of
Burkhard Heimin Gernmany that bx extension of general relativity |eads
to nunerous predictions about the physical world and el uci dates i npor -
tant aspects of UFO sightings. The theory is based upon the three phy-
sical dinensions that are commr_1l¥l reco%nl zed plus three nmathenati cal Y
I magi nary di mensions, one of which is the Ensteinian-ict that is faml-
lar to students of relativity. Heim's theory predicts the existence of
all the elementary particles, their masses, which ones are stable and the
half-lives of the others, plus their quantum characteristics, all wth
startling accuracy. It predicts a reduction in tenperature near UFCs
that may explain the occassional observation of a. surrounding, condensa-
tion cloud. Perhaps nost significant of all is a theoretical basis for
explaining ‘how UFGs sonetinmes appear to pop out of our |evel of exis-
tence only to pop back into it again at another location wthout a timne
lag - a trick that mght apply over cosmc distances. The research by
the Deutschsprachige Sektion Des Mutual UFO Network (Gernan speaking
section of Mitual UFO Network) and the above paper are much appreci at ed.

A few copi es of the unpublished Appendix wll be forwarded upon
request to MUFON consultants and nmenbers who are trained in theoretical
physics. A'so, tw papers by Heimare simlarly available, (a) elenen-
tar)(l particles and (b) quantum field theory of nmatter and gravitation,
both 1n Gernan.

" The later two docunents _mé_re kindly furnished in bersonal corre-
spondence by theoretical physicist Or. Theodore Auerbach of Swtzerland.

_ James M Canpbel |
1o Darector 0 Rggearch
Mitual UFO Network, Inc.
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DR J. ALLEN HYNEK

Or. J. Alen Hynek, recent-
|y retired as Professor of As-
tronony at Northwestern Uhiver-
sity and is nowthe full time
Drector of the Center for UFO
S udi es, an association of es-
tablished scientists from vari-
ous universities in this country
and abr oad.

For over twenty years Pro-
fessor Hynek served as astro-
-nomcal consultant to the u.s.
Ar Force in their Projects
S gn and B ue Book, which pro-

- cessed and studied UFO sightings
reported to Air Force bases.

Or. Hynek is the author of
“nunerous technical papers in
ast rophysi cs and the aut hor of
several "textbooks. He is the
aut hor of THE UFO EXPERIENCE, A
Scientific Inquiry (Regnery,
Chicago 1972, Ballantine, New
York 1974) and co-author of THE
EDCE G- REALITY (Regnery, Fall

‘Hs work wth the UFO prob- _ - _ _
| emhas continued actively after the Air Force closed its Project B ue
Book. Warking wth other scientists, it is his aimto study the UFO .
phenonenon, which he and his col | eagues reco%rgloze as avery rea and im:
ortant natter. To this end the Center for S udi es has been est ab-
ished: t0 provide a public source of reliable and authoritative infor-.
nmation on the subject, tE)FBr ovide a scientific clearing house to which
P_eopl e can report their J experiences wthout fear of ridicule, and
0 apply the met hods of science to one of this country's nost baffling
problens - the ULFQ : g ' -

He was the scientific consultant for the ol unbia/EM notion pic-
ture epic "dose Encounters of the Third Kind" witten and directed by
Seven Spielberg, starring Rchard Dreyfus and Francois Truffant. The
title for the frl rel eased on Decenber 15, 1977, was taken fromD.

" Hynek's book "The Experi ence". :
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UFOs AS A SPACE-TIME SINGULARITY
| Presentedby
DR. J. ALLEN HYNEK "

It is a pleasure to address this MJFCN synposium As nost of you
know, MJFON and the Center for UFO Studies have a pl easant cooperative
arrangenent and effect a considerabl e exchange of. information. | ndeed,
when the Centeér was first organized; MJON was the onI%/ maj or UFO In- _
vestigative Qganization that ex%ressed a wllingness to entertain such
a cooperative plan proposed by the Center. V¢ hope it wll continue '
and prosper. : : _ '

Sonetine ago as | was nusing about the UFO Phenomenon, as I often
do of course, a somewhat anusing thought struck me. Suppose soneone -
asked ne to characterize the entire _ugo Phenonenon in, 50 words or |ess
—suppose I had to send a 50 word night letter telegram How woul d |
do this? First, of course, | would have to exclude the IFOs, the |den-
“tifiable H ¥| ng (bjects, those reports whose origin liés in misidenti-

fications of natural things. Gherwse | wuld have to say. that |FG
are the most characteristic thing about the UFO Phenonenon!

Think about it for a nonent. Wwhat would you say? | was tempted .
at _one point to say that Light and Col or were the nost characteristic
t hi ngs ~about UFOs.” O perhaps right angle turns..or high speeds.. or.
defiance of, gravity. .orintelligent action. - Wwell, in a -waythose m ght
be used, but what struck me..and perhaps it has you too of course..but
It really escaped me "fora long tinme perhaps because it was SO obvious..
was this. The UFO Phenonmenon 1's isolated in Space and time. It is a
sort of space tinme singularity. -l

In physics, a singularity inplies a unique situation -- sonethin
not covered by the standard | ans of ,ohyS| cs. Ve find it today nost of-
ten used in connection with Black Holes and Relativity to describe the:
situation inside the so-called event horizon bel ow which no event or
condition can be observed because the surface gravity of the catastroph-
cically collapsing star rises far beyond the limt at which the space-
time ‘continuum conpl etely closes in around. the star and thus isol ates
the star forever from the rest of the universe. Wat happens after that
'no one knows —the mathenatical equations that work wel |l outside those
limts approach a singularity. The star collapses to a mathematical
poi nt and presurmably di sappears fromthe observabl e uni verse ?er haps to
reaﬁpear_ I n anot her "universe, according to. the specul ations of sone
mat hemat i cal physicists. (One can never know —does it pass through .
the singularity? O is it stopped in sone way as space and tine inter-
change their usual roles. Astrophysics has today presented us wth .
sHHatlons that make sone of the things in Alice in Wnderland seem as
not hi ng. . - )
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‘Now this is not a paper on Black Holes or on Relativity, nor is it
an attenpt to. connect the UFO phenonenon with Relativity in some way, -
aIthoug_h the title mght seemto indicate so, since space-tine and sin-
gularifies are terns basic toit. No, it is a paper on UFOs..or I
shouldn't be here at this conference! UFGs too certainly present us
wth things that would nake Alice in Vnderland seem as not hi n%. And
_ one. of the things that has struck ne repeatedly, in the past, has been

the isolation of UFGs in space and tine. They are a singularity in
-space and tinme. So that is what 1I'd say in a much less than 50 word
telegram | would also say, "Letter Follows" and in it | would explain
what "I neant by the cryptic tel egram : _ o

" While there may be exceptions, certainly by and |arge the UFO phe-
nomenon is isolated’in space. It has always impressed ne how | ocal | zed
- UFO_sightings were. When a 747 |eaves New York bound for San Franci sco,

it is Seen sequentially in every city and town it flies over. Not SO .
for UFGs. FRarely do we-get a report” of a UFO having been seen sequen-
tially in adjacent towns. And then, only one or two towns..never, tO
the best of r?/ know edge, a UFOthat flies across the continent, or
‘across several states.  \Men this has been reported.it has al ways turn-
ed out to be an IFO. ‘ _ , L _

- Not onl?/ Isolated in space, but frequently appearing in isolated
~areas as well. There is alnost a theorem the stranger the case, the

more likelihood of its being observed in an isol ated;, non-urban comu-

nity. 1 should say reporteg, not observed, because iN an urban area it

may” have been observed, but not reported. . .everyonewaiting for someone
‘el se to make a fool of himself, SO to speak, by reporting it. C course,
. many may be observed but not reported in rural areas too. The greatest

| medi ate chal | enge we in Ufology face is to get out the data. | urge .
ny audiences Wherever "I go to report. | tell themit is their scientific
duty to do so, otherw se we get less than 10% of the available data to
work wth., | knowthat sone of you wll say, what is the use of gather-
ing more and nore of the same sorts of cases..don't We have enough. Ve -
.'should_Pet to work on those we have. That would be fine if" our data
were Qi[t edged data, but let's face it, we have been mning | ow grade
ore. V¢ have to (l)or(r)pr.ove our snelting and refining methods. ~ Yes, UFGCAT
has nore than 60, individual reports in it, but how nany are IFOs?
The fundanental problemin UOIoHy is still this sinple statenent: 0OD
VWHAT THE WTNESS SAY HAPPENED LY HAPPEN THAT way. How often have .
those of you in the audi ence who have really gone out and investigated
cases found that what at first seened to be a great UFO report just fell

apart upon cl ose exannation. _ .

So we nust continue to seek reports, not only to get Past the tip
of the iceberg, but to nount professional investigations of them | -
knowthis is hard because we all have other {obs, and nany of us have to
- be week-end artists, but we all can do a better job than we have been
~doing | firmy believe. :

| have just retired from Northwestern Uhiversity, having arrived
-at the mandatory retirement age, but | heartily wel come this because it
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wll free nuch more of ny tine for work with the Center and for inves-
tigations. | also intend to |launch a r_rajl or lecture tour in the Fall,
(he of the. express purposes of which will be to tell ny audi ences that
they can report their UFO experiences to MUFON or to the Center wthou
fear of ridicule or publicity.. This is a solemm oath we should all L
take, because | think most of you knowthe harassment, the ridicule, .
the" phone calls etc. that wtnesses often become unsuspectingly heir to
when they make a report to the local press or radio, or to |ess than
conscientious investigators fromwhatever organization. .. =

o At the Center we urge every investigator associated Wth us to .

purchase the MJFON Fi el d Investigator's Manual, which is the best guide
so far. Wen published by Doubl eday, Alan Henry's UFO Qui debook w ||
be a fine conpanion piece. ' Armed wth guides Iike these, conscientious
investigators can indeed refine the "report ore" we get, resulting in a
much hi gher ‘grade of UFO data than we have had before.  Another reason . -
| amtaking to the road is to gain financial support for the work of .

the Center and-for Ufology i n general. .

. But howto the rest of the telegram Isolationin Tine. WG -
don't stay around for long. In EMcases, for instance, the witnesses'
car renmains inoperable for a very short tine. In a fewmnutes the UFO
moves Off and the car is reported to be operating nornally again. ' Wile
there are cases of relatively longdura tion UFO sightings, | do not
trust many of these for the sinple reason that if a UFO renains in sight
for two or three hours with only one witness....! Surely in thattine
most any person with a nodi cumof sense woul d have obtained additional
W tnessés. Failure to do SO throws much ‘suspicion on the reality of the
case and serves to throwit out of court. (nhe likes to think that one
IS dealingw th sensible, rational.%)eolgl_e who have their wts about,
them W can understand the loss of their wits at the time of a Close
Encounter lasting only a few moments..but an.hour or norel! .

However, a classic case of a Close Encounter lasting for several
hours is the Father G|l case in Boanai Papua-New Quinea. . But here, it
W Il be renenbered, the very first thing that F. dll didwas to get
addi tional witnesses...some thirty in all...in the. first few mnutes of -
the sighting. h ny visit to Boanai several years later, I was still
able to locate six of the original witnesses, who certainly confirned -
that something quite startling had happened there. _ R
S . S0 then, | feel a strong case, and a really obvious case, can be

made for the prinary characteristic of the UFO phenonenon, being its
isolation in space and tinme. | don't think this concept has anywhere
been given the weight it deserves, especially because of its inplica-
tions. It is the outstanding way in which t%e UFO phenomenon differs
fromnost macroscopic happenings on earth. These are eminently locat-
able and relatively lasting. Helicopters cruise about fromtown to
town and have a definite base fromwhich they operate. But. how often
are UFO cruises reported, and what is the base fromwhich they operate?

Now we nust come”to the crucial point to which all the. above-
leads. Wat does this outstanding property of UFGs have to-say about
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theories of their origin? Is this a property we woul d expect of ‘'nuts
and bolts' hardware fromvery distant solar Systens to have? Hardly,
at least fromthe way a typical human being. .namely me., would thin
about it. If | were to travel, Wth many .companions and much gear, a
di stance of several hundred mllion tines the distance to the noon, |
think we'd expect to cruise around a bit (the distance to the nearest
star, other than the sun, is nore than.one hundred mllion times the
distance to the moon, and it does not seema likely region to find life.
Zeta Reticuli is 935 million tines farther away than the noon. Some
Apol | o tri}é... 935 times farther than the moon woul d al ready be some
trip, but 935 mllion tines farther!) and to have sone sort of plan of
action. |If we Were doing it, we humans say, we'd set up sone press
conferences,” ask to see the heads of nations, set up schools, perhaps
send in missionaries, and establish an embassy. .and perhaps ask for a
foreign loan! B g '

. But the space and tire isolation property of UFOs is not fatal to
the ETI theory. It just makes it considerably harder to accept. If we
could travel wth nearly the speed of light, or faster than the speed =
of light, and if we established bases somewhere in the nei ghborhood to
whi ch"we returned al nost immediately W thout cruising around and w thout
trying to establish coherent comunication, then we too woul d appear to
have the property of Sand T isolation. (®God heavens, nust we Introduce
anot her acronlento_Ufolo_gy. . .STI?) And our wanderi ngI host s woul d
V\{Ihe paper s | i ke this too, saying howhard it is to believe in inter-
-stellar travel. |

_But _as -to the problemof speed of travel. A very popular mscon-
ception is that if we could travel consi derabl_%/ faster than light all
our difficulties would be solved. But travel faster than light is not at
all necessary! ne of the sinplest equations Th Special Relativity is
the time dilation equation, B o . ,
| | Tg= Ty
S v

1-%2
o : : : _ _ , an equation whose val -
idity has been tested countless tines in the laboratory. It states
that” as one travels faster and faster, his tinme slows down relative to
the clock he left at the launching site, so that to himthe journey
w il be much shortened. Indeed, 1f one could travel at the Speed of
light, tinme would vanish altogether. That is, if a light_beam coul d
carry a wristwatch, it would always read the same tine. That neans that
fromthe standpoint of a ]_.i%ht.beam, It can get an¥pl ace instantaneously
fromthe standpoint of a light beam not fromour standpoint. It still” .
takes, according to our watches, 9 years to get to the bright star . -
Srius and 37% years to get to Zeta Reticuli. |If God wants to keep in
I nstantaneous touch wth all parts of his universe, He nust travel wth
the speed of light, in fact, He nust be |ight. - -

A light beam coul dn't carry a V\rist\/\at'chl however. At the spée_d

of light the nass of the watch would become infinitely great. A sim-
lar formula to that just given tells us that as time Slows down, nass
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i ncreases and as mass increases the power necessary to increase its
sgeed becomes greater and greater. is fact is often overlooked by
t hose who say that by applyi n% a constant g force to a space ship we
could get to the speed of light in a year or so. That is distinctly
not so, unless your power source is infinitely great. Trenmendous ad-
vances in our technology nay nake it possible to attain speeds of a
fraction of that of light, ‘and interstellar space travel 1s not inpossi-,
ble but difficult. « It would also be helpful if the travelers had life
spans Of many centuries rather than our less than a century. Perhaps -
cr%ogenlc hi bernation is the answer. Seep away the |ong journey and
\é\lawe up 500 hundred years later to see a new solar system out your W n-
ow ’ .

The whol e thing would be sinpler, and the Space-Tinme Isolation
wel | satisfied, if we could ascribe a different source to the UFO phe-
nomenon. Let's |ook at sone of them : -

g%ace— Time Travelers; This theory holds that UFO occupants are our
~own future comng back to ook at us.” It is as though we stepped into
a tine machine and travel ed back-to the time of, say, the Roman Enpire.
But we would have to do it wthout disturbing the slightest thlnﬁ.

Even making Julius Caesar take time to ook up at a UFO (us) mght have
delayed his arrival at the Senate and Brutus mght never had the chance
to assasinate him. But history is. It can't be changed. Suppose our
comng back had prevented by some mshap Caesar's crossing of the Rubi-
con. Were would our history books be then? -

G her Dimensions, Parallel Realities, |nterlocking Universes:
These™are_all CIOSEly related, They might. all De called the Cheshire.
Cat Theories. You renenber the Chesire Cat in Alice in Wnderland? [t
appeared out of nowhere, stayed a short while, and then dematerialised,
| eaving only its ‘grin. UFGs, however, don't even |eave a grin when they
di sappear into space. Yes, all such theories would satisfy STI better
than ETI does. here seens to be no doubting that intelligence is asso-
ciated wth UFGs, whence that intelligence? '

- Secret Government Devi ces; There doesn't seemto be nuch point in
di scussSing this. If we or Some other governnent had devi ces that coul d
behave |ike UFGs are reported to do, then we mght as well Qive up our
rockets, our ICBMs, and our Concordes. V¢ could get to the moon In
very short order with no need to bother wth Saturn' 51 s,

Past Civilizations That Are Coming Back to See How V@ Are Gettin
On; Th_t'h_h_lﬁ_t'h_t_t'h—?_t“t‘h—t‘h—l_d_gls €0ry holds thal In (he renote pas € earth was peoplred by
a very advanced race, which for one reason or another decided to travel
and settle elsewhere. Now they have come back to see howwe are doing.
Gher than that there is no evidence for such a race ever having |ive
"on earth, this theory faces much the sanme difficulties that ETl does —
travel across great distances, and very short visit tine. It has the -
advantage, that if their object is sinply to observe, there is no need
to get cozy wth us. : | :
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The Psychic Theory; This holds that the whol e UFO Phenonenon is of
Psychl c originand1s generated by our own psychic energies, in much
he sane way many hol d pol t er gei st ﬁhenomena originate., This can take -
at least two forms. The first is that the only reality to the UFOis
that the wtnesses think that its real. To thema UFO experience is -
ust as real as seeing a truck crossing the road, the only difference .
bei 'n? that while the person fully believes the truck to be there, it -
isn' . | | - - S

_ The second, and nore conplex variation, is that our psychic ener-

les actually can affect matter and can even create tangible things.

s m 'I%'ht be called the M and M psychi ¢ theory..Mind over Matter the-
.ory. This in turn has another variation. Mybe it isn't our psychic
~energies that cause U-Gs to appear, but soneone else's psychi c energy.

Perhaps someone in outer space is projecting their psychiC energy and
focusing it here, where it then produces the TFO phenonena. No trouble
now conbi ni ng physi cal trace cases wth denmaterialization arid localiza-

tion in space and in tine.

This theory offers the most to the inmagination, it seens to ne.
W postulate an extrenely advanced civilization sonewhere in space,
whi ch has as part of its technol ogy an extrenely advanced form of our
.own, but incorporates into its technol ogy what we today | oosely call -
the paranornal, the parapsychol ogi cal . at is, perhaps a truly advanc-
ed technol ogy i ncorporates ESP, psychokinesis, teleportation, nental te-
| epathy as part of their ever da%/) technol ogy as we incorporate transis-
tors and conputers in ours. e they do not really differentiate be-
tween them They may have in their |ong evol uti on opened up aspects of,
and know edge of, the universe that we are still groping and stunbling
tonard. Thére are stars that are mllions of years ol der than the sun
and therefore the chance certainly exists that there may be planets
much ol der than the earth and civilizations nuch ol der than ours. . If
that is so, then an Mand M super technolgy i s possible and UFGs coul d
wel | be the product of such a technology. To such a_technol ogy, the
~i1dea of building nuts and bolts spacecraft and blasting themoff from
some space Cape Canaveral would seem archaic and childlike. Perhaps
all they have to do to get soneplace is to think thensel ves there, pro-
jecting a thought forn} or a force field to any part of space they want
and causing it to nanifest there, on that plane. - ,
- Yes, the Mand Mtechnol ogy woul d satisfy the STI situation very
nicely. Now don't ?et ne wong. |'mnot saying that | propose that
~that 1Ts the answer to UFGs. | nerely say that 1t would satisfy the
Space Tine Isolation natter. But perhaps other theories, not yet even
dreamed of, wll also satisfy it. But this is a sine qua non.” Any the-
ory nust explain this STl feature of URGs.

At any rate, trying to find the UFO answer certainly makes us think.
It is afine antidoté for Tenporal Provincialism a disease that attacks
a great many people, especially established scientists. Tenporal Pro-
vincialismis the inability to'allowfor the things not yet known. Ex-
anples of TP in the past were "It wll never fly"™ "Space travel —utter
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bilge". "We can never possibly get to the noon", "Talk to people in
other cities and towns...utter Stupid nonsense". We nust not forget,
that if the hunan race manages to be smart enough to |ive throughthe
comng centuries wthout a nuclear hol ocaust, there wll be a 2lst cen-
tury science, and a 25th century science and even a mllionth century
science, which wll knowthings that we can't even inagine. And even
If we could imagine them we would think themutterly Silly and i npos-
sible ---- like U= for instance!
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"During the war, he was on
duty wth the Naval Aviation
Training Dvision. Afterward,
he returned to his witing and
lecturing career.

_ My or Keyhoe's UFO I nves-
tigations began in 1949. From
then until 1957 he carried out _ _ _
extensive research, wth assistance fromconfidential sources in the AF,
the Navy, and other governnent agencies. In 1957/ he becane director of
NICAP —National Investigations Coomttee on Aerial Phenonena, carrying
out a policy of trying to prepare the public for UFO devel opnents and

Instructing nenbers of (Gongress about verified evidence and AF censor-

ship.

After 13 years, Mjor Keyhoe returned to individual [ nvesti gati ons
and research. :

: During the period from1950 to 1963, he published the follow ng

books: = The Hying Saucers Are Real; Hying Saucers From Quter Space;
]:rhe Hying Saucer Conspiracy; Hying Saucers: Top Secret, and Aiens
rom Space. ' ' :
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BEHIND THE UFO SECRECY'
Presented by

MAJOR DONALD E. KEYHOE

~ The UFO cover-up is the greatest deception in the hi st‘ory of the
- Uhited Sates. o

~ Even President Carter has been unable to secure hidden UFO infor-
mation. Last year, Carter tri.ed to obtain an eval uation of UFO evi dence
from NASA —the National Aeronautics and Space Admnistration. Under
aA Pressure, Admnistrator Robert Frosch rejected the President's re-
quest . ' ' |

"We do not have a single credibl e report," he insisted.

This was absolutely false. NASA has nmany verified reports by as-
tronauts and ot her conpetent observers. AF Major General Janmes MDvitt,
fornmer astronaut, encountered a UFOwhile circling the Earth. Before
It veered away he got a clear photograph. He recently revealed that a
faked picture of no inportance was given to the press. The genuine
photo, he said, is still hidden by (ol onel Gordon Cooper, anoth-
er former astronaut, has disclosed several of his confirned sightings
also his attenpts to close in on UFGs while he was an AF jet pilot. He
I's now strongly attacking the secrecy. :

President Carter is still swanped wth demands that he keep his
canpai %_n promse and release all hidden UFO evi dence. The QA nmay per-
suade himto wait until the AF has all the answers. But sone of
Pentagon sources believe Carter wll defy the QA and give the AF a hard-
boiled order to present himwth all concealed UFO infornation.

~This would include: 1. The "Above Top Secret" reports. (Existence
confirnmed by Senator Barry Goldwater, retired AF Reserve general,) 2.

other hidden cases. 3. The true answers to all falsely explai ned
reports. 4. The secret AF concl usions. _

_ Probably the President would arrange for a gradual release of this
massi ve evidence, to lore are the public wth the least alarm Even
then, many people would be startled, sone of themfrightened —espe-
cially those who believed AF denials and ignored all O reports.

Here are two exanples of what will have to be disclosed if the cen-
sorship is conpletely ended: , -

1. Asecret Project Sgn report hidden for years, then falsely ex-
plained: Wile circling above Hanford, VMshington, an AF F-94 jet Crew
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encountered a swftly flying disc nearly 300 feet in dianeter. The pi-
| ot hastily banked to avoid a collision. |In seconds, the UFO reversed,
headi ng back toward the interceptor. The pilot armed his guns, but the
disc's fantastic maneuvers kept himfromfiring. After ten mnutes of
terrifying head-on approaches, the UFO abruptly stopped, flashed its
lights, then streaked away. -

. The pilot and his radar officer were silenced by this official
Proj ect gn adnoni tion:

. "WARNNG This docunent (the UFO report) contains infornation af-
fecting the national defense of the United States, wthin the neaning
of the Espionage Law, Title 18, US Code, Sections 793 and 7. Its
transmssion, or the revelation of its contents in any nanner to an un-
authori zed person, is prohibited by law." ?Penaltles for violations
range fromfive years in prison to'a fine of $10,000.) Years later,
the” AF expl ained” the huge, high-speed disc as a drifting ball oon.

2. An even nore frightening encounter wth a giant spaceship was
experienced by a Navy torpedo-plane squadron. In 1953, the squadron
had just finiShed offshore conmbat maneuvers when a gigantic rocket-
shaped craft dived toward the fornation. Abruptly reducing speed, it
| evel ed off a thousand feet above the planes. Despite its nenacing ap-
pearance the squadron |eader and his pilots clinbed st eeﬁly toward t he
sRaceshl p. The huge craft swftly whipped around at a sharp angle from
the zoomng planes.” Then a territic blast of flanme burst fromthe tail
and the space nmachine shot into the sky. But for the hasty turn, the
ilots would have died in the sudden inferno. Sone UFO reSearchers be-
leve this indicates a lack of alien hostility. This report was reveal -
ed to ne by Admral Delnar S Fahrney, creator of the Navy mssile pro-
ject. It 1s still conceal ed by the ,le

These two cases are just a snmall part of the confirned proof that
our world is under constant alien surveillance.

~Wat coul d possi bly justify hiding such vital information from the
President of the United States,” from (ongress and the public?

To see the full, incredi ble7p| cture we have to go back to the first
outbreak of UFO sightings, in 1947. Hundreds of high-speed di sc-shaped
flying objects were seen all over the world. In the u.S., UG were re-
orted by AF, Navy and airline pilots, by mssile experts and other
rained observers,” and by citizens in 40 states.

The AF was badly worried and HQ admtted they were baffled. Then

a runor started: The discs were weapons based on | space plans seized
b¥ the Soviet at the end of World War Il. Headquarters did not believe
i1, but in fear of panic, top'commanders hastily swtched to debunking

the reports as del usions, wtnesses' stupid mstakes, and hoaxes. Mbst
of the public fell for it, laughing at the "flying saucer nonsense."

 Back of all this, a secret I nvestigation of the verified evidence
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was being made by Technical Intelligence officers, scientists and engi-
neers of the Air Materiel Command. Onh Sept. 23, Lt. Gen. Nat han

-Tw ning, head of AMC, sent this secret conclusion to Headquarters: The
"flying saucers" are real, not delusions. Mst of them are di sc-shaped,
metallic, flat on the bottom donmed on top, sonetines seen in fornations,
obviously under intelligent control. .

The AMC .conclusion had a strong effect. Under new orders, pilots
were told to get closer to UFGs, and to look for clues to their revol u-
tionary power system FEarly in '48, Capt. Thomas Mantell, Wrld War ||
ace, tried to close in on a huge U-O over Kent ucky.

"It | ooks metallic. . .it's trenendous in size," he radi oed Godman
AF Base. "I'll try to clinb closer..." ' '

Monents |ater, Mantell 's pl ane disintegrated and he was kil l ed.

~ For six nonths, Project Sgn made a top secret investigation of
verified evidence frompilots, radar operators, and other conpetent ob-
servers. Included were reports of rocket-shaped UFGs with two rows of
w ndows. (e encounter was described by two veteran Eastern Arlines
pilots. The other report, sent to the AF by the Netherlands Governnent,
-descri bed an identical UFQ L S

: The Top Secret Project S gn conclusion: "The UFGs are spacecraft
from an advanced civilization, observing the Earth for an unknown pur-
pose. . .Sucha civilization mght observe that on Earth we now have
atomc bonbs and are fast devel oping rockets. In viewof the past his-
tory of mankind (constant wars) they should be alarmed. we should
therefore expect at this time, above all, to behold such visitations."

~The wi ndow evi dence shocked nost investigators. It hadn't seemed
possible that any living thing couldw thstand UFOs' terrific speed and
viol ent maneuvers. But here was proof that sone spaceships were built
to carry crews and other aliens. The obvious answer was some unknown
met hod of controlling and neutralizing gravity.

The possibilities, according to scientific researchers, were al-
most unbelievable. king the aliens' G-control systemwe coul d make
round-the-world flights rn less than two hours — and passengers woul d
not feel the tremendous speeds or sudden turns. UFO bonbers woul d be
able to deliver surprise attacks 10,000 mles away in less than thirty
mnutes. So would any Earth nation which secured the secrets of the
UFOs' Gecontrol .

_ For our own security, AF high commanders cane to a hurried deci -
sion. The Soviet, they knew, was already trying to shoot down UFGs.
W had to get the technical secrets first and duplicate the alien
spacecraft —or the USSR mght domnate the world. .

The only answer was to capture a UFO —w thout serious danage —
as quickly as possible. Then a secret crash programwoul d create our
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own UFO fleet.

_ Trying to capture. a UFOwoul d be highly dangerous. An alien crew =
m ght destroy our jets, killing our pilots.” Even if the pilots forced
~down an unnanned spacecraft, crews in other UFOs mght swftly retaliate.
But wth the threat of Soviet success, HQ could see no way to avoid the
hazar dous ganbl e. :

_ In late '48the secret operation began. But every time jets dived
in, the UFGs raced away. In '49the AF announced its investigation was
ended, with all sightings explained. But the capture attenpts never
stopped. In '51, AF censors had powerful help fromthe Joint Chiefs, of
Staff, when they created an enmergency radi o systemto report any aerial
action which apPear ed as athreal tothe Uhited Sates. Labeled ARV S,
Comuni cations Instructions for Reporting Vital Intelligence S ghtings,
wth a code nane "JANAP 146," it included UFO reports as of vital inpor-
tance to the defense of the u.s. (dting Espionage Law penalties, it
warned mlitary and airline pilots and other observers never to reveal
such enmergency radi o reports. These witnesses are still silenced.

During 1952, nearly 2,000 sightings were reported inthe US (e
f the first wtnesses was Secretary of the Navy Dan Kinball. O a
flight to Hawaii, Kinball and his veteran pilotS sawtw UFGs circle
thei'r Navy executive plane at terrific speed. Kinball sent a coded ra-
FI? report to AF Headquarters, but he told ne later the AF refused to
0
t

0

et himsee their evaluation. ~ Later, a Navy photographer filned a group
f UFGs over Utah. Kinball ordered a full analysis of the filmby I'n
tell1gence and Navy photo experts. The answer: ~ Uhknown obj ects under
intelligent control. To discredit the report, the AF called the objects
"seagulls.," : -

Fear of mass landings, Wth the public unprepared, Cc);ripped Head-
quarters. Mjor Dewey Fournet, HQ Monitor of all WFOreports, tried
to start releasing the facts, but ‘the Q' A bl ocked t he plan. = Fournet was
“put on inactive duty, silenced. _ T

-Early in '53, the G%Ho_ersuaded the AF to go all out in debunking,
even discrediting veteran ilots. ne victimwas Wing Commander D
J.M, Blakeslee, leading Air Corps ace in World War II. e night, quid-
ed by AF ground radar, Bl akeslee clinbed up and sighted a UFQ whi ch had
al ready been observed by two other AF pilots. He could see a reval ving
center’ section and three shafts of light. Wen he tried to close in,

t he UFO di sappeared at trenendous spéed —confirned b¥ his AF base ra-
dar. A confidential report was cleared for ne just before the QA pres-
sured the AF to stop all releases. . It praised Bl akeslee highly and

said the sighted object was "definitely in the famly of UFQ"" Wen
the QA learned | was going to make thé report public, it nanaged to
secure a false explanation for rebuttal. akesl ee, the AF said, had

m st aken the planet Jupiter for a UFO. That night, Jupiter was
366,000,000 mles fromthe Earth. The range of the radar which tracked
the object was less than 200 miles. But the lie is still on record.
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. I"'mnot blasting all of the AF, Mbst AF debunkers disliked their
obs and tried to explain anay UFO reports w thout deliberate ridicule.

t too often strict orders forced themto belittle and discredit hon-
est and inpressive witnesses. Sone of the victins were fired from
their jobs. The ridicule enbarrassed the famlies of wtnesses, even
causing divorces. And in at |east one case a serious researcher com
mtted suicide. ' .

In 1953, a new discovery jolted the Pentagon. A giant spaceship
was tracked orbiting the Earth between 400 and mles out. ¢ The cen-
sors already had one report of a giant ship. In '52, pilots and crew
men of a B-29 bonber had sighted a number of UFGs over the Qulf of
Mexi co.  Tracked by radar, they clinbed steeply and nerged wth a huge
object, evidently a carrier ship, which then speeded up to 9,000 mles
an hour and went "off the radarscope. Its size was estimated as 1200
feet in length. The AF publicly debunked the snaller UFGs as neteors
and ignored the carrier ship. : :

_ At first, the AF was able to hide the discovery of the orbiting
giant ship. . But in a revision of AF Regulation 200, it nade a surpris-
INng statement: “"Section A-3. Since the possibility cannot be ignored
that UFGs reported nay. be hostile or new foreign vehicles of unconven-
tional design, it is inperative that sightings be reported rapidly,
factually and as conpletely as possible.” o o

Later, a second giant was tracked orbiting at 400 mles from Earth.
(hce it left its orbit, descending to about 70,000 feet, jets were
scranbl ed, but were unable to reach the huge spaceshi p. '

h Nov. 22, 1953, an 89 jet was scranbled to chase a UFO over
the Soo locks (Sault Ste Mwrie). AF ground radar tracked the jet and
the UFO out over Lake Mchigan. Then suddenly their blips merged on
the radarscope and di sappeared. For an unknown reason, Truax AFB tol d
the AP (Associated Press; that theTJet had merged with an object over
the lake. At AF HQ sone officers feared the, jet had been taken aboard
the UFO —or else conpletely destroyed. No trace of the plane or the
pilots was ever found. Privately, Sone AF investigators believed this
was a warning to stop capture attenpts. But to HQ this was inpossible.
‘Besides the Soviet; France, Brazil, the South African Union, nada and
several other nations were nowtrying to down UFG. To end capture at-
tenpts coul d be disastrous. - . -

In 1954, two nore orbiting giants increased Headquarters tension.
They still had no idea of the aliens' motives., ne speculation: Their
world mght be losing its atnosphere, so they were planning to mgrate
to a suitable planet. Earth mght be their choice. The huge spaceshi ps
could land or else launch scores of smaller UFGs for test |andings.
Even if no attack was intended, it could cause nationw de panic. '

Wien 'reports of the strange objects |eaked out, the AF hastily ex-

pl ai ned themas |large asteroids, which had cone in from space and gone
Into orbit. Though this was utterly inpossible, nost people did not
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knowit. As a further cover-up, the AF announced a Xy Swneep to track
these "natural objects." ' :

Despite this new problem the AF was still tryi n? to capture UFGs.
Apparently to stop these attenpts, aliens nade several head-on approach-
es to planes. (ne Whited Airlines captain barely avoided a col lision,
his violent evasion injuring a stewardess and a passenger.

_ h July 1, another chase led to tragedy. An AFg'et_PiIot was try-
|_n9 to close on a disc-shaped UFO when a terrific heat filled the cock-
pit. Half-dazed, the pilot and radar officer bailed out. The jet

| unged down into Vélesville, N.Y., killing a man and his wfe and

heif two infant children. The true story is still hidden by the AF,
mar ked "Secret."

Worried over increasing _re{ ection of AF denials, HQ decl ared none
of the thousands of UFO descriptions agreed, so they were unable to
draw a picture or create a nodel. This false claimignored the AMC and
secret Project Sgn conclusions, still classified. It also conceal ed
an AF Intelligence secret draw ng which showed a doned, disc-shaped
craft approaching an AF bonber. " This draw ng was based on hundreds of
verified reports by AF and other mlitary pilots, and classified photo-
P_raphs. It carried this official statenent; "The Air Technical Intel-

I gence Center is responsible for prevention of technol ogical surprise."

In 1958, the AF made an incredible admssion to the press. It
stated that Strategic Ar Conmand bonmbers nore than once had been,
| aunched agai nst Russia when AF radar tracked nysterious objects in -
seemng fornati on headed toward the Uhited States. The objects, the AF
admtted, had never been identified. ' :

The worst UFO-linked disaster, caused by a determned AF capture
attenpt, occurred in 1959, Early on Septenber 24 a Iargg di sc- shaped
UFO was sighted by FAA traffic controllers at Rednond, egon airport.
Word was rushed t0 the AF. By this tine the UFO was hovering not far
fromthe airport, offering thé best capture attenpt to date.  H ght
Ee]:]_ts raced into the area and dived toward the still hovering disc.

tting a fiery exhaust fromunderneath, the UFO shot straight upward
at terrific speed, alnost hitting one of the jets. :

Five nights later, a four-engined Hectra airliner operated by
Braniff, Was passing over Buffalo, Texas. _Several citizens saw a snal |
bright object flash toward the airliner. Then the plane disintegrated
wth a terrific explosion.

Braniff's chief of operations, RV. Carleton,.told newsmen he had
never known of such a terrible accident.

“I've investigated |ots of crashes, but I've never seen one where
the plane was so thoroughly denolished, the weckage so Wde|P/ scattered
and the people so horribly nmangled." Watever caused the explosion, he
sai d, cane from outside. :
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An AF pilot, Major RQ Braswell, was flying near Buffal o when the
expl osion occurred. "It was a nassive thing," he said. "It was like a
large red fire and it |ooked |ike an atomc cloud." _

. If it was an atomc expl osion, even a snmall A-bonb, used as a ms-
sile, could have blown the Hectra to bits. As terrible as it seened,
there was only one |ogical explanation. The A-bonb coul d have been
fired by a UFO in retaliation for the Rednond attack —a warning to
end the capture attenpts. But why select an airliner for such a deadly
action? There iS still no answer. - :

~In 1960 a plan for a new space-defense operation called Project
Saint was announced by Lt. General Roscoe C Wilson, AF Deputy Chief of
Saff. The goal, said General Wilson, was to create a powerful device
whi ch woul d rendezvous W th unknown objects orbiting the Earth. |If
they proved hostile they would be destroyed. _

Sharp criticismagainst attacking UFGs quickly followed, and the
AF refused any further details on Project Saint. Attacks on the cover-
up also increased. (ne of the strongest opponents was Vice Admral R.
Hillenkoetter, Chief of Navy Intelligence in Wrld War |l and later
the first QA director.

~"The AF has constantly msled the Anerican public about UFOs," he
PUbl icly stated. "l urge Congressional action to reduce the dangers
rom secrecy. The UFGs are unknown objects under intelligent control.
Hundreds of authentic reports by veteran pilots and other technically
trai ned observers have been ridicul ed or explained anay as m stakes, de--
lusions or hoaxes. It is inperative that we learn where the UFGs cone
fromand what their purpose is."

_Hforts to stop capture attenpts also increased. Qitics cited a
warning by RAF Chief Marshal Lord Dowding, who had reveal ed over 10,000
investigated reports and his official conclusion that the UFGs were
spaceships. Arcraft attacks on UFGs were dangerous, he said, and so
far there was no proof of hostility which would require such action.

_ The AF made no answer, but in 1962 it revi sed AF Regul ati on 200-2
wth this significant statenent:

"The Air Force will continue to collect and anal yze reports of
UFGs until all are scientifi caIIK or technically explained or until the
full potential of the sightings has been exploited." (Section A-2-b.)

By 1965, nunerous w tnesses had reported strange physical effects
from WG closely pacing their cars. Some described tenporarily bl ack-
Ing out., Mst of these were ridiculed by the AF, but there was one
proven effect —electronmagnetic interference wth car lights and igni-
tion, also UFGs causing failure of electric current.

h the night of Novenber 9, 1965, UFGs were sighted near New York

Aty and nearby areas. Suddenly all lights went out and power failed
in New York and a northeast area of 80, square miles, including part
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of Canada. This failure involved a breakdown of a huge powergrid system
covering parts of the US and Canada. It had been guarant eeg to Con-
gress and nmaj or power comm ssions as free of any possi bl e breakdown, by
means of the best possible safety equiprment. Yet on this night the en-
tire grid system col |l apsed in four seconds.

Power conpany heads admtted they were baffled;, so did the chairnan
of the Federal Power Commission, But the AF canme up with a ridicul ous
explanation; A circuit breaker in a Canadian plant had tripped — and
this caused the whole grid to coll apse. .

But this was not the biggest AF jolt in 1965. O the night of Feb.
15, an airliner was transporting an Arny and Air Force group to Japan
when the cockpit radar picked 'UB three huge, fast-noving objects. In a
monent the objects becane visible —three glow ng, enornmous oval - shaped
fﬁaceshll ps. Abruptly reducing speed, the three giant UFOs began to pace
e arliner.

, An AF officer, summoned to the cockpit, estinmated the gigantic

spacecraft to be 2,000 feet long. For three nore tense nmnutes, the gi-

ant UFGs kept pacing the plane, then they swftly clinbed out of sight.

\men a coded Intelligence report reached the Pentagon it stunned the top
censors. ' :

_ Twel ve giant spacecraft were now on record. |In one case, strange
signals froman orbiting spaceship were recorded by NASA but no nessage
was ever deciphered. Though there had been no hostile action, fear of
the nysterious spaceships was now a constant strain at AF Headquarters.

In 1966, the UFO cover-up al nost broke down. Attacked by the press
for ridiculous UFO explanations and discrediting of conpetent” w tnesses,
the AF desperately searched for a way out. They found their answer in
Or. Edward U Condon, a scientist at the Lhiversity of Golorado. Condon
was al ready known as an absol ute skeptic about UFGs, and fully expecting
hi m to back themup A- HQ conmanders signed a contract for an "indepen-
dent, unbiased, scientific investigation" at Colorado Uhiversity, wth
Gondon in full charge.

Wen Condon asked ne to have NICAP train his scientists to investi-
gate UFO reports, | alnost refused for I was convinced this would be an-
other cover-up for the Air Force. But after discussing it with the
Board of Governs and our staff | decided to accept, so that we would be
on the inside and possibly persuade Condon to examne the nassive doc-
unent ed evi dence. ' :

It was an utter failure. & presented the Condon Project wth al-
most a thousand verified reports by conpetent wtnesses. Condon never
examned even one. V¢ tried to persuade himto interview a group of
top-1evel observers. He refused. In '68, Henry Ford II, head of the
Ford Mot or (brrpal% several Ford officials and two veteran pilots
sighted a huge froma conpany executive plane. In the report M.
Ford sent to N CAP the object was described as metallic, between 500
and 600 feet in dianeter. It paced the plane for alnost an hour. Even
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the AF had no expl anation; when newsnen tried for an answer, a slﬁ)_okeslnan
said, "No cooment." Wen | urged Condon to check wth Ford and his BI -
lots he told me he didn't believe a word of the report. "It was probably
a publicity stunt.n :

Several of Condon's scientists were against his backing the AF
cover-up. Wen two of themtried to get an honest investigation he fired
them In the final Colorado Project report he wote tw sections prac-
tical I_){ repeating all AF denials of s_ecrecK, evidence.of UFO reality,
and silencing of wtnesses. (I had given himcopies of General Twining's
AMC concl usions, JANAP-146, and the Project S gn secrecy order.)

After the Condon report was made public it was sharply attacked.
The Anerican Institute of Astronautics and Aeronautics urged a new, un-
bi ased, open investigation. Furious at his critics, GCondon blasted pub-
Itlhsherslof UFO infornation and teachers who allowed it to be read in
eir classes. : :

"They should be publicly horsewhipped," he declared, "and fired for-
ever fr_om their Jjobs."

The $523,000 the AF paid for the Condon Report was wasted. It is
now w dely rejected, especially by scientists who were shocked by
Condon's crude treatnent of responsible wtnesses. ,

~In Decenber of '69the AF made a final attenpt to reverse this.
Prai sing Condon, HQ fully accepted his report, claimng it answered all
the probl ens, ending the need for further investigations. Wth a nass
discrediting of all wtnesses, HQ said it was out of the UFO business.

- But this false statenent soon backfired. In the next two years UFO
reports increased. AF jets were still secretly pursuing UFGs, and in
172 one chase was publicly exposed. At Wst PalmBeach airport, FAA ra-
dar operators tracked a UFO and flashed word to NCRAD. Jets were inme-
diately scranbl ed b%/ a NCRAD order, then .the story broke open. e FAA
traffic controller had scanned the glow n(t; UFO through binoculars. An
AF jet pilot clinbed up and spotted the strange craft, but it speeded up
before he could close in. Two AF radar stations confirmedthe chase to
newsnen after the jet pursuit |eaked out. - : :

“If it had been hostile," said an AF sjookesnan, “we woul d have de-
stroyed it." . -

Not long after this, three AF interceptors were scrambled Wwhen a
UFO started circling over an AF base. In the control tower, radar oper-
ators tracked the jets as they streaked up toward the UFQ The inter-
ceptors reached the UFO's altitude —then suddenly disappeared fromthe
radarscope. A tower operator hastily called the pilots by radio. But
no answer was ever heard, and the pilots and planes were never seen again,

In the next few years several abductions by UFCs wer e reported.

(he victimwas an AF sergeant who said he had been taken aboard a disc-
shaped craft, questioned by aliens, then returned to Earth. Earlier ab-
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duction stories had nostly been dismssed as hoaxes. But the sergeant
was questioned under hypnosis at his AF base, and later by a different
h?f'pnotlst, and he seermed to be telling the truth. Wen publicity about
this report increased the AF transferred the sergeant to an AF base in
Europe to keep himaway fromreporters.

The pressure to end censorshlp IS rapi 'dIP/ increasing. In Cctober
of '78the Uhited Nations representatives wll vote on the suggestion
of international UFO investigations. Al SO in (xtober, Caltech’s Jet
Propul sion Laboratory scientists and engineers wll begin an impressive
Fr ogramto detect radio signals fromintelligent beings in space. _
ansuit has been filed against the AA under the Freedom of Infornation
Act, to force the conplete release of all UFOinfornation in the CIA's

pOssessi on.

Behind the scenes, there are strong efforts to create an official
programto attenpt communication wth aliens and |l earn the purposes
of the long surveillance and to take steps toward peaceful contacts if
there is no serious physical bar. '

‘To sSucceed in coomunicating wth the aliens we should first end all
capture attenpts. No nation so far has been able to duplicate the UFOs
control of gravity and other technical secrets. Endi n% t he UFO chases
woul d not mean exposing our country to deadly attacks by a fleet of
Eart h- nade UFOs. -

If we had started communicating earlier we now mght knowthe an-
swers to all the major questions: e purpose of the long surveill ance;
the kinds of beings involved, if they are humanoid or at |east not
frighteningly different; the secrets of advanced space travel and nany
other things of which we have no know edge today.

~ There are sone reputabl e scientists who warn against trying to com
muni cate and meet wth hi ghlg advanced beings fromother worlds. It is
true that such neetings woul d have a trenendous inpact, as the Space
Science Board admtted sone years ago. Sone "doonsday" witers hint at
terrible alien actions which could destroy us and our ‘'world. They be-
lieve that the AF and the QA are hiding some awul discovery the public
coul d never stand.

. But today we are already living wth the constant danger of a sur-
prise nuclear "attack by an eneny nafion. ¥e know that such an attack
could kill mllions of people and destroy much of our civilization. Yet
we do not live in overwhelmng fear.

What ever the answer to UFO aliens nay be, we would not be utterl
paral yzed. The Anerican %opl e have Rr oved they can take shocking sit-
uations —such as VWrld VWar Il —wthout collapsing in fear. |f pre-
pared carefully —and honestly —they can take the hidden UFO facts,
startling as they nay be.
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