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PREFACE 

For more thin 20 years, newsmen, some scientists, the Air Force 

and others have investigated reports of flying saucers around the nation 

--and around the globe-with varying_ degr'ees of. cooperation and, gen­

erally, little success. 

Repo�s of saucers have continued unabated despit�. periodic 

Air Fore�, _pre�s releases and ·news i terns which have c!isrid.ssed the discs 
_,_,. - · :��-:·cC�''\��@': - Tf·- · . . ��}�}: :��7\',�df��fj:r���\f-

as figmt�n:�s-.Qf+tl)� -�ginatio�, _ hoaxes�,Pt".)nis�;a..�t�iq���q� qf. known , .: ·- --�L ,� , ":=,r?qi.:i-'· ·;s;·��;c:,���ii;;i"'2;:�:�f,, � ·.· .- " •  �":·'{-: -_:::·): <c'/-�f-7'' �.�::.;ffi:j� �;·sll��,.:'-=-i ' __ ,"�;1�;:�,�:< _' , . . 
object:�,. .,._ �- · ··-·� >_ ' -- • � ,, · 

�-�:����ent -.�fag�t ---�� eld�1:����{.P�";�;�er;s·.··was 

the Fali-.i968 ·rePort of_ the University of···eoloradc) Urrldehtifi� Flying 
-- - • - . ;-�:-·;---- .... • ' 4 -' --"_:_ .. - _;',.,_- _·,, 

-
• 

Obje�ts f>l:oj'ect. The two-year Colorado stUdy, financ�d:.by�the Depart­

ment of Defense, concluded: 

. • .nothing has come � the studv of UFOs in the oast 21 ...... •:;( - . -years that ,hasc added tc- sci.entif�c knowledge. Careful�- considera-, 
tion of the record • • •  leads us to conclude that further extensive 
study �of: :UFOsc probably cannot be justified in the expeetation that 
science will be advanced thereby . � 

This conclusion was based primarily on research by physical 

scientists, and it probably is still too soon to determille what impact, 

if any, the Colorado findings '..Jill have upon UFO reports . 

iii 



The director of the Colorado project, physicist Dr. Edward 

U. Condon, also wrote: 

. . •  we conclude tlLat a conte.T"lt analysis of press and tele- -
vision coverage of UFOs might yield data of interest t6 both the 
social scientist and ccmnunications specialist. 2 

This dissertation in journalism and public affairs, in part 

iv 

supported by :the UFO Project at Boulder, Cola., was one effort to 

analyze press coverage of UFO reports. Research for the dissertation 

had begun, however, before the Boulder Project was organized in October
-
· 

19 6 6. There had seemed to be at· least three reasons to tmdertake a · 

study of press coverage of UFOs : 

1. One purpose of any s.cientific study is to generate info� 

mation. The press-UFO field lacked any organized or trust:w-orthy body 

of literature. In fact, it seemed that the absence of such material 

posed problems for newsmen trying to cover UFO reports. 

2. -
- There was -widespread ptibuc interest in ·Uros. In- the 

spring of 1966, a natio� Gallup Poll indicated that 5 million 

AmeriCans · cJ.a.imed to ha�e seen flying sauc� • Further, 96 per cent 
of those.·polled had heard or read· sanething about UFOs, one of the ·' 

highest awareness scores in the history of the Gailup Poll. 

3. There had been consideral�le criticism of ne:-75 coverage of'. 
· 1  

UFOs, both from those who blamed the �ss for creating the UFO phe-
- -� 

nomenOO and f:ran those who said the press had been negligent in its 
- . 

coverage. For example, Dr. Philip Morrison, a physicist at the 

Hassachusetts Institute of Technology, said of the yro p�-ncmenon : 
I 

It is a social phenanenon of journalism and television. If 
you look in the newspapers and journals of a hundred or a hundred 
and twenty years ago, you' 11 see the same thing .  . . they' re much 
more frequent now. . . 3 



In an interview July 28, 1968; Dr. J .  Allen Hynek was asked 

for a brief summary of his opinion of press coverage of UFOs. Hynek 

was a consultant to the Air Force on UFOs and director of the Lindheimer 

.. A..s'tr:)nomical Research Center at Northwestern University. He said the 

one word he thought best described press coverage of UFOs was "opportun-

is tic. " Press coverage, he said, had not been consistent or thorough. 

Newspapennen, he said, generally turned their attention to UFOs. when 

they saw a need for some humorous news itens. "The prejudgment of 

UFOs as nonsense," Hynek said, "is a factor in mu,ch o� �e coverage." 
-. � 

�:·� James E. McDonaJ.d, a physi�t at .the Univ�ity of Arizona, 
- ' '• ,"; .. :.... """� -""'"�- -'�;--'-

V 

has studied the UFO phenanenon intensively. In an August 1967 interview, 

he said American journalists , in large part ,  were not hard workers and 

did not seek out and faithfully report the �acts. He elaborated on 

� • ::··�I am o� -caifSe not satisfied with press CQYEarage of UFOs 
•. . �.];;::ore.fer�.,-··. •··'·�to··the failure Oli:·the=�-pa_rt��of--thea' press'·�to do 
what I �uld like to call 'investigative reporting'. into this 

· mattet'. ;·_,;·With ·�the dozens· ·ancf.dozens��of=-cases"·that �-have; occurred 
irt every state in recent years ,  one 'NO\lld think that newspapers 

.�}�woUld 'have had the��'�initiative to··do a �little digging on their 
own part · to try to find out what was going on • • • In addition to 
their sins of omission,: ti:te papers have ; ::in: my' opinion,,, made· a 
number of sins of canmission. These center around their PrO­
pensity to poke fun and to twist in feature-story humor _tHe seri­
ously reported sightings that many citizens have made • • . 

� ' _ , : -f' - -- >: �·� 
· Given these criticisms and the need for infonna.tion about press \ 

_. - -_ - '��. . --
. 

coverage of UFOs, it was decided that this dissertation would have two 

purpose?. One was to collect a unified body of data--qualitative and 

quantitative--to help the reader understand the UFO phenomenon and 

press coverage of UFOs; the second was to analyze Critic2.lly UFO news 

coverage to determine what role(s) the press had played in the UFO 

phenomenon and what judgments could be made about the nature of ,press 

. ' 



performance. Was the UFO phenomenon created by the press, as Dr. 

Morrison and others had charged, or were the comments of Dr. Hynek and 

Dr. NcJ:onald mre accurate assessments of press coverage. 

To answer these and other questions , it was decided to gather 

data p��inent to a su.-vey of press coverage of urOs ire� 1947 throu�� 

1966. 

The tenn "press coverage'; as used in this dissertation, refers 

primarily to coverage of UFOs as found in daily newspapers and wire 

service reports. Coverage of uros by weekly neNSpapers, magazines and 
� . ' 

the bro&:iC:ast media is discussed"when relevant to the purposes of this ��� 
study. 

The survey of a 20-year period was preferred over a detailed 

L .' .- ' 

reperts--for.�se'Veral'r.easons:· to understand coverage of a UFO report 
in l9$�'.:?'l�sJ': it'���,��Ki±<' uriders� wh!£ had hapPened 

.. :in prececil.Og years; �-.the survey:, approach. was better sUited
� to the pur� 

poses. of �,g.issertatib�kinteresis of the UFO ProjeCt at the .UniVe.r­

si ty 'of COlorado,. a .. partial·. Sponsor of this study, favored the survey 

approach. 
.lt.. 

�ystems of content �ysis ard other methodolo� used in 

this dissertation �,�explained as tne\�evant data are ��sented_­

Research was 'aided considerably by the author's appointment as 

a research associate to the University of Colorado UFO Project in the 

spring of 1967. The appo:in�t included two months of sommer work 
I 

with the proj ect and visits to the Boulder, Cola., office in November 

1967 and August 1968. Also helpful were independent study in astron-

amy under Dr. Hynek at Northwestern University and the frequent oppor-

r 
l 
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tunities to discuss UFOs and press coverage with Dr. Hynek and TtJilliam 

Powers , his assistant. 

Others whose cooperation and assistance was appreciated include 

Dr. Edward U. Condon, Robert J. Low, Dr. Frankli..T'l Roach, Dr. Norman 

Levine, Dr. David Saunders , Dr. Aldora Lee, Dr. Roy Craig, Dr. Gerald 

M. Rothberg, Dan Culberson , Daniel S. Gillmor and Mm • Betty Dodd, 

all of the Colorado Project; Dr. Curtis D. MacDougall and Dr .  Albert 

A� Sutton of the Medill School of Journalism, Northwestern University; 

Dr. James E � Mc!X:>nald; Curtis FW.ler, publisher. of FATE magazine; 

Lt •. Col. �or .Quintanilla of the United States Air Foree;�·-the 
University of Kentucky Computing Center, Dr. Lewis IXmohew· of the 

University of Kentucky, and my wife, Jean. 
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CHAPJ;ER I 

UFOS , UAOS , AOP-SOME NAMES AND A DEFINITION 

The starting date of the unidentified flying object (UFO) 

or "flying saucer" phenomenon in the United States CCI1100�Y has 

been accepted as June 24, 1947. That was not the date the first 

"saucer" or UFO was seen; 1 it was the da.1:e �he name "�ying 

in . the sky�� -- .q
-r 

The tendency to equate the origix:l of the phenanenon with '__ 
-

. - � - -- . -·,. - - ," . .;� --:·.� -,-_ ·---_ - �-:t�- .. 

the o�igi.n .of_the name, or the o�igin of "��s cgv:���,,.w�s. - o-_-:_�-' " -=_��=-:· _ . 
· - ·- ·-

.
�-- · ,  __ .:.":�·; . ,  .:.·.:f�_:,-.t�1:-<·<�'-- .�__r'-=-;'- --�"--:· ,_. __ ;,/�;:.-��--��:_,:;.�.:;�;:f,.:e --; __ · _ _ 

supported by Arrrrj Air Force and M.:r Force .investigations 
• \ •_• _ :_ J:_- _: _ - ' 

_:; ·:__ -
_- ��- - '> r , " � :,•, _' ,·! ' - ,-

which officially ignored repo�s of objec�s seen.befGre 1947 . 

since they were not reported� to official sources until 
after public int�rest

2
in flying ·saucers had ·been stimulated 

by the popular press . _ j .., 
- - -.• - . I)t --- -

The "flying saucer" label was 
�;
!"irst used in connec�ion 

with the report of Kenneth Arrold, a Boi se, Ida. , businessman and 

private pilot, who said he saw nine peculiar aircraft flying near 

Mt. Rainier on June 24, 194 7. He described their motion as that cf 

a "saucer skipping across water. ''3 

1 



. Those words led some newsmen to call the objects '1saucer-

like"; and, judging from a sketch that l;rnold made for A.ir 
Force investigators� "saucer-like'! seemed an accurate description. 

A study of news clippings of June 25 and June 26, 194 7 � 

suggested that the name ''flying saucers ·· was not created by any 

particular reporter but rather was the product of headline writers.-. 

Reporters then, it seemed, incorporated that descriptive title 

into their stories • 

Perhaps because of its economy in headline space , the 

word "disk' also was used widely to· describe the objects seen in 

the skies of America in June and· July 194 7. "Flying saucer " or 

simply>''saucer" beciune tn�:.most popula:r title� -however, p€rhaps 

becaus� it seemed �o ]:)e .a name created exclusively for the .new 

phenomenon. 

··.As ;-iinguiS·:e -ROger � wn:,1:e, if there is a. _ riew · �o]ect ·-

or item without 'a· specific ' name  attached to it�··nthe man who' 

discovers ·the lack.considers it his first civilizing duty to create 

o�e''. 4 

While ''flying saucer : � has be�-� in wide ·u$e sirice 194 7, 
'l., 

the term ·"unidentified flying object·' ,��or its abbreviatio� UFO, 

appears to have come into wide use only since about 1956 or 1957. 

( 



Edward J. Ru�pelt, r,..iho directed t�e � Fcn:e fly;ng 
saucer inquiry from early 1951 to the fall of 1953, claimed 

C!"'�dit for coining the r.arn.e tmidentified flying object: 

UFO is the official term that I created to replace 
the· won:ls "flying saucers . "5 

He did not say why the term was created, but it did 

lend itself to a m:>n: pronounceable abbreviation (You-Foe) 

than dip_ the .title "flying saucer.:! 

In a review of Air Force microfilm of UFO . reports, 

however, .the tenn "unidentified flying object" was found on 

reporting, forms used in 1948-three years befo�. �ppel�. became 

in��lVE!�:L;��·-_flying sauc�·:.-_- -. J\nd;,:' an. �=·�e!F��.'J.;.�S,���@:a:�io!1_ 

�-.:A·.· ... -.: . .r:: • d fl . b • .. t' . ed'· th .· �,;.� • :t• 
. . UFO' B on w��;�·l.e .. ymg.o _jeC � ·US :·:L. �:;�uL�V,� _l.P!\�:.:..:�:0.;�" ,.;{;;· · 

The first newspaper. reference �:this _s� founcl to . 

"unident;ified· flying object'' was thEtUse·. of the�
-
rull-:.�f.-:in 

.-..::- � .· . - -� - - -- - . -� . ., . ..�----- . � "'!. :· ·--::' ··--·�·-=-

a headline· in The Tucson,. Ariz., Morning Star .of· Febl"'Ua..y,�2� 1950. 

The headline was ''Unidentified Flying Obj_ect Seen Here'', .ht,1t .. . . .  _. - .... .. . ; ,; 

neither the name nor abbreviation, UFO, was used in the�_story. 
- - . � 

·i . A 
�---··c._;_Ruppelt.'s 1956� book, The RePs(rt on Unidentified Flving· 

�"-
Objects, became one of the authoritative works on UFOs and 
helped popularize the UFO" label. 

Study of UFO news.items suggested-that the first 

widespread press use of the words "unidentified flying object" 

and "UFO" was in connection with the Harch 9, 1957 report of 

3 



Captain Matt�ev.1 A. Van�"t!inkle. Ee r,.1as a Pan American pilot r...;ho 

reported seeing an unidentified object while flying over t�e 

Sout.�.eastern United States· he said that he took evasive 

rnaneuvers to avoid collision. 

�···  The development of UFO and flying saucer tern'liJ1ology 

was reflected in The Reader's Guide to Periodical Literature . 

From 1947 to 1949, one looking up "flying saucer" was directed­

to "illusions and hallucinations ; " from 194 9 to 19 51, those · -

directions remained and ones directing the reader to- also 

check "jet aircraft," and "research balloons" were added; 

articles were listed under '  "flying saucers" for the first timec 

in the119Sl.:..l953-'":'voli1mej;perhaps'>�oecause ·of, a waVe of · sightihg9 : 

over ·wa.Shington�c:.;n:���,c�:c� �::iri 19 52·��- 'i:he�'-ternr ·UFO· -�� �t�e:r·:fri;,;_{·. :�? 

1957, with dlrec:t:ioris to see "flying saucers." 

;·_:;'The rokt --�cent" change' �:c.a-ar1Uary;�r9 6 ?}';"suggested that 

"flyi!lg saucersTT had -both a serious 'and a 'silly side�- Under 
the geheral '"flying� saucer" listing 'was a sub-category, · 

"Anecodotes, facetiae (witty or ht.UnO!aus writings) , satire , etc." 
j 

While the- names "�dentifie<1: flying object" and "flying 
!." 

saucer" often have beeh used interd-iangeably, there has ·been 

controversy over the use of the names . There also has been a 

tendency to use the v1ords �'flying saucer" when speaking face-
£ 

tiously of the phenomenon and the word "UFO" when speaking 



soberly. In feature articles, for example, newsmen often seem 

to refer to witnesses as saucer-eyed'' er suggest that cne sees 

·flying saucers· ,,...,he..'1 he is "in h:.s cues.·· 
Organizatior� and individuals interested in the 

phenomenon have coined their own na�es to describe the 

phenomenon as they perceive it. Consequently, in addition to 

controversy over the names "saucers\' or�, there have been 

such titles· as unconventional aerial objects (UAOs) , unlicensed 

air vehicles �(UAVs), anomalistic observational Ph� (AOP) 

and others. 

-Dr. DoMld. Menzel, former head of the Harvard College 

Observa�ory · �d·::.��:c;'it�c of. those. who be�ieve ··f.l.ying. saucers 
': _.,���· �:���J�1- -.-·:2.�: , ,_,; �-;:)T�:_·,��:• : - , - ' 

• 
O ,- · - -- - o --� .-� •• ·� > � -·- ', 

are · real_�,�<;$¥c:l.;·the;;� Force. made .a·,�srt��-�by_. ���g _ 

saucers uros�: 

Th;�r·:cire :_!:uzlidentifi.ed' · .. �flyi.tlg ob]ec�� oriiy B'eeadse · 

of mistaken·i<ientityA . .  In. fact, they are .("\ften not even .... 
objects�- This is whY·- I prefer the name ,. 'flyirig- saucersr 
rath�r than �: which implies that they are material oi:' 
tangible • .. . . . .  

· 

Maj • -(USMC Ret. ) Donald E. Keyhoe , dLn:ctor of the 
•- < ,-• •o· •;-.- L:_�: ·,�i � - ' ::. 0 0 - .  �_t.. - � 

National InvestJ.gatJ.ons Comnu ttee on· �erJ.al Phenomena ( NIC.AE)·, · 
\ If' 

the nation's largest private UFO organfzation, disagreed 'with 
Nenzel: 

5 
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I hate the name 'flying saucers ' . No saucers 
ever flew. Actually, they are unidentified flying 
objects a."l.d if "t7e kne�-1 �,:h=.-t they r,;ere �·Te "t70uld call 
them by their correct name.7 

?hilip Daly, senior science producer for Sri�ish 

Broadcasting Company Television, said in a November 13, 1967 , 

interview' that the distinction between "f1 ying saucers . r and 

UFOs was very real to him. Da.ly was in the United States 

preparing a BBC documentary _on UFOs when interviewed. 

He said .1:hat until the term UFO became popular in 

Britain, the topic did not draw any serious consideration, 

and that the BBC would permit him to do a documentary on UFOs, 

but not on flying saucers. . . � - --- . � ;_-
' 

?;he distinction , in Pa:rt; was based on the fact that, ,--�- < •'_ -J � ;- ,· .: to Daly , flying saucers were related to those people who talked 

of meet�
:
�atures

_�_
-fr<=m ·outer-space and going _ _ 7for rides on .- -- -- . ·  - -' 

·
·
: ---- - , 

spaces!1f2s �,�. whi.le :tJFos�·were re�ated to study of t�e aerial_ .. 
phenomenon. 

The Aerial ·Phenomena Research Organization (APRO), one·i\: 
\., 

of the_ ()ldest tJ!3) organizations and _· :fhe largest int:ernatj.onal 
.•. . .c '1 . ·c .. .. · ';/ 

one, prefers neither "sauce..Y'S" nor ''UF!)s . " It used the term . 
·.. . .. -��loi. 

unconventional aerial object (UAO). 

APRO discourages the use of UFOs ... The distinction 
is made by members that a UFO can be anything that the 
viewer himself does not understand while a UAO is some- 8 thing that cannot be explained by any conventional means. 

6 



NICAP and APRO also appear to dislike the '!saucer" label 

�ecause, they sey, �ot all L�s are saucer-shaped. �ITCAE, 

f�r exa�ple, has classified UFOs into at least 10 categories with 

14 shapes. Half of them, or less; would qualify as saucer­

shaped. Others are cylindrical, spherical, sa turn-shaped, like 

World War I helmets or like a point source--a point with no 

t . 
9 apparen sue. 

John A. Keel, who has written many articles for·­

flying saucer- magazines , has recomnend� that UFOs� be-��·: 

renamed UAVs (Unlicensed Air Vehicles). Such a change,- he 

believes,· would make the public ncre willing to recognize 

the �aii-ey.··of the phenomenon. While UFOs_ may be linked 
with outerspcace, he reasoned, UAVs would be reco�e���,���,.-_ 

. - - -�· 

objeqts operating within our at:m::>sphere and· therefOre 
...,:::-:r:_�-=��E�::�- � _< -• 

meriting study
. 

since they Should �-be -sUbjeCt. to i:natlona!::!awS�":� � 

conceim.ng the:
·iicensing and operatiC!'\ of airCraft!. 

This is a concept which ean:be no�" easily 
grasped by a public not equipped with the ·imagination ,t,t 
necessary to accept the more ob�ure thesis that 
nspace ships are flitting_ ?I"Qtlljd our skies ��10 

At a Congressional hearing ort� July 29 , 196 8 , Dr. �\; - . 

Robert M. t; Baker Jr., senior scientist with the Computer. - -

Sciences Corporation of El Segundo, Calif., and a member of 

7 



t�e engi.r1eering :aculty at t�e Universi�J of California at 

Los Angeles, told why he perferred the name ''anomalistic observational 

::�-:encmena: ·� 

I call it AOP. 

From the data that I have reviewed and analyzed since 1954, 
it is my belief that there does exist substantial evidence that 
an unexplained phenomenon--or phenomena--is present in the 
environs of the earth, but that it may not be 'flying,' may not 
always be 'unidentified, ' and, perhaps, rray not even be substan-

• ' b" ' 1� tJ.ve o )ects . • . 

While some of those involved in the study ofthe_UFO._ 

phenomenon have perferred to use other names--for the ·-reasons 

discussed here--news cov�rage and publi� us�ge , in general, have 

been limi teq to use of_;thEe words "flying ,��cern and "unideiJtified 

flying object�1' -
•' > • - -�.J_,�---· 

Those names werec_ used.· :interCharige�iy in this : s:t:udy, : . Su� 
:..:: ________ \ 

use was �-con5iStent wi'!h�tl}e _·_material und�: study and
·
_�yoided 

difficulties that nligh:t have occurred by u5ing tenns that :s�emed 

more connotative than denotative in---nature. 
For the purposes of this study, a '·flying saucer" may �e . · \i. 

defined as it was by the UFO Projec1{_�t the ·university. of Colorado: 
. \ 

. . •  the stimulus for a repofit made by one .or more 
individuals- of something seen in the sky (or an object thought 
to be capable of. flight but· seen when landed on the earth)·· 
which the observer could not identify as having an ordinary 
natural origin, and which seemed to him sufficiently puzzlThg 
that he tmdertcok to make a report of it to pol�ce, gQverr.ment 
officials, to the press or perhaps to a representative of a 
private organization dedicated to the study of such objects.l2 

8 



Dr. J. Allen Hynek, Air Force consultant on UFOs and director 

of the Lindheimer Astronomieal Research Center at Northwestern Univer-

sity, criticized the Colorado definition as too broad for a scientific 

L"1quLry. The definition� he argued, would include simple mis-identi-

fications of Venus!weather balloons, ai_�lanes: etc. He suggested 

this definition: 

A UFO is a .report. . . the contents of which are puzzling · 

not only to the obse-�er but to others who have the tec�nical 
training the observer may lack. 13 

Hyn� 's definition may be the better one for the purposes of 

scientific study of UFOs, but for the analysis of press coverage the 

Colorado definition was preferred. Mariy of the UFOs reportecr in the 

press, after all , Were mis-identifications of natural or man-made 

objects. 

Summary. 

aa�'-C�fot:md a supposediy' new-'phen�o;:·�th��'no name, the 

�s .. P"�f!d··the won:iS•. �·�y� sa�c�;·.�::ai��);��f6�>�trange 
:... ' ' ... �· . - " ---_- - -

objects- rn··Bl�· '�ky. �That nam�· '�ed ··-frt;_ use �ghout=the_-period 

of �s. stugy, ... l947-1966, and another tenn, �(l��if�ed_,flYfrig object 

or UFO ,  ·_emerged in the 1950s. 

Other n.3mes ·have been us�d � :groUps i3nd indi\'id�i to rrore 
. �. . ' �- . .. .  

clearly define ' what. they mean when the� ' discuss -"flying saucers . " 

The-·UFO definition applicable to this study was broad enough 
to include simple mis-identifications of known objects as well as 

reports of objects which puzzled men with tschnical . training . "'-Both 

types of UFOs appeared in the news coverage. 

9 



CHAPI'ER II 

THE PUBLIC .AND THE PRESS 

Public Awareness 

On August 19, 194-7, a Gallup Poll published in many 

American newspapers reported that 90 per cent of the public _}1�d 

heard about the flying discs whi9h first had been reported ·over the 

northwestern part of, the natiofi�'l.rr ia:te Jui1e of that year. 
. 

The '• report of--��. p<Jn·note?: . -

-
-

. � . 
·
·-- ' -· :'" .- - .

-
: . ,, ' - . -

As,: a.·· t7�t ·.Of the �ubliC T S knowledge aboUt curre!)t everltS .

. 

· 

this-.1��5,ery:�:=�e-.indeed and places th� saucers �6�:(�paft'fWith 
Orson Welles ' "InVa.sion from Mars , " the LDch Ness _Monster. and 
Tom Thumb·Gblf.· �=-- cc:· . 

. As an indi��ion of hOw: the saucer story spread, it� need­
only be pointed. out that at �e same time only half the �opl� 
had heard about the �hall Plran'and only 61 per cent had heaiX:i 
about the Taft-Hartley_Labor B�il.l · 

. .  . .. :� - --

The reference to the Taft-airtley measure was interesting 
. - � '  . �: .:�1�.-\. . 

because on June 24, 194-7--the date used nest often to mark the start 

of t'l1e flying saucer era--the lead story in many newspapers was that 

the U .S. Senate, by a vote of 6 8-2 5 , had overturned Pr�s ident 
, r 

. 

Truman's veto of the Taft-Hartley Act. 
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In August 1947 opinions were mixed as to Hhat the saucers might 

be. In answer to the questions, ''�AJhat do you think the saucers are?,'' 

one-third of the respondents said they did not know or did not answer; 

29 per cent attributed the discs to imagination or illusions; 15 oer 

cent thought they were an American secret weapon; 10 per cent thought 

t:!J.ey �..;ere hcaxes. One per cent thought t'1e discs ,.tJere of Russia..Tl. origin 

·Nineteen years later, on May 8, 1966, another Gallup Poll 

indicated that at least 96 per cent of those polled had heard or read 

sane thing about flying saucers . The report added: 
. . . . ' - . In- terms of the public's awareness of other incidents or 

events, this figure is extraordinarily high. In f�gt, .·this 
awareness score is one of the highest in the 30-year history 
of the Gallup Poll. 2 

The 1966 poll asked respondents whether they. thought the discs· 

p��t¥::·�.�:;:31 pE!r cent_ 9,�c:l_ :�;E.�··-�. 
;nag�; 24 �r._c�t 

off erect no opinion • 

. The two Gallup Polls were relevant to this study:·because (1) :· :· . _· ·- :::\·.-.�-�-, -.:--:�- , - _. _ _:___ ·.>�:-_:. _-:_: --· -�-�-,-.. ���':::���I�::.�-·-:,.-'�<----::�--- --

. ·-

indicated there was immediate and·contjnued widespread _ awareness of 

flying saucet:'s . 

;-:· ORC Caravan Surveys, Inc. , of Princ�on, N .J. , · under- contract with the 

Unidentified Flying Object Project at the University of Colorado, 

Boulder, Colo. The Boulder poll supported the findings of the Gallup 

surveys and provided additional information for. thi� study. :n the 
Q 

Boulder poll only 2 per cent, or approximately 50 of 2 ,SOO respondents, 1 

had not heard"of UFOs. 



In a true-false section of the ooll, 24 per cent of the adult 

respondents answered "true" to the statement "Some flying saucers have 

tried to COrrmtLT'licate with us;" 40 per cent answered "true" to the 

s taternent "People have seen space ships that did not come from this 

planet;" 55 per cent answered "true" to "A�l UFO reports can be 

explained as well understood happenings or as hoa�es. 

At my request, the survey also sought information on ( 1) when 

respondents had first heard or read about UFOs and ( 2) where they had 

heard or read most often about UFOs . Such information , it was thought, 

would suggest what role the press had played in creating public 

awarenessof-UFOs . 

The ·source of information named most often was newspapers; 

second ·was television; third was magazines, and fourth was radio. 

Resporises for five periods of awareness are showr'i'� me.· Table 1. 

TABLE-1 

.,:c,_:,��t''soORcES OF INFORMATION ABOtrr tJFbs·· 

. : , . .- - --Newspaper 
Within �t-'2�'�years 
Within a�s years � . -. . 
�vi thin s.:.1o ·y�ars · 

138 
• .325 

Within 11-15 years . . . . 
16 vears ago or longer 

Total 

361 
174 
128 � .. 

1126 . 

· ·-' 

Source of .. Irifo:nnat�on. 
TV Magazl.I1e · Radio Total 

129 50 53 370 
208 121 l06c---� 760 
233 140 141 875 

99 88 54 415 
48 56 40 272 

717 455 - . 394.. '2692 

As indicated by the table , · re�pondents for a1.1 Reriods named 

newspapers most ·often as their most frequent source of-information . 

Considering only the four media categories} references to ne,..vspapers 

accounted for 42 per cent of the total responses, television -27 per 

cent, magazines 17 per cent, and radio 14 per cent. 



Extent of Press Coverage 

The high degree of public awareness of UFOs and the reported 

suggested that coverage of the phe.""lcmenon by t!le press had been 

The 1947,1966 and 1968 polls on public awareness of UFOs 

indicated that the audiences of the news media did read or listen to 

reports dealing'with UFOs. For example, in the 1968 Boulder poll, 

only 250 respondents--or 8 per cent--said they got their information 

about UFOs roost frequently fran non-media sources. The most f�u.ent 

non-media sources were reported to be friends (208), personal experi­

ence (14), private UFO organizations (3), and other (25). In these 

mediaries ,:. between ner.NS.'-accounts-:'of..'t.[Os,,_an�;�the :membe�. �Q:f):-t.h�·J:DQn:­
rea_&g, non-viewing--public. Even if not, the 1968 pql:t::·$till .. ihdicated 

that more ·than :90 per cent· of the:.resp0ndents gcrt:·most:of:�,-t1Je�."�ix)for­

rna.tion al:out UFOs from the mass media, particularly from neWspapers. 
While the polls may have sugges�ed that _news accounts ,of UFOs 

�i.l 
were well read, the polls did not su�g�st how extensive net-Is coverage 

'" 

had been. There were, however, at l.te
_�

t five indices which poi."1tec 
\ 

to widespread press attention to the UFO phenomenon: 

1. M upper limit on the number of UFO reports appearing in the 

press may be set by the number of UFOs reportedly seen by Americans. 

Table 2 shows the frequency of UFO reports recorded· by the Air Fcrce 

for the years 1947 through 1966, a total of 11,160. 



TABLE 2 

UFO R-"CJ'ORTS RECOP-.DED 9� AI� FO�CE 

YEP·R PE?ORTS '[P.A_'R, REPORTS 

1947 12 2 1957 1 , 00 6  
1948 156 195 8  6 2 7  
1949 18 6 1959 39 0 
1950  210 1960.  557 
1951 169 196 1  591 
195 2 1 , 5 01 196 2  474 
1953 . 5 09 1963 399 
1954 487 196� 56'2 
1955  545 196 5  887  
195 6 · 670 196 6  ·;·1 , 112 

The Air- Force figure of 11 ,160 refers only to those reperts 

made to the Air Force . The Gallup Poll -of 1966 , however , said , 

' 'Hare thai1 5 million knericans claim · tc have seen: :somethiJ1g they. 

believed - to be a · ' flying· saucer 1. � " · 
;<� --The .Gallup :figure �aa '''ba.sea dn: �the. 'fact. that ·· 5 ·per cent of 

·-their ;i"iational sample ··of 1 , 575. ·-· adult .Ainericans��"ariSWered . . . uyes•:t: to 
. .  � . .  _ . ., . . -- .. - - .. - F:--· - �:.._. - -- _ · :. ,__ ·._· . - .  . . 

-the - question : 

. . Have you , yourself, :ever seen 
' an�g you thought was 

a flying saucer? 

The 196 8  Boulder poll found� that 3 per cent of the 2 , 050 

adult respendents answered ' :yes " to ��e question : 
. {�� . . . .  

Have you, yourself , ever seen a UFO? 

The difference ben·reen the t:No polls may b� �ttribu"t�d � 

in part , to the fact that the Boulder poll was the more specific , � , � 

asking if the person had seen a UFO , while the Gallup measure.rnent A 



asked if the respondent had seen anything he t�ought was a saucer . 

8oth polls , h�;ever , indicated that the news media had a pool 

of hundreds of thousands , perhaps millions , of UFO s igh-t:ings 
from which to draw material for UFO stories , and were not limited 

to the 11 , 00 0  or so recorded by the Air Force . 

· 2 .  Differences between the number of UFO reports recorded 

by the Air Force and · those reported in the press were evident iri 
a study of 1947 report$ conducted , by- Ted Bloecher , a New York 

businessman and ·  private saucer resercher .  Bloecher , in business 

travels around ·the nation , visited· about .140 newspapers LT'l 90  

and July--�1�4 fi?llEa;: :·f'9uncJ ;;abqut 850 �-newspaper reports 'of:. sepai"'ate{.�:;­

UFO si.ghtings �·�'�'As dnaiaa:ted by Table ,2 ·, . the •Air For'C�' u§t� , .! "'"  . 

122 reports ::f���¥l�'- of� l947 . :/ :Bl�er 's sample ·Qf_ S ;per_.o-cent - · 

Of the nation T S :. daily newspapers · ·suggestea that SeVeral thoUsartCf � 

UFO i terns were printed in the America press during- the surrimer- of 
1947_ .  P.is findings were discussed- in Reoort on the UFO r,7ave of1\; 

1947 � publishE:d privat�y . _  , 

3 . Captain EdWard J .  Rt.lppel t ,  �)d,o directed a.n: Air Fore� � -

\ - - ' ., 
UFO inquiry from J1arch=" 1951 to September 1953 , reported extensive _ 

press coverage of the phenomenon in his book , The Reoort on 

Unidentified Flying Objects : 

During a six-month period in 195 2  alone , 148 of the 
nation ' s  leading newspapers carried a total of over 16 !' 000  
i t erns  about UFOs . 5 
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Ruppelt did not explain how he arrived at this estimate or 

wnat newspapers were included in his 148 . I received from the Air 

Force 3 2 rolls of microfilm which recorded UFO press clippiLigs frcm 

April . through September 19 5 2 . That would be a period of s ix  months > 

but the nu�er of filmed clippings exceeds 30 , 000 � includLig �he same 

t.;i.re service stories published in several or more newspapers . Tnat 

total--which
. 

is not exhaustive--would be almost 20 items apiece .for 

every daily newspaper in the United States . 

The Air Force receipt of UFO press clippings was curtailed , 

Ruppelt said 1 because there was not enough room in which to store the 

boxes -O� - clippings , nor was there enough time in which to· sort 

through · them. _ _  

4 ., A _ press clipping file kept by · a  saucer researcher iri · 

Sea-t,tle, :�as'"Q� · , _ )1rs . June Larsort ;  )..ist·ed .. �PPI'9xirnately; 7 ;600 ' 

unduplicated :·.::�ocal · · ��·,:��.:.,;servicet�UFO _ .clippingS fr,om_��?un�s _ of 
newspapers� �ss . the nation for .the years �1961 thro\lgh ; l966 . If 

dupli��e.9 :.�ft.pp.¥lgs-��:h�:. � �stories -ap�in� in . _more :.t� one· · news�� 

pa�;:�� - P'l�_luded in the collection , the ._ ntmlber probably would in-

_ crease .seyeral - times over 7 , 600 . _The Larson _ collection_ · included clips 

from two peak periods of UFO activity , July-August 19 6 5  a..T'lc 

19 6 6 . Unduplicated clippings from �hose four rronths numbered 2 , 6 2 5 , 

about one-third of the total for the\�� mpnths . 

5 ,  ��. smaller collection of clippings was kept · by the - weelr..ly 

tabloid , The ENQUIRER , which reported Fe...� 19 , 19 6 7 : 

Intrigued by continuous reports of flying saucers ; mysterious 
flashing lights and other strange aerial phenomena , The D!QUIRER 
decided four months ago to keep a log of such sightings reported 
in local neHspapers throughcut t:-te United States . 

,';rhe results were astou.T'lding . 



From Alaska to Maine and back again to Hawaii � there were 
504 published reports , an average of more than 3 1  each week ; of 
Unidentified Flying Objects . How many went unreported , or how 
�y were seen in the res� of the world , there is no way of 
i<nowing . 

The ENQUIRER , which is published in New York but has naticnrr1ide 

circulation , told its readers that it checked every daily and weeY�Y 

neHspaper in the United States to tmcover the "astounding ' '  record of 

UFO reports . Yet , figures from the Larson collection alone indicated 

that The ENQUIRER ' s  astounding- find may have underestimated the extent 

of press coverage of UFOs . 

For example , for the last four months of 1966 , · the number. of ' ' 
unduplicated clippings 'in the na.�ionwide Larson collectio� totale� 667 . 

The ENQUIRER recoro of 504 for four months in late 1966 or late 1966 

and early 1967, also was e_x�eeded : by the one-month Larson totals for 

March ( 687) an,ct:�Pri.l -( 5_55)  �966 
-·� ·. _· .,.: " ·>:·.-,: , _ ,:; -��-

� 

. - -�- � �--- · 

study sought· two additional measurements of. c�verage in·�.a- pell of···:news-
.. 

papers and an "  ana.l��i-� of wirtf_:_��ice cov�rage , both financed by the 
- . · - . ' - ' ' . . . - . - ' ., 

. -· . : �  . :_ ... _;; - � : C' 
UFO Project at th� Univer_'Sity of Colorado . 

The samp�e __ for the .pOll of daily neT...rspapers was drawn. from the 
. .J•/ 

1967  Editor & Publisher Yearbook. From a page and pos ition chdsen at -' .k.. -
' 

·�. ::- ,..-! + -

random, every ninth neNspaper wa�. -�lected until working �Ck to the 
�r.r 

starting point . _  To include competitive ne'..Jspapers in the same city , -

such papers were included every other ti"Tle one appeared as the ninth 

number . In this fashion , 191 daily newspapers were chosen � 15 ot!:er 

newspapers were selected because of their r,ational 'prominence or to 

provide increased representation to one or another area of the cour.try . 

There was no mail follow-up after questionnah�es were mailed to t�e 



newspapers on July 3 ,  196 7 . 

�eturns were coded from 1 0 0  newspapers : 9 2  of the..rn were in t"1e 

���com sa�ple . CA list of these newspapers and a copy of the question-

naire are in t�e appendix) . Jdta from the ajced news�apers and tr.e 

rancom sa�nle •Juestionnaires rer�.e� too late to be i�cluded L� the - -

�oding did not appear to differ from that found in the analys is 

returns from the 9 2 papers . 

Circulation and geographic characteristics of the 9 2  

which returned questionnaires were similar to those of the entire 

sample. Consequently, · ·the responses analyzed were believed to be 

repres'eritative of the nation ' s  daily press . The returned question-

naires represented 5 . 2  per cent of the daily newspapers in the nation . 

Most of the data from the questionnaires will be discussed in · ' - . 
Chap�e;' · iii . Of interest he;e are� .the ·mers recef�ed tolhen ne-NSmen ,-� 

� - .  - i •,:�. -�.-�.-�;�· � �J����� - \::{��,:�-.�.�(����: �-�-:��--< • . _• .- � �,.--�-��:-;._�/:r,"-.::- •��:- �-:> 
J
i;:��;�<

·
�-·-��·.;::_ �-.::_' ·,�. ; - .� 1- < \.��-... �� ' •. -::�-�-·7 • .; • 

• �> ••·: • �: • � �-,-��:·�-;�::.�';��I·�; .. �� • · 

were asked to est:imate the number of loCal UFO rep6rts"�natmally 

covere;. by their newspapers . 

- . ' . - -
that their papers would · print ·.· gs _  UFO stories , a:pprox�tely ·one ·apiece.!c. 

about every three months . On an annual bas is that would be about ..,-; '-c#-'7 
four for . each paper or about 7 ; 00 0  ··GFO items for all the daily ne�.Js-

•
• 
�_;_::.� C c _ • • • • j _ 

papers in the nation . This estiroate;:··requirers further /:aiscussion . 
\�-

1 .  The 7 , 000 figure was less than the press coverage given 

to UFOs in 19 5 2  and 19 4 7 . 

2 .  ' The nature of the tabulation--multiplying some responses 

by at least four to calculate the number of items for one year--may 

have exaggerated original overestimates by the newsmen . The 7 , 0 0 0  

figure , for example , did not seem consistent with press clippings 



from the Larson collection which numbered 6 8 7  for 1 9 6 1 , 4 9 9  for 19 6 2 , 

3 1 9  for 1 9 6 3  and 7 6 1  for 19 64 . Perhaps newsmen thought they reported 

more UFOs than they did in fact . 

3 . · Points 1 and 2 document the problem of trying to establish 

an I f  average figure" for annual press cove.bage of UFOs . The phenomenon 

appeared to be rrarked by periods of either large numbers of reported 

sightings or periods of relatively few reports . Hence , the 7 ,  009 

figure was too low to reflect press coverage of UFOs during peak 

periods and too high to reflect coverage during the relatively quiet 
� ·-

years . Perhaps the 7 , 000 figure was , after all , as good an average as 

might be hoped for ; it rray be sufficient to recognize that pre�s 
coverage of UFOs has been extensive even if this study cannot specify 

an annual average of �UFO news i terns . 

� ·precise data were avai lable on wire service coverage of 
the UFO phenomenon, particularly from tl)e Associated Press • .  �� 'l'li��:�:AP 

- , _ _ , -:._ _>:-,"' ·-� • -� 
- • -- .:r - .  - ---�-.;;:.:-�f�-:�-- -�--- ---- �' 

lib�ary .in New York city, whi� w�s visited for 'three 
<h;;o''jb�i:,� 

. _- ;'"_ _  - _ _ :_- - ... 

196 8 ) ha� �records on national news coverage dating back m:>re ":than : 
: . _ _  : ,__ - · _  - ,. _:_ :.•_,. -

20  years . � Available there were data on UFO stories which had been 

serit on ' the': A{': national wire �ince June 1947 . 

�;, The national wire , or � "A" w� , is the primary ne"tJS wire ,of 

the AP .  Urtder control of
. the � he�guarters- in New Y�rk ' City , the 

. . .. 
natio� wire Carries news stories of �?ia.tional or international 
interest . Primarily larger circulation newspapers tend to subsC!"ibe 

to the "A" wire. Stories on that wire , however , generally also are 

sent on regional wires to smaller newspapers which receive all their 

AP news--international , national , sports � business ,  etc . --on one 

teletype . The placement of a story 01 1 the "A'' wire means there will 
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be wide distribution of the story � including to the smaller news-

papers which would receive the story on another wire . 

The AP library in New York kept no data on regional or state 

C()Verage of UFOs , United ?ro:=s s  Inter:r.a:tional files dated back only 

�NO years a�d were not consulted , on the advice of TJPI . 

Table 3 shows the number of UFO stories sent on the national 7 

or "A" , wlre of the Associated Pres s  during the years 194 7 th.�ugh 

1966 . The total number of stories shown is 374 . 

TABLE 3 

ASSOCIATED PRESS UFO STORIES 

Year Number of Stories Year Number of Stories 

1947 
194 8 .  
1949 
1950 
1951 

·� 1952 • 
1953 
1954 
1955 
1956 

38 
12 
19 
46 
15 
77 
12 
18 
. 3  
6 

1957 
1958 
1959 .  
1960 

.. . 19fl,l:. _ .·, 
':1962L�c . 
1963. 
1964 

. 1965 " 
':1966

. 

19 ·. 

· 11 
. lY.· 

22 , '  
::�+o ·. 

-The fluctuating nature of the M' covera�� may: . be��9bvious �upon 

inspection . The top four yeari ' 194 7 � 1-9 50 ' 1·9 5 2  and 19�6_6 .. , acaoU!"._"ted 
"'< 

for 201 stories ; O!" 53 per cent of tpe 2 0-year to-t:al . . In peak periods 
:-d 

within these years , six months accoun��d for 126 stories � _ _ ()_I'le thLrd of'- · 

the 2 0-year total . The peak rnonths were July 194 7 ,  31 stories ; March­

April 1950 ) 2 3 ; July-August 195 2 , 5 2 , and March 19 66 , 20  . .  

Trends in coverage may be made clearer in . the grap�s on pages 
21 and 23 . Graph 1 is a year-by-year picture of the tJFO reports record-
ed by the Air Force . and UFO :;tories on the MP "A" wire . 

multiplied by a factor of 10 to register on the graph ) . 

2 0 
,; 
--- � 
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Graph 2 on page 2 3 provides a more detailed look at the years 

1 9 6 1  through 1 9 6 6 . Shown on this graph are quarterly figures for ( 1 )  

P:.ir Force Proj ect Blue Book records of UFO reports 1 ( 2 )  P..:P national 

wire stories , and ( 3 )  unduplicated local and wire service clippings · 

the Larson collec�ion . Air Force data are shown by the solid line ; 

figures by the broken line ; Larson quarterly totals by the dotted line
· 

(The MJ totals T..Jere multipliE;d by a factor of 15 to register on .this .. 
graph) . 

Again evident are peak periods of press coverage akin to peak 

periods indicated by Air · Foree records , particularly for tbe , third 
quarter of 1965 (July-August-September) and the first and se'cond 

quarters of 1966 (January-February-MarCh and April-May-Jtine ) . 

Also evident is that the general trend of clippings from the · 

I..arson c�llection appeared similar ·to,� thE!" .generoal trend of UFO re-

:;e----- - - �  - ___.. ---.. .:;.::-�'?�. �;. -. :..__ �-:.c��--..... �-- �--�-�-- _-:_--;.: � -.- --..... -
·-

;:���-,-·.,-�.�-:.;:_, (, . : ·.:�,�-- : ._.:..._ � .·:�"�"; . � �-�· ·�-:._ .... ;,-.{.... -- . 

,__

.. .. _.--:--'---
Y"?/·�.--..:..'"'-:'"

·-� � .. ,-� -

· · ·AS indicated- by  Graph 2 ,  ;the ' humber  of local clippings 

borders around 150 for oost/of the . .  q�ers while the n�er of M' 
'· ; - ' : -�� . � . : . :. ...:_�_- - �--· ·.·-- ;_ � -

stories drops. 0 to zero for io q�ers and does not exceed . t:wo 
' · ' 

the graph) until �� second . qUarter :Of 1964- . 

In fa:ct , duriilg the . 72 months covered by Graph 

no � national wire stori�s for 46 __ . of .;the rronths and only one 
--- ·-; 

month for 17 of the remaining 2 6  months7�:�: This sugg':sted that local 

coverage of UFO reports continued -unaided by .. national wire service 

attention and that wire service attention may have been far more 

irregular than that given to UFOs on . the local level . 
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A Review of Press Coverage 

To elaborate upon the lines and dots of Graphs 

provide background for material to be presented in folloHing c!"lap 

it will be necessary to revieH some high points of press coverage 

UFOs in the remaining pages of this chapter . The 

focus u�cn �ress attention to the TJFO phenomenon . .�r Force .. .. .. 

ment will be discussed in detail in Chapters v and vi . 

The Early Years 

One of the first UFO accounts to be printed 

papers was this Associated Press report : 

PENDLEI'ON, -Ore . ,  June 25 (AP) --Nine bright saucer�like 
flying at '"incredible ' speed at 10 , 00 0  feet altitude Here _  
reported here today by Kenneth Arnold , Boise , Idaho , pilot who 

- said he could not hazard .a guess as to what they �� . 

_ Arnold , a UI'Q.�ed States. Forest Service employe" engaged in 
searching c-fo�-",_a :missing __ plane_,_.  saiq he -_sight�.c-:cc1:11e··_JT1Y§��� _,;f 
objects yesterda.y- at 3 - p .m.  They were flying. between·.�MOUnt 

· 

Rainier and Motmt Adams ,  in Washington State , he _ said ;  ·and 
appeared to weave in and out of· fonnation . Arnold� _said }J.e 
clocked and estirrated their speed at 1 , 200 miles ari- h6Ur. 

lriquiries at Yakima last night brought only blank stares , 
he said , but he added he talked today with an unidentified man 
from Utah, south -of here , who said he had seen similar obj ects 
over the mountains · near Ukiah yesterday . 

i _  
' It see.'IlS :i.mppssible , ' Arqold said , ' but there it

, 
_is . ' 

Then came so-called " follovJ�t� stories , that is stories filed 

story or simply to rewrite a story getting good play in ner..vspa;.:ers 

served by the wire se.�ice . 

An Associated Press story from Pendleton , Ore . , with a 

June 2 6 , 1 9 4 7 , date carried this lead : 



�� and �� spokesmen expressed skepticism over a report 
of nine mysterious obj ects--big as airplanes--whizzing over 
1llestern vlashington at 1 � 2 0 0 miles an hour . 

and CAA. sources who doubted the Boise pilot ' s  story . 

�e Uni"ted ?res s  sent this follaJ'l storv : 

PENDLETON , Ore . ,  June 2 7  (UP ) --Kenneth Arnold said Friday 
(June 2 7 ) he would like to get on one of his 1 ;  200-mile-an-hour 
' Flying Saucers r and escape from the furore caused by his 
story of mysterious ai.I'Craft flashing over Southern Washington . 

The story quoted Arnold as saying : 

Half the people I: see look at me as a combination of 
Einstein , . Flash Gord.oii and Screwball . 

Less than a week before , h�ever , the 3 2-year-old � Arnold had 

only been the operator of his own fire con"t:rrl supply company , known as 

the G�at Western F� Control Supply . He . flew his own plane on bus-
. . - - -

iness trips ana· was flying from Chenalis fo Yakima, Wash. , on June 24 

when he delayed .
. 
his trip for; an haur� tc; j�i:n�·.a. search" for an airplane 

believed down near Mt . �er . - Perha.ps . his role ·in the search , his 

interest in fire ·control or some misinformation led to the early AP 

dispatch identifying him as a Forest Service �loye . 

He said he saw the _r:-ine mysterious obj ects at · ·3 p . m .  and; then 

continued on to Yak.ima . In his reoort" to the Air Force , .A.rnold said : - j � -- - -

. . . When I landed at the Y� , Washington ,  airport , I 
described what I had seen to my . verY- good friend � Al Ba.xter , who 
listened patiently and was very courteous but in a j oking way 
did not believe me . 

I did not accurately measure the distance between these 
two mountains (Mt .  Adams and Ht . Rainier) until I lal)d2d at 
Pendleton , Oregon , that same day where I told a number of 
pilot friends of mine what I had observed and they did not 
scoff or laugh but suggested that they might be guided 
miss iles or something net-7 . 
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. . . The ne�vs �'l.a.t I had observed these spread ver"J rapidly 
and before the night was over I was receiving telephone calls 
frcm all pa..rts of the rNOr ld '; a.."'1d , to date , I have not • received 
one telephone call or one letter of scoffing or disbelief . The 
only disbelief I know of Nas what was printed .; n the papers . 

ge comment fu_Y11:her on t:.vhat he thought r,.vas the seriousnes s  of 

his re�rt and implied that the nation ' s  military may have kna·m 

more than it was saying : 

. . . I look at this whole ordeal as not something fur.ny as 
some people have made it out to be . To me it is mighty serious 
and since I evidently did observe something that at least Mr .  
John Doe on the street corner or Pete Andrews on the ranch has 
never heard about , is no reason that it does · not · exist ( sic ) . 
Even though I openly invited an investigation by the Arrey and the 
FBI as to the: .. authenticity of my story . or a mental or a physical 
exam:il)ation as to my capabilities , I have received no interest 
from these two important protective forces of our country ; I 
Will · go so far as to assume that any report I gave to the United 
and Associated Press and over the radio on two different 
occasions which apparently set the nation buzzing , if our 
military intelligence was not aware of what I observed , they would 
1-..e .._,_,e � ·ery· .;:: ,..,� ... -�"'p1 e t�..,+ T '""'""U1 � ·  OV'T'\OI'"'+ · -=s ,,� s ; .,.�,..,Q ( c i  r")  .., ��}· .� · ,.'! - - __ ,. -!- .......... · .=11 _'- r-·-;..v .._ . � "-"- "- ..._ ""'- ...., ...__. ._. •l;-'.__.,. "- ._. . ..., - ·�-·---• '-' ' �  -- • 

·puzzle4 . �'tiz�::. :tol.d .�of, obj ects they had . seen�, prior to.�une ·2� , .  19�7 , . 

and neW�: accoun"t;s. followed attention to .Arn.ol<i '�;; =S.ighting : 
� KANSAS CITY, JUne 26 , _ · (AP)--Nine shiny" objects flying at 

a high rate of speed , such as described by a Boise , ·c idaho , c 

pilot , were reported by W.  I.  Davenport ,. , a carpenter , to � have 
been sighted here yesterday . . • 

· 

OKLAHOMA CITY , June 2 6  (AP ) --Don ' t  sell those strange · 
flying obj ects. reported . whizzing over We�tern Wash�gtQ.fl short 
until the reports are all in--a� flyer claimed today he saw .one 
flash · over Oklahoma City . 

· local newspaper accounts , similar to these wire �eryice ones , 

appeared in many newspapers across the nation in late June . Ted 

Bloecher ' s  1947 study found 79  UFO news items reported in� 2 5  states 
6 

from June 2 5  through June 3 0 . Yet the peak: of 194 7 saucer reports 

news coverage did not occur until more than 10 days after Arnold ' s  

sighting . The peal.c ca'Tle over the Fourth cf July Heekend . 
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The Chicago Daily News � for example , on July 3 printed a 

one-paragraph A�sociated Press story to the effect that the Air Force 

:·ras dropping its ' 'disc inquiry because a preliminap; study unveiled 

::.othing to rtJarrant further study ; "  July 4 the paper was not published ; 

.July 5 there was an eight-column headline , "17 States Sight 

' Flying Discs ' . " 

The Chicago Tribune June 2 6  carried a one-column headline 

story about the A:rnold sighting ; The Tribune did not carry another 

saucer story until July 6 .  On July 6 . and 7 ,  the paper ca.rried 

eight-column� page one headl jnes on the rash of saucer sightings . 

The New York Times did not print a "flying saucer" story 

until July 4 � and that first story was that the Arnr:J Air Force 

was "dropping'' its disc inquiry. ·The St . Louis Post Dispatch ·and 

The wuisvuie, ��i�o�. �i.ect . no saucer stories tmtil just 

before .. tJ:le July .:4 _;��eE:ke!l�� · wh� local .sightings made news .  'After 
. . . 

July 4 ,  howeve;-, _·:the saucer- stories apparently became mo� difficult 

to bypass . · 

dn JUly_ 3,  bOth the Associated Press and United Press� 

reported that the flying discs had been reported in aoout �10 
��i 

states ; on July 8 , the Associated �ss reported that discs had 
been reported in 40 states' . 

Bloecher found a similar trend . By checking newspapers _ in 

most states � he found that from June 24  through July 2 there were at 

least 14 5 UFO reports in 29 states . �Vhile that suggested a saucer 

wave greater than the one re:ported by the wire services ) it .was far 

less than the number of sighti ngs he uncovered for the July 4-7 period . 

For those four days , Bloe��er reported he found at le�st 4 8 1  reports . 



Sy t�e 8th ,  Blo�cher ' s records show , saucers had been reported in 
7 

every state except Georgia and West Virginia . 

The impetus for the weekend rash of sightings appeared to come 

from the Northwest . There were three reports which were covered by both 

2 !  

AP and UP and which are discussed in . almost any revie_r..v of flying saucers . 

( 1 )  The night of· July 4 ,  the pilot , first officer , and a 

stewardess on a United Air Lines flight from Boise to Seattle , re-

ported seeing two groups of fl y:ing saucers . Before takeoff , it was 

reported someone had asked the pilot , Captain E .J. Smith ) if _ he had 

seen any flying saucers . His prophetic and quotable . response : f ji ' 11 
believe them when I see them. ; ,  

( 2 ) That afternoon at Twin Falls Park , near Twin Falls , 
Idaho , a crowd .  of pi<::kn.ickers growing . from seven , and ·.·then .. 20  , to 

·· -

about qQ , >:r;':eported seeing upwards of 20  discs flying abou�, and. across 
, . •_-�-·- · .-�-•. �-.. �---:.- · · ,-=--- . .  · .. - ·- · - -- - -- - - - - -· - - . � 

_. _!_ · J � ·  • •• • • 

the · sky.  

( 3l 'I'he _ _  �am.e . day , in Lake City, _a  suburb of Sea1=tle , a Coast 
. - . . 

Guard press Lnfor.mation agent took a photograph of a disc-like object 

first sighted by his neighbors . . The Air Force said Y�oman Frank Ryman 

had p�otographed a weather balloon . 

These - major reports ) and seyeral others j appare:htly prov:i ded 
' 

the broad coattails which brought hLpdreds of reports into public 
\ 

Public interest in the saucers was eJ'ldent i..-1 news accounts . 

The Detroit Times of July 7 ,  a Monday , reported : 

. . .  whether it was because of a sudden invasion of the discs er just 
the power of suggestion offered by t�e first stories , of tte ·flying 
discs here , The Detroit Times was flooded with calls Saturday from . 
Detroi ters who had seen the discs . . .  

At the peak of the calls Saturday evening , apprDxi-:-.a�.e l:,' S O C: 
persons called to report discs in a ��o-hour period . 



'Ihe same day :. July 7 , The San Francisco Cfl.ronicle reported : 

A radio announcement that discs were flying over Lewistown , 
Ical:o , yesterday sent hundreds into their yards for a look . 
�·Jeatherma.n Louis Y-rezak said the obj ects were moving eastward 
�,n_ "t:h 'the p!"evaili!"'lg �·rind a.."1d probably Here r.-1eed seeds . Three air 
tra"1Sport pilots agreed . 

The �Jew York Sun of July 7 told of ne".v saucer s ig�tings �ast 

of t21e Hi.ss is s ippi and quoted Essex County psychologist Dr .  !·r . /i .  

Openchowski for an exPlanation of the reports : 

All you need to do is to rub your eyes ve_ry hard and 
look up at a bright sky . 

When a strange thing is reported· seen it is likely to be 
reported seen again and again . It is a trait of human nature 
that people like to .- be in the know and to participate in 
observing the unusual . 

Perhaps typical of accounts in smaller newspapers was this 

story from The Anniston , Ala . ,  Star of Jtily 8 :  

._ _ _ /u1niston joi.rl�9- the constan.t�y_ � list of cities in 
whiCh the mysterious ' flying": saucersloXhave ·been· observed with 
a report from.Fain "Cole ; �o. t�ay .J;old · The St� that he saw 
one of the ; aiscs several -days ago·. - . , _  - · " - -

The - . '  flyi.ng 'saucer i 'was also- seen by_;11r . Cole ' s  daughter ' 
Mrs .  Joyce Bac�s • .  

" . .  -, - �-� ' -

Mr .  Cole said today that he . had mentioned the· strange obj ect 
· to -several friends but · had thought nothing more :about it until 
reading of . the nationwide mystery of the ' flying saucer ' in 

. yesterday ' s  Star • 

By midweek , however , reports of · ftying saucers had d".vindled . 
d· 

Press interest lagged , perhaps because the .::;widely reported ''capture '' 
:)·.'*'"· 

of a flying disc at an air base· m New Mexico turned out to be only 

h h 
. . .  . .... . . 

f 1 d • .  f . , .c:--. h "  'h 1 -r- · .., � t e asty nus-�aent�r�cat�on o cru."l'lp e 1.. l.I1 Ol.- .:.. L. •..)m a .�g.: .-.:! _ _  l. ... u .... e 

weather device . 

Reflecting decreas ing interest in the saucers , Newsweek 

�agazL(e sought to ��ite .� early fi�is to the saucer phenomenon in 
its issue of July 21 : 
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Where -rhe flying saucers had gone , no one knew last week 
and few cared . Saucer-eyed scientists blamed the whirling phe­
nomena on ( 1 )  optical illusions followed by ( 2 )  mass suggestion . 
As cuickly as they had arrived , the saucers disaooeared into 
limbo of all good hot-weather headlines .  

- ·  

:·ihi.:.e reports of saucers did not disappear completely , 

intensity a.J.d national nature of t:te 1947 wave �·;ere r.ot rnatched er 

surpassed until the st.l.!mler of 19 5 2 . In the five-year i."'lterim , 

occasional pres s  and public interest focused upon individual repbrt's 

of saucer sightings or upon speculation as to the nature of the obj 

of the saucer phenomenon and yet stirred none 

which Dr .  Openchowski had discuss ed .  

The three incidents all involved pilots : 

( 1) .  -. Na;tional Guard Captain Thomas F .  Mantell was ki:l."led 
; ·  -s·��� 

. Ja.rnm�.l 7 , 194·a , when his F-51 , crashed while he W¥ . t?;'ying ,�ie .. ,.� ............... . 

an obj ect nmetallic and of tremendous size" s ig�ted over � Field . 

near Fort Knox � Ky . ; the Air Force said Mantell blacked out·.  frOm 

of oxygen at 2 0 , 0 0 0  feet and suffocated before his plane crashed . 

( 2 )  .On the morning of July 24 , 1948, two Eastern Airli.'1es 

" 1  t c, ... __ ..... Chil d J hn 8 ' .  f,TI-. • tt  d �, . �- � u p.J. o s ,  .J.CU. 'l::J J.Ce es an o ,: ,�u.J. e , on a J. .... J.gnt rrom �custon , 

Texas , to Atlanta , Ga . ;  reported se�ing a rocket-shaped airship with 

squ.a.re · port'holes ·- -while over Montgomery , Ala .  

( 3 )  The night of 0ctober 1 ,  a national gJCL� pilot , Lieuter.� 

George Gorman· reporting flying over Fargo , N . D . , for 2 7  minutes ,  try-
ing to identify a s ix- to eight-inch lighted obj ect that darted about 

the skies and , at times , rushed t�Jard his o1ane . · News accounts told 

of Gorman : s  "dogfight" with the obj ect , which the Air Force later 
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identified as a light-carrying weather balloon . 

In 1949, reports of flying saucers seemed relatively scarce 

in neHspapers � but the year did end with saucer interest arous ed by 

a magazine article . In what its editors said was ' ' the most interesting 

and the most important true story we have ever published , · · True 

rragazine of January 1950  announced 'The FlyiJ"'lg Saucers AI>e Real . n 

The article , by Major (USMC Ret . ) Donald E. · Key hoe , declared : 

For the past 175 years , the planet Earth has been under 
systematic close-range examination by living , intelligent 
observers from another planet . 

As evidence , Keyhoe cited many of the · reports mentioned on the 

preceding pages • 

The article was one of three magazine . stories that stirred 

ne-..rspaper interest in flying saucers in early 195 0 . The other two 

were a March True article by Comnander Robert 8 .  NcLaughlin , us; r j ---- / - - - �--- - ' "' -�- �;����·:��� .. �;·-

about an April ·l949 saucer sighting at WJ:lite Sands � N-.-M . o' ·  Proving 
-- - --. �- _, ' ,_ ! ·  " 

Grounds ,
-

cmd an- Apcil 7 story :L�: U�s. · · Ne;A-S atia ·world -Report . -

u .  S .  News said �e United States had cbuil t the first flying 

saucer in 1942 and reports of saucers were, in fact , sightings of a 

revolutionary Navy aircraft , the XFSU or ' 'flying pancake . " Columnist 

David- Lawrence reported the same thing in his syndicated newspaper 

column , naming U .  S .  -News a?_ his source ,!but neglecting to mention that 

he was also the publisher of the ma.gazirl� . 

In March ,  two airline pilots also had said they thought flying 

- saucers were secret aircraft . They told their story to the Uni -:ed 

Press and it was printed in The Hous ton Post March ' 2 2  under the 

two-column headline , " Saucers Called Secret/ Craft By Airline Pilots . "  

Under the headline was this editor ' s  note : 



The flying saucers keep com:ing despite the Air Force ' s 
repeated denials that such fanciful aircraft exist . But t\.vo 
veteran Chicago and Southern Air Lines pilots swear they Sa_T.N 
one in the clear sky over Arkansas Monday night (Marc..� 20 , 19 5 0 )  . 
Right after they dictated the following sto�J t-,ey Here inter­
viewed by .�r Force intelfigence officers . 

The by line was "by Ca.pt . Jack Adams and First: Officer G .  r:l . 

Anderson � as told to United ?ress . "  

MEMPHIS , Tenn . ,  March 21--We firmly believe the flying saucer 
we saw over Arkansas Monday night was a secret experimental · 
aircraft--not a visitor from outerspace . 

We have been fooled by meteors before and we are certain 
this was no meteor . It was an aircraft in .  controlled flight , 
traveling at .a terrific speed . It was not a jet plane • . •  

Adams and Anderson described the object as a bright light 

flying about 1 , 000 feet from them at a speed of 500 to 600 

They concluded : 

�ve ' d  pead_. about fl:r .. &.J'lg s�ucers and �.Jere skeptical as most' 
people��- Bu:f When  :you see ' something .like that , what. can you do 
but be�eve, ;Y<?ur �:eyes? 

' ·' . ·- " ' , 

U.S  • .News a.nd the pilots drew support from Robert Rl.lark 

his syndicated :column. of April 12 • He wrote : 
� -- � 

I wish here and na.r to go on record . I believe that there 
are flying saucers . I believe they are · aircraft containlng . �e . 
I believe that very soon a solution of them will be offered to 
public . My hunch is that they are· ours . . . 

ABC commentator Henry J .  Taylor broadcast the ' 'saucers-are­

ours" story and .wrote a . · 'Good New� �)\bOut Flying Saucer� '' a.�icle for · 
' · 

the July 1950  Reader ' s  Digest . 
· f··tj, . 

(Seven years later , when nominated 
�-

President Eisenhower to be ambassador to Switzerland ; Taylor told 

the Senate Foreign Relations Committee that about 8 or 10 per cent 
g ,  

flying saucer reports should be taken seriously) . 

The '' flying pancake ''  and " saucers-are-ours " explanations 

were discounted , however � in April stories £'iled by the �·Tire services . · 
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One story , in The Chicago Daily News of April 4 ,  19 5 0 , was : 

\-J..A.SHINGTON , P...P--The Navy says , in regaro to the latest 
f1 yi.,g saucer report : 

--It has not developed any pancake-shaped j et planes and 
it is not experimenting with any saucer-shaped missiles . 

In fact � the department reported . . . the nearest t�ing to 
a flying saucer it ever develo�ed has not flown since 1 9 4 7 . 

The "nearest thing'; the Navy said , was an experimental plane 

which became the XFSU. The Navy added � however , that a full-scale 

model - of the XFSU never got off the ground .  

Lawrence sought the final woro in the controversy in a ,. 

column of April 17 . He told of mili tar:y reseaccl-t ::md concluded: 

For officials to explain all the different experiments 
would be to disclose military secrets . That is the principal 
reason why the Defense Department has called a ha.l t on inves­
tigating the different ( saucer) reports . 

One thing government officials are ready· to say - positively 
; ... -.the flying , obj ects . .  being seen by the public> are;/not from 

another planet or foreign country . · ·They are what ·the experts call 
' conventional ' aircraft and, in due time , . the _ public will . learn -

what they mean to future warfare . 9 -

In March 1950 , the month before the �SU controversy , wire 

service and newspaper reports f�sed on two bizarre stories about 

little men who supposedly piloted the flyirig saucers . 

One , printed in a Los �geles nE7W5paper and sent na�ionwide 

by the . wire services ) was dubbed "Dirnmick·' s gimmick . ' '  Ray . L .  
\� . !};�� � 

Dimmick, a California busines sman , told of finding a 2 3-inch body in 

the wreckage of a saucer on a Mexican rr.ountainside . �·Jhen his .:!cc:ount 
was published , Dirnmick recons idered and said it was two other men , 

not he � who had come upon the dead saucer pilot . 

The other sto�; began in a Denver University classroom 

where a guest speaker said that saucers carrying creT . ..JS of 3 0 -inch 
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men ��d landed in the United States and the Air Force was hiding 

the.rn .  The speaker : a Denver oilman named Silas M .  Newton , said his 

story rr1as supported by a scientist whom he called · ·nr . Gee . 1 '  Their 

story was carried by the wi...� services � including the AP national 

and provided material for a book ; Behind The Flving Saucers : written 

by Fran.l( Scully , a columnist for Variety and a friend of .Newton · s .  

"Dr . Gee" was identified as Leo Ge Bauer when he and Newton 

were arrested in October 1952  for bilking a rancher out of $ 34 , 000--

rroney spent on a machine they said could find oil and water 

· While "Dr. Gee , "  "Dimm.ick '  s Gimmick ,  " and the "nying Pancake' · 

and . their . like ·· occasionally drew attention away from less�: exotic 

saucer reports , the reports did continue though 19 50  and , less 

frequently , through 1951--setting the stage for 195 2 . That year 

the Air Force would record . almost twice as many saucer reports a.s 

had .received in the previous �five years . 

Saucers. Over .Washington 

Of the 1 , 5 01 rep<JrtS of flying saucers recorded by the Air 
· - . .• . . ' .. . 11 

Force during 195 2 , 8 6 2  came during the months of July and AugUSt ; 

of the 77 saucer stories sent on th� . M' national wire in 195 2 , 5 2  

were sent during July and Augilst ; of :the 3 2  rolls of microfilm this 
' !,  

study had on 195 2 press clippings , July and August clippings 

accounted for 2 5  of the rolls and parts of five others . 

The high incidence of saucer reports and news coverage 

July and August 195 2  has been attributed ) in part ,  to the· fact that 

unidentified returns , or ' 'blips ,  : r  were seen on radar screens scanning 

the sky over �vashington , D . C . , on the. weekends of July 1 9 - 20 and 



July 2 6-27 . At the same time � ground observers and ai.rcraft crews 

reported seeing unidentified lights over the capital . 

Yet _ not counting July and August , the · number of recorded Air 

Force reports for the other 10 months of 19 5 2  almost matched the 

total number of reports recorded for the previous five yea.rs -- 6 3 9  to 

8 4 3 1 So saucers were reported during months other than July and 

August . 

On Friday , January 4 ,  for example , The Watsonville , Calif . , 

Register-Paj aronian printed a story · with a sanewhat prophetic lead : 

Flying saucers ·are with us again . 

Watsonville police , Monte..�y O::runty sheriffs deputies and 
witnesses from here to Greenfield (about 50 miles ) sighted a 
wei:ro cigar-shaped obj ect rusrd.ng th..""''ugh the sky at about 
5 a .m .  Friday � .' • 

· 

Four days later ,. across the · nation , Net-JSday reported that 

poUcie; • i.lf.�J.§� TOt:irt, 'lling ;fslallCI,,}��' � .. -�� -���<:.�,· There 

also were signs of �aucer consciousntis's fh' the· -�MidWest' .and ·southwest . 

In EaSt s1: � :Jlliuis ;· Ill . , on February 15 , :  ·a weather 1:al1oon , whi� had 

broken loose from moorings- at an cUr base in.- Ohio , caused a· spate 

of "flying saucer" telephone calls to police and riews media � -- - On 

February 20 :. The Santa Fe New Mexican reported : . �� 
It could be that a number of ·Ne� Mexical1s saw flying 

saucers yesterday . On the other hanq , they may have seen 
some of the weather balloons sent ald!t from �lhite -Sands 
Proving Ground . 

T'ne "either-or" theme contir1ued through -:�e story . 

In February and M.arch there were magazine and rNire service 
accounts of saucer reports made by military pilots fighting in Korea . 

�d , in April , Life rnagazi.T1e printed an ;:rt{cle �·7hich . �·Ti th Keyhoe ' s  

19 5 0  True article became a clas s ic in saucer literature . 
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The April 7 T .i fe magazine article , by H . B .  Darrach Jr . and 

Robert Ginna , was : 'Have We Vis itors Fr.:m Space? ! r Above the story 

a secondary headline , ' 'The Air Force is naw ready to concede that 

saucer a,..1d fi:!-eball s ight.;:1gs still defy explanation ; here LIFE 

of�ers some scientific evidence that there is a real case for inter-

planetary flying saucers : ' '  

Basically , the article said that the P.i.r Force maintained 

a constant study of unidentified aerial obj ects and invited citizens 

to report sightings of flying saucers . Ten such sightings were dis- _ 

cussed by Darrach and Ginna, · leading to this conclusion . "" 

. . • the real depths of the saucer mystery bemuse penetration , 
as the night sky swallows up a flashlight beam. What of the 
other shapes ? Why do the things make no sound? What power urges 
them at such terrible speeds through the sky? Who , or wh.3.t , is . 
aboard? Where do they come from? Why are they here? �Ajhat are 
the intentions of · the beings tv-ho central the.'TI? . . 

Befo� -these . awf;some: que�tions , .science--and manl<:ind--can 
only hal� c-�iii wend�. ·Answers may oome in a generation�..or- ........ '"""''"'-�' 
row • .  �Where in tpe d.ark skies may }:)e those who knQW.��, 7 · _ 

Publ;c in�erest was -st�d by the article . Another stq� , 

written by Ginna �d printed ·in Life June 9 , said . the April account 

"provoked a �endous barrage of letters • • •  an unprecedented 

response from readers . . . " who told of their sightings or of{ered 

explanations of the phenomenon . 

Although mail -to Li fe and to\the Air Force did increase as a 
• - .  . . . . ;'�&..:. 0 

measureable result of the April article , there appeared to be no 
immediate and dr_amatic increase in the number of saucers reported 

in local newspapers or by the wire services . 

The log of UFO stories on the P.P national wire , for example , 

listed three for April . One , Apr.il 3 ,  r,vas b.::lsed on the Life art:..c le 



a:1other , April 4 ,  printed an Air Force confirmation that , as stated in 

I .; fe , the military was still interested in UFOs . The thiro , Apri 1 15 , 

�vas based on a report of flying saucers . in Canada . 

!n �·fajr , there vrere t"tiO LTFO-related s-:ories . Or-.e , !'-!ay ll , 

reported that an obj ect seen over Seattle , rl'lash . ,  was probably 

a :netecr ; the other , [<!ay 17 , said astr'oncmer Otto Str..lve doubted 

saucers came fDam Mars or Russia .  

In June there were no AP national , or "A" , wire stories on 

saucers ; in July there were 2 2  national stories and countless ones 

sent on stat� and regional wires . The first national account ,  July 

15 , was of a saucer report which became a classic in flying saucer 

lore , the sighting of several. discs over Chesapeake Bay by two 

Pan American Airlines pilots , William B .  Nash and :.Villiam Fortenb�; .  

Other'- sightings and UFO stories . .  followed . Excerpts from 

twelve will . be presented below because (l) -this seemed . to be one 
' :..__ � -- - ..,;_  

of the best ways to show a reader what happened during a wave 

of saucer sightings
.
and ( 2 )  the excerpts �y . .  suggest - to · tne ·reader 

what was happening just before unident.ified objects were reported 
�- - . 

over the nation ' s  capital . 

· DAYTON, Ohio , July 18 (UP ) --An Air Force spokesman said 
today some 6 0  reports of flying saucers have been received 
during the past .· ,two weeks , but he c(fuld_ . gi��- . n9 · reason for 
the sudden increase .  .. � _ .  · . 

'. 
�" 

Capt . E . J .  Ruppelt of the Air Tecimical . Intelligence Center 
at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base said reports of phantom 
activity in the sky were pouring into his office at an 
unprecedented rate . 

· 

" People are seeiJ"lg unidentified obj ects in �he sJ0j at a 
rate almost double last year , "  Ruppelt said . "We ' ve had 
about 6 0  reports in the last two weeks alone . . . " 

* 
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From The Riverside , Calif . , Pres s , July 18 : 

INDIO--An Indio woman , participating in the twenty 
alert for ground observers today told of spotting ' two 

• T-F +t...ey r ·e"Y'on ' t f'1 ,,; l'"' O"  sa'U�""'0Y"S T ron ' -- �ow r.;h ==t tho'f r � . .,e.,..,o · . .  -- '-"' · '" - -· ..... ....., ,. -.... ·o "-' -- � - ..... L 4 "- .. ., 1, .t-4 .. _ ..1 '-" _ _ , 
Mrs . Pauline Watts , India supervisor of ground observers , 

Mrs . Watts said she saw the discs through a pair of field 
glasses :·ib.ile �.;atching a pair of 33 6 ' s  at 2 : 4 5 D . m .  r-�onday 
(July 14 ) .  . . 

CHICAGO , July 18 (UP) --A veteran airline pilot reported 
four flying obj ects moving at a terrific speed over Denver , Colo 
last night . 

Capt . Paul L .  Carpenter of American Airlines said that he 
and his crew spotted the obj ects after a flight ahead of them 
radioed to be on the lookout . • • .- �� -- .. �, 

He estimated their altitude at about 2 5 , 00 0  to - 30', 00 0  feet 
and said he thought they were traveling at about 3 ;  0 0 0  miles 
hour . . . 

· 

From The Minot , N . D . , News & Optic Register , July_ 19 : 

Flying saucers over Minot? 
- - - -� --'-, • ._. _ 

! 
-

Nob0dy1: here is using . that phrase , .  but . several :��C)11S�",-ha\/e��,: 
seen what';'they tenn "strange objects" in thee highf sJCyt . . •  -- -

{� 
From �The::Wheeling � W. V a .  , Intelligehcer , July· i9u: 
Those flying saucers are back again ! 

Mrs . Jess Jarrell of 1313 Lind Street reported last night 
that she and her daughter sighted a weird ,·  roaring ; whirling , 
flat object in the sky yesterday afternoon . _ . . 

"' 
ALBUQUERQUE , July- 19 (AP ) -j-Call them saucers · if you like , 

but Southwestern skies are being flooded with lumL,ous obj ects , 
Dr .  Lincoln .La.Paz reported today.'-

- · 

By whatever name you call them-..;.fJ ying saucers , - guided 
missiles , space ships--they act strangely � La.Paz , University 
of New Mexico fireball expert explained . 

�mat are they? la.Paz said he would like to . knew . , . . 
�·: 

DAYTON , Ohio , July 19 (AP ) --A spokesman at �·Jright-Patterson 
Air Force Base says the Air Force s till has no explanation for 
15 per cent of the approxi�te 1 , 0 0 0  flying saucer report3 it 
has received . 



The Dayton Journal-Herald quoted the officer as �saying 
j et fighters equipped with radar have been scrambling into 
the sky seeking the unidentified obj ects but have been unable to 
make contact with any ' saucer 1 • • •  

C�pt . S . J .  R�ppelt , ' saucer � proj ect officer of the Air Tech­
nical Intelligence Center , said ; We are firmly convL�ced the 
persons making these reports actually see something ir1 the 
skies ' .. . , 

;': 
RICHMOiiD � Va . ,  July 19 (AP) --Newspa.per offices \�ere flooded 

with calls and the city 1 s  police switchboard lit up like a July 
4 firecracker . 

Everyone told the same story--of huge flying saucers 
flitting about in the sky . 

One man estimated they were traveling at 2 5 , 00 0  miles an 
hour . Another sa;i.d _ they were flying- iJ:l· formation . 

Police investigated arid found the cause of it all to be the 
beams from two giant searchlights . 

.-
, * -

From The _ -Chicago Daily News � JtlJ.y 19 : 

flying saucers are real say� I..t• Col . Edwi_n H .  Weig � execu­
tive officer of the Illinois �-w±ng�::of_�t.l)e Civil Air ·Patrol �- . - .- -

- -�� -��,-� - __ i-�--:·, j -' •-
' • ' ·  '�:. __ � -_-_-: -:-·-;:� . . ���;��- ·_ �-_;-��� _. : -· .-�-.: ,<·:--. .. : .. - ' �� :"':-.. ·:·:--Lc'o :-:�.:?--- · .. � < 'c . . ·: •. · ,  . ' -< • _ • L t .  Col. - Weig � -siUd he�· bel.l.eves �he·f'·t>:O)"ects>are :·not natural -

� 

obj ects and.- that "he saw one· __ a-week -(!go over- Lincolnwood� ·  • •  · 
. . . - - _;_ . * ' 

� . BUFFALO., N.¥..  (AP )--Authorities today were investigating · 
repOrts of f.l.ying saucers ih this· area .  · ·· 0··�=-· ", ,-; · 

The repOrtS came � yesteroay '(JUly� 18 ) � ·from Bernard· Thomann of 
the suburban . town of Tonawanda ; who told police he saw eight 
objects flying about 6 ,·ooo feet off the ground and a single 
! round , s ilver obj eqt which looked v�; much like a flying s�ucer . '  

.i: 
From The Wa.'rl!"en , Ohio , . Tribunei-Chronicle , July 19 : 

SALEM--Unexplained obj ects res�ling descriptions of flying 
saucers were seen to the north of SaleTJt Thursday night . t�Jal ter 
Bak of Benton Road was the first to notice the whitish flying 
obj ects between 10 p .m .  and midnight . 

�·= 
From The Elgin , Ill . , Review-News � July 19 : 

, .  t' 

A ' mysterious and unidentified obj ect ' in the skies over 
Elgin was spotted and charted last night by th..�e persons who 
were on duty at the Ground Observers pos t  atop the city hall . 
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About 2 4  hours after unidentified obj ects had been reported 

over the Elgi.'1 ,  Ill . ,  city hall , unidentified obj ects were reported 

over �·Jashington , D .  C .  , including the restricted air corridor around the 

�·!hi te !-louse . The maj or UFO reports covered by the pres s  were those 

of the night of July 19 , 19 5 2 , and the morning of July 20 , a Saturday 

and a SW1day , and those of the nights of July 26 a.11d 27 . 

Late the night of the 19th : an air traffic controller at the . CPA · s 

Washington ..Air Routing and Traffic Control Center (A.RTC) called for 

the senior - controller , Hariy C .  Ba.rnes , and showed him seven targets 

on a radar scope . From that time , 11 : 40 p .m.  !I cGntil 5 : 30 a .m.  on the -
20th� Barnes and other controllers puzzleq over those seven and 

other radar blips which were not caused by any scheduled flights . 

radar scopes were c;:hecked by technicians ·and recalibrated ; the 

unidentified ·-blips<�P�:"ap��. . ' - - . _ -, __ , :_  

- _ 
- ' \ 

The-�·.cont:rol1� a.f?.��cl Capt . S .  C ,_ Piennan , -- · c;_ Capital Airlines 
- ' -- ·  _' - · , - � .:-.\.:':.'" · ·,·-·___:-, ___ ; ·- :". · _ c 7 /. _,· :. 

pilot of 17 years �xperience , to look--upon takeC>ff-in ·th�·· -area '·'"'·�,.-,.:::.-" 

the ARTC radar showed mysterious �lips . -- He looked · · arid saw -�denti­

fied lights 3 the control tower at Washington National Airport 

reported returns on · its radar � coinciding with those on th� _ AR:rC 

scopes ; il1 addition to Capt . P iermant s report there were other�=!.=­

visual and ground-visUal reports of ·bidentified lights - and  lighted 

obj ects over Washington. 

Barnes had been with the CPA for nine years , the last five 

working on radar traffic control � His unsuccessful efforts to get 

Air Force planes to try to identify the unidentified retUrns will be 

discussed in Chapter vi . Of interest here is an article Barnes 

wTOte for the ��wspaper Enterprise Association , a news-feature sync�-



ca�e . Published Juiy 29 , the article by Barnes noted : 

. . .  There is no other conclusion I can reach but that for 
s ix  hours on the rrDrning of July 2 0  there were at least 10 
unidentified obj ects moving above �\lashington . . . They were not 
orei.J".ary .�:__ �=-ft . I could tell th::.t by their move..'Tient on the 
scope . 

I can safely deduce that they performed gyrations which �o 
k:r.o�·m aircr=.ft could perform . Bv this I mean the. t cur scone 
showed that t�ey could make right angle turns and complete- rever,­
sals of flig..�t � 

Nor , .in my opinion , could any natural phenomena such as 
shooting stars , electrical disturbances or clouds account for 
these spots on· our radar. 

Wire service accounts added the Washington , D .  C .  , reports 

to the top of the list of other UFO - sightings �po�ed across the ,-

nation : 

WASHINGTON , July 21 (AP) --The Air Force today investigated 
reports that several flying - sauc� had been spotted by radar 
virtually in its own backyard on the outskirts of the nation ' s  
capital . · ·  · · 

.. ,:· . _._,._ . . j. . 
Not .  _only· Were· lJFOs : �e�. �9n; .ra�-indicati.r)g, .. "ag� · ·:�s1;ance 

instead of mere light�-but two airline pilots . . . . saw eerlti! ' lights 
fitting the , general q�scription of flying saucers the same 
night . . . 

. . .. . .  . 

WASHINGToN, · Juiy 21 (UP)--The Air Fot"'Ce �contributed to the 
·rash of flying ,:�·saucer . spe<,;UL:ltion today Py_ d,i.sclosing · st:r;:ange 
aerial objects have been picked up on radar near t�e capital area . 

The Air -Force said radar operators at National Airport 
reported tracking eight unidentifi�d objects on their sc�eens 
about midnight last Saturday . 

'The pattern was about the same "the next weekend . Unidentifieq ' ''>-
blips appeared on radar scopes , again � unidentified lights were seen . 

A maj or change was that Air Force F-9 4  j et intercepters responded to 

t.�e rerorts . Some F- 94 pilots saw the lights and ch�sed but could not 
. � 

appear to overtake them . Some F-94s reportedly made brief radar 

lock-ons wit� the unidentified o�j ects-- �eani�g t�� ir automatic ��-
1 2  

sights had loc�ed-on to a target--but then apparently lost th�Tt .  
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Excerpts from three wire service stories indicated what 

happened the weeke.J1d of July 26  and 27 and the days soon afte!"'\'Nar"d : 

WASHDJGTON , July 2 7  (UP) --Mysterious obj ects streaked through 
the ��ashington skies early today at such speeds- that 5 5 0 -m.ile-an­
hcur j et planes could not catch the.rn , the Air Force reported . 

' r.�le don ' t  k:n0Vr1 what they are ,  ' an Air Force spokesman said . 
' :·ie have no concrete evide:r.ce that they 2.re flying sc.ucers . 
Conversely , we have no concrete evidence they are not flyii1g 
saucers . '  

The Civil Aeronautics Administration ' s  air route traffic 
control center first picked up the mysterious obj ects on its 
radar screens . It said as many as 12 of the unidentified 
obj ects appeared on the radar scopes . 

It was the second such visit to the Washington area in 
a week by unidentified obj ects • • •  

WASHINGTON , July 28 ( nl'S ) --The Air Force revealed today that 
j_et pilots have been placed on a 24-hour nationwide ' alert ; 
against ' flying saucers ' with -orders to ' shoot them down � if they 
refuSe to land . - c .  

. - ' �·- - � 

-� It- wasLlearne<;i- that � pilots have gone aloft on several 
occasions in·-an effort to shoot the mysterious objects to the 
· ground�- - but , -neverc:cc� > "elose� enough . �to �- useetheir · guns �  

-·-��·
:.;.� � - . 

-· 

, The Air . ·Force refused to confirm this i�· but Lt . Col . Moncel 
Monts , ·  Air Force information officer , stated : 

'The jet -pilots are :  and have been , under orders to investi ­
gate �dentified objects and to shoot- them . down �  if they can ' t  
talk them d6wn ' ; • . 

· 

WASHINGTON , July 30 (UP) --The Air Force offered tod.ay f 
combination of summer heat waves,, and optical and radar illusions 
as a plausible explanation of tl'}e latest flurry of · flying 

' . ' . · Saucers . ·. · 

Intelligence officers ridiculed the notion that the myst 
obj ects in the sky hail from other planets or Russia--or pose a 
menace to the United States . 

They were confident that . . •  new scientific investig�tions . .  
would explain away the obj ects as ' physical ph�nomenq ' such as 
mirages .  And , maybe , cure the nation of sauceritis . 

As for the flocks of obj ects s ighted by radar over r"Jashington 
in the past 10 days J Maj . Gen . Joh.1J. A .  Sarnford , A.ir Force dir�c-ror 
of intelligence , told a news c::-nference yeste!":iay th::.t ' ry  ovm 
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mind is satisfied they r9sulted from t��perature invers ion 1 • • • 

The ' ' temperature inversion''  solution to the Washington UFO 

reports received wide coverage in the pres s  and has r�Tained as the 

.� Force ' s  answer to the blips seen on radar by B���es and other 

air traffic controllers . 

A temperature inversion occurs Hhen , instead cf the te.rnrera-

ture decreasing as altitude increases , there is an inversion--a .mass 

of warm air overlaying a mass of cold air. Such inversions may cause 

spurious returns or deflect radar beams so that , a1 though the radar 

appears to be showi.Iig obj ects in �e · sky , .  it is actually reporting 

ground obj ects such as automobiles or buildings . .  F.igh �ter vapor 

.content in ·the air also may produce spurious returns or a"'lomalous 

propagation-which radar operato:r:'S somet:imes� call ' 'angels . "  

�'111e . ,tri�. :V�hiQb" :temper�� inversions may play on radar 

screens · -have �b��l;·.widely� �co�ed ... - �c .Wllat .: ofterr has � · .be� disputed-
• - . • ' - � . . -· • • ,l - � - ' --- -- . -'--- - -- - -. 

with regard to tha: UFO phenomenon--has been (1) the degree to which 

experienced radar operators could distinguish between "angels" - and 

real : targets and_ (2 ) - whether · temperature inversions did. in fact 

exist when- Air Force investigator'S said inversions caused · UFOs to 

· register on radar screens . 

A study published . by the Civii,.,Aeronautics Administration in 
13 '�\, -- . . . .  l •l>.,. 

May 1953 concluded that_· temperature inversions did exist over �·lashing- · 

ton during the summer of 19 5 2 , sufficient to cause spurious radar 

returns . 

The temperature inversion explanation , however , could not be 

applied in blanket fashion to the thousands of other flying saucer 

reports printed in daily newspapers during 19 5 2 . UFO news i t�'TIS --
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such as those listed on pages 3 7 - 3 9 - -continued to be published after 

Seneral Sarnford ' s explanation of the �vashington reports . 
And , during the rest of the early 1950s and early 19 6 0 s , 

si.::-.il2" accou.--..-:s of UF'J sighti:."1gs cont:i...-·;.ued to be ��po��d i!"l the 
nation 1 s !"le�-JsreD.::rs . FP:'m 19 5 3  t!"L""'Dugh 19 6 6 , there �ppeared to be 

only three peak periods of pres s  attention to flying saucers , Nove.rn-

ber 1957 , August 1965 and March 1 9 6 6 . This chapter will conclude 

with a brief review of each of those periods . 

November 19 57--Levelland 

On October 4,  19 57 , the Soviet Union launched t�.Eartli-'s 

first artificial satellite . A month later , November. 3 i the Soviet 

Union launched Sputnik -II ,  carrying the dog Laika .  At the time ·· of 

the first (SpUtnik there was no dramatic increase in reports - of UFOs 

to the, ·&r -F'oree orc:of· coverage of UFOs- · in  the press . : The  second: 

launch col.ncided with the start of the biggest wave of reports ·-- ·  .. 

since 195 2  . · -

While the .launches may have turned millions of eyes skyward , 

the Air Force blamed news media--not· the satelli tes--·for the - increa�e -

i.11 reports of flying saucers . Records: at Wright-Patterson Air Force 

Base in Dayton , Ohio , headquarters of 1the Air Force UFO inquiry , ci 
< f.\. 

news coverage of flying saucer reports at Levelland i Texas , - as the 

primary cause of the Nove.f!'l.ber 195 7  wave : 

This case triggered off more than 3 0 0  similarly described 
reports within a s ix  day period because of the nationwide pub­
licity and sensationalism given by the pres s ; radio and TV . . .  

The Levelland case actually consisted of several reports the 

night of November 2 and the mcrning of ;·-Tove.mber 3 of e lli�tic2l 



flying obj ects , with accompanying electromagnetic effects blamed for 

�y automobile engine failures . 

• �·.7i.!"e se!"'i.'ice accotrrrts of the UFO reports apparently received 

f..ride attention . The Levelland Dailv Sun-News of ; roveT.ber 5 ,  1 9 5 7 , 

r'3pocted , under t:=--.e hea.dli.11e "Entire ·,;orld P..sks t\nstver : . ,  

A somewhat dazed Levelland--thrown into the glaring spotlight 
of globe-girdling publicity by a handful of witnesses--pinched 
itself Tuesday morning to see if it were true and tried to iroH 
used to its new role as ' space capital of the world . ' 

Repeated sightings of a 200-foot long , egg-shaped ball of fire 
which moved at great speed and · gripped , the imagination of the 
world because it reportedly killed. the' rrotors and knocked out 
the lights of nearby automobUes·· put Levelland 'on ··the map 'c.c:Jas 
it perhaps has never been done befere � 

The Levelland 'whatrrl.k ' out-sputniked Russia ' s  second 
satellite and turned Hockley County Sheriff ftJeir Cle.rn into the 
nation ' s  most popular news solirce , as he added: credibility to the 
sightings by repeating time and time again how he personally 
saV? the blinding light of the " strange phenomenon anci_ interviewed 
others Who saw the object also . -

- .- � 

Telephone lines hummed aS·  h�pa.per , :� r�did�'�ktnir television . 
reporters called to· get the .. story direct from :the sheriff ·�anq. 
witnesses who saw the object . - · 

Chief operator Mrs • Willis D .  Gdode at the local telephone 
office reported that incoming calls had doubled as a result of 
the sighting here . · . • 

· 

I 

From outside Levelland � other UFO . reports on November � and 

5 seemed to substantiate the Levellalid reoorts : . 

__ j • 

WHITE SANDS PROVING GROUNDS , N . M .  Nov . 4 (UP) --'!lJJo separate 
military patrols reported tOday tli�'y had seen an unidentified 
flying obj ect near the spot where the first atomic bomb was 
exploded in 1945 . 

The description offered by the two patrols fits the one 
offered by persons who said they saw a flying obj ect near 
Level land , Texas , yesterday. . . 

� 

NE\.v ORLEANS ., La .  , Nov . 5 (MJ ) --The Coast Guard cutter Sebago 
reported s ighting a.T"ld unidentified flyi.T"lg obj ect ovAr the Gulf 
of Mexico at 5 : 21 a . m .  CST today , The obj ect seen for ,�out 
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�hree seconds resembled a brilliant planet moving at tremendous 
speed , the report said . 

Coast Guard headquarters in New Orleans received a radio 
mes sage about the s ightL�g . . .  

� �  mos � -go �a ; �  �ho �b� o�� h �� �eon ��c�e� �n t�o �oh� �o ' s .- J. .L'-" .l..a.'- uc::::. - """" ............ L... - ._ _; -.._. ..... �c..... - ...., - \... J. ·- � "'  .._, - ·  .. .  _ -' --' - : radar screen for 11 minutes before the visual contact and for 
16 1:1i :1utes afte�t�aro . During these periods , the obj ect darted 
off the screen ever:1 fer,.; minutes , but soon ren1.r:-�.ed . . . 

Many other reports of UFOs followed from across the nati9n 

throughout the first week of November as the press temporarily popu-

larized the tenn "Whatnik" as a UFO counterpart to Russia ' s  Sputnik .. 

Of the 11 UFO . . stories sent on the M' national wire during th'at l'IV'\,.,;-...,. 

nine were sent between November 3 and 6 • 

Table 4- shows the number of UFO reports recorded by the AJr 
Force in November 1957 , on a daily basis . The .distribution of the 

. . .:_ � . � �; -,... 

month . The c_high Jlpm.ber of. reports for November 6 may ha, ye re�'-"!!· �.,...,.,.. 

in part ' from an "evening auroral display which was visible down to ' 

the Southern United States . 

2 - 5 
Nov 3 - 6 
Nov 4 - 14 
Nov 5 - 47 
Nov 6 - 61 
�·Tov 7 - 2 1  
Nov 8 - 8 
Nov 9 - 2 7  
Nov 10- 15 

TABLE 4 
UFO REPORTS RECORDED BY AIR FORCE 
· m  NOVEMBER 195 7 , ON A DAILY BASIS 

OV 
Nov 1 2  �17 
Nov 13 . - - .e 
Nov 14 - 9"-· 
Nov 15 - 6 
Nov 16 - 7 
Nov 1 7  - 5 
Nov 18 - 3 
Nov 19 - 8 
Nov 2 0  - 8 

2 2  -
Nov 2 3  
·Nov 24  -
· Nov 2 5  -
Nov 26 
Nov 2 7  -
Nov 2 8  -
�!ov 
Nov 

In time , the Air Force attributed the Levelland sightings 

a weather phenomenon mcr..m as ball lightning , the ':lhite 



to mi.s-identification of the setting moon and Venus , and the Sebago 

report to a meteor and spurious radar returns . In totals for 19 57  , 

however ! the Air Force listed only six UFO reports as satellites .  

August 1965--Air Force Credibility 

During 1 9 6 5 , the Air Force recorded 8 8 7  reporr:s of UFOs , t.'h.e 

hig..,est annual total since the 1 , 00 6  of 19 5 7 . August , with 2 6 2  · 

reports , was the peak month of 196 5  as sightings were reported 

predominantly in the states of Oklahoma , Kansas and Texas . 

The number ·of UFO reports is of secondary importance · here ,  

however. Of primary importance is that August 196 5  marked one of the 

f�N times there was relatively widespread press questioning--if not 

cri tic��-�£:" the Air Force UFO ��uiry. 

In diSpute was an ·· Air Force explanatio� of UFO reports in 
!._ ._; ,_, , . · .:;"•���-::!-!:' --_·-' �'."• - - -,..�� 

7 ·�; ·., c - · ; c -;> 

early AUgust. � N� accounts of� t:JFO sighting's in -Teias and . Oklahorrta 
. • '  

carried the announcem.ent ·· that the Air Force said the sightings were 
' ' . . 

"astrOnomical in nature .n - · The Assoeiated · Press , Urii ted Press' 

International , and other -news ·agencies ·o� August 3 quoted an Air .  

Force spokesman . in. Washington , D .  C . .. as saying : 

The obj ects observed 1119-Y havE;'"been the planet Jupiter or 
� the stars Rigel , Capella .. Betelgause or Aldebaran ,.Nhich were 
visible - at the time of the � reporte(i sightings . The azimuth 
and elevation of the sightings supPorts this preliminary 
·conclusion . 

The .. AJ? and UPI , howeve!"' , that same dav also carried strong 

arguments against the Air Force explanation . The � Force theory 

was questioned by Professor Walter Webb , chief lecturer at the 

Hayden Planetarium in Boston , and Dr .  Robert R.isser � director of the 

Oklahoma Science and Art Foundation in OJr�ahcma Ci "ty .  
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Risser declared : 

This is as far from the truth as you can get . Somebody 
has made a mistake . Thes e stars and planets are on the opposite 
side of the earth from Oklahoma at this time of the year . 

· Risser and Webb were correct . It was i�oss ible for Jupiter 

and those stars named by the Air Force to have caused the UFO sight 

i...""1 !exas and Oklahorra . The ·printed A.i.r Force explanation could have 

been disproved by consulting an elementary text on the stars and_ p 

In the summer of 1968 , Dr. J .  Allen Hynek � Northwestern 

University astronomer and Air Force UFO consultant , was asked how 

such a blatant error could have occurred . He answered that he had 

been in Canada dur'ing August 196 5  and the Air Force had not asked 

for any explanation of the sightings . The faulty explanation had 
(; 

been made known to him before its release . 

Lt . Col. Hecto� Quintanilla � .  diJ::v;ctor of Proj ect Blue Book ,  

s@.p in a July . 19 6 8 , �_;41terview that then; had ·· been a�lnixuP on; AugUst 

1965 , · the day the explanation was released : 

August 196 5  was unfortunate . We had a news release for 
sightings .�in Wyoming•· and Montana between 2 -and 4 ' a �m�- - It .was 
released the same day as the. sightings in Oklahoma . The news­
papers had a field day--it was partly our fault . --We . should � �: 
have explained that the releas!= was only for Montana and 
Wyoming . But it was handled by PR people out ofc Washington �_,d �-

When the error was uncovered , ,1another release was issued , 
. :{  

but the Air Force · ·explanation of the �;<plantion" received little-

coverage in the press . A review of August 1 9 6 5  clippings indicated · 

newspapers either printed only the first--and inaccurate--release 

and the Risser-Webb rebuttal . 



The "field day" to which Lt . Col . Quintanilla referTed 

included coverage given to the critical comments made by Risser and 

�vebb and such headlines as a fi ve-colunm one , published over a UFO 

stQry in �e �!aDa , Cal� . , Reg:-ister of .�ugust 3 ' 'Should UFO 

'Jbservers Believe Their Eyes--Or The .Air Force'? "  

In an August 15 column in The Atlanta Journal ,. John Keasler 

w"JX)te :  
I am getting a little worried about the A.i.r Force ' s  image 

when it comes to explaining flying saucers--it has gotten to 
where the Air Force stands around with its thumb in its mouth 
unable to think up good ad-libs . .  

That thing the other day when Texas , New Mexico , Oklahana and 
Kansas got on the phone., jumping .up and · down in excitement and 
babbling about flying -saucers , was the living end-the Air Force 
said. Texas , New Mexico , Ok.lahOma and Kansas were doubtl§:SS see-
ing the planet Jupiter (flying in diamond fonnation) .  

· 

This is not going to get it , Air_ Force spokesmen . Particularly 
after t"lat bad hole m the s�ipt . It �·las poir.ted ou-t that .Ju�i "':�!" 
wasn ' t  even in the vicinity . • • 

· The press� df·'-�aub��� ob\d�ou8ly is getting these 
Air Force cats dowri • • •  I don ' t. even know how· many  writers - the - M.r 
Force has , but after · that bit · last · week , ·they need a vacation . . •  

The Air- Force uro· inquiry .also ·was questioned· .in an Au�t 10 

editorial in a small daily newspaper , "'I'he Alaffieda , � Calif . ,  Times-Star , 

circulation 8 , 9 27 : 

. Just how the Air Force $Pokesmen were able to tell 
that the hundreds of reperts of UFOs from an area about as 
large as Free Europe were faulty--?rid especially how they were 
able to do it within 24 hours of tfte time the reports came in-­
ought to rank as one of the most remarkable examples of lightning­
like mass diagnosis of all time . 

That is , it ought t9 , if the Air Force spokesmen were co�ct . 

However , it now ·appears that--as countless 1:housands of 
well-informed persons have suspected for years now--the Air 
Force spokesmen were wrong . 
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By the fall , however ; the A..i:r Force had s ettled on an 

oxplanation of the reports in Kansas � Oklahoma , and other states . 

Inquiries about the si��tings received this form letter resnonse 

f�m the A� Force Office of Information : 

��is is in reply to your request for information on the 
recent UFO sight; T'lgs in .the 1·!i::1-�·Iest . 

A study of the reports indicates that the sightings w� due 
to a temperature inversion which caused astronomical bodies �o · 
appear to change colors and move when viewed through layers of 
the atmosphere . 

The Aquarid (Delta) meteor shower which occurred from 
2 6  July through 6 August of this year was also probably 
responsible for some of the sightings . 

There was one report of an object which was picked up on 
radar . This obj ect was stationary for 4-Q minutes which would 
indicate that it was a reflection from a ground obj ect . 

March 196 6--"S�Tarnp Gas " 

' ,_ -

_ _ �or Mprch l9:6?_ ,� . the Air .  Force receiyed 158 reports of UFOs , 
. . -

104 less than.,the _ .262 �ceived ii1 August 1965 . Yet pres-s· _co�erage 

UFOs _in- March _ exceeded that · of August .  And > criticisms of the Air - - . . " ·:· .-,.'--.- ' . _ � . ,  

Force UFO -inquiry ;. t>ecame __ camnonplace in news articles , editorial 

cartoons and comic strips as the . press and public reacted to . the . 

explanation that UFOs reported in .Mic;�gan were . probably "swampt gas . 

Air Force consUltant Dr .  J .  Allen Hynek a.'1d officials of 
... 

UFO Proj ect at the Oniv�sity of Colo�do said often that the 

over the swamp gas explanation led to the creation of the UFO 

Proj ect irt late 1966 . 

The explanation dealt only with UFOs reported in (�NO 

Southern Michigan cities , Dexter , a few miles northwest of Ann Arbor � 

and Hills dale , about 60  miles southT.-1es t  of Dex-ter and Ann Arbor . 
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Although tJFOs had been reported in the area since ear 1 y 

March , the first s ighting to attract wide public notice �as that of 

Na."Y"Ch 2 0 on the farm of FrarJ<: Mannor , near Dexter . 

Many afternoon newspapers of March 21 printed this story : 

ANN ARBOR , Hich (UPI ) --At least 4 0  persons saw an uniC.enti­
f:.ed flying cbj ec� la"id in a swarnp near here Sunday night ! police 
said i"!onday · (March 2 1 ) . Twelve witnesses Here policemen . 

Two sheriff ' s  deputies said they saw eerie blinking lights-­
apparently on a flying obj ect--rise above the trees � the..11 dip . 

Another policeman said he and other officers saw a formation 
of four or five flying obj ects . One passed right over his car ,  
he said . · 

A farmer and his son (Frank and Ronald Manner)_ said they 
ap�ched within 500 yards of the object . It took off with a 
sound like �t of a ricocheting bullet , they said . . .  

-, ;� 
The report from the Manner farm was followed the next night 

G1arch 21) - by a report from P.illsdal� , Mic.� .  : 

.- . HILLSDALE , Mich . (UPI)--A county civil defense director 
�and' 87· coeas said ·'today 'they:'Wa.tohed an eerie , ·hovering -
flying obj ect · settle iri �f.�swantpy holloW near a college dormi..:.­
-tory · last: . night (the - 21st) . 

- � William' Van ' Horn , 4-1 , Hillsdale County civil"·-defense · 
director for 10 years ; said he watched the unidentified object 
through binoculars for three ·hours . 

·rt was the second straight night a large ntmlber · of witnesses 
reported seeing weiro flying obj ect.s in southern Michigan . .  ,; , 

By March 2 2 , De�cratic Representative Weston V�vian of Ann -�� ·. -

.A.rbor had said he would ask the Defense � ... Department and the ..A..ir Force 
• �' +:.... 

to investigate the UFO reports , and the Air Force had announced that 

it was sending Dr .  nynek to Dex.ter and Hillsdale . 

�,lhile there �.Jere scores of reports of UFOs �n · Sou:them 11ich-

igan and more acros s the nation , Dr. Hynek focused on the Dexter and 

R.i..llsdale repcrts . 



After three days of investigation , he reported on his findi.11gs 

Friday , Y!arch 2 5 , at the largest news conference in the his tory of 

�he De�it �ess Club -

3ecause his explanation became so controversial , tte f�ll 

texr: of his sta.te.rnent is presentee in t:Le apper.d.i..x of this study . 

A key portion of the statement r.vas : 

Other scientists have pointed out to me that in swamps . 
the formation of H2S (hydrogen sulfide ) and CH4 (Methane ) 
from rotting vegetation is common . These could be ignited by 
the spontaneous burning of the Phosphine , PH3 . 

It would seem to me that the association -of the sightings 
with swamps , in these particular cases , is more than coincidence 
. • · • This (the reports of -lights ) could have been du� to the 
release of variable quantities of ·marsh gas . , ·  .. 

The disappearance of the light when people got ,�lose with 
flashlights or car li�l-lts would indicate that the glo-..v seemed 
bright only to dark-adapted eyes . The night was dark--there 
no moon. The F�llsdale girls kept their _r�� �ark in �r·::er 
to see the lights in the swamp • 

. .. · �r: empha�iz7 · in conclusio;;
-
�that��·I " dal'lft9�

- �i9���·:·J.D.a ···� of 
Law that this �s the full explana.tJ.on 9f:=-;.thesE! . Sl.gh!,�s,. It 
appears very likely , however ,  �tha.t .the · ccombiriatiorl :of . -the condi­
tions of this particular winter , an unust.taJ.iy mild one-� in this 
area , · and .the particular weather conditioils��-that night::=::::there 
was little wind at either location--were such, as · �to: have pro-
duced this unusual and puzzling display.  · -

Press and public reactions to the "swamp gas " theory were 
prompt , wide-ranging and generally :hostile . In none of the hUndreds 

{ - - . 
of Dexter-H.illsdale news i terns reviewe<!l by this study was it 

reported that a witnes s  to the sightings agreed with Dr .  Hynek ' s  

suggestion . To the contra.ry J the Ma'lilor family , poli�e involved , 

Van Horn and the. Hillsdale women students all re j ected t:-te " st·lamp 
. ( 

gas "  answer--even though that answer had been suggested in a fer"' 
14 

newspaper columns before Hynek offered it . 



Pres s  attention to UFOs appeared to increase after '' swamp 

gas " was available as an angle to include in news reports of flying 

saucers . For example , prior to the news confer��ce , tr.e .;s scciated 

Press had sent four stories on Dexter-Hillsdale on its natior�l wire . 

In the five days after the news conference , 15 stories were sent 

en t'"le national wire . Further , in an aT"lalys is of ho'tl the Chicago 

and Detroit daily newspapers covered the Dexter-Hillsdale story > .  it 

was found that the six papers had 5 8 8  column inches of UFO stories 

during the four .days before Hynek � s press conference and 843  column 

inches - of such stories in the four days after the conference , 

including a SLmday when The Chicago Daily News was not published . 

The "post-swam.P gas 11 stories told of disagreement with 

Hynek ' s hypothesis , news sightings of flying saucers and hOaxes 

staged by - students ·at- -the California Institute of Tec..l-mology AU"J.d - ; --�--�-::�- --�·:���£!r::\?T:_� .. ,---:·?�. �· 

�-- -�=.- ;-.���i-��:·.�� 

�eluded in �the news ·stories was a request by Republican 
- . - '  --· .::-

- ., _:..__�-·-.,.- ::--· .  --

Hous� of Representatives leader Gerald Ford of Michigan ·for · �­

Congressional hearing . Minority leader Ford requested the hearing 

in a Ma:t"'Ch 2 8  letter to Representative L .  Mendel Rivers , chairman 

of the Armed Services Committee . In cpart , Ford wrote : 

No doubt you have noted the �cent flurry of newspaper -

. 

stories about unidentified flying 'opj ects (UFOs) . I. have , · 
taken special _ .interest _ in  these accounts because many of the 
latest reported sightings have been in my home state of - Michigan . 

The Air Force sent a consultant , Astrophysicist Jr' .  J .  ...;llen 
Hynek of Northwestern University to investigate the various 
reports ; and he dismissed· all of tha� as the product . of college 
student pranks or swamp gas or an impression created by the 
rising crescent moon and the planet Venus . I do not agree that 
all of these reports can or should be so easily explained .· 
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In the fir.m belief that the American public deserves a 
better explanation than that thus far given by the Air Force , 
I str'ongly recommend that there be a committee investigation 
cf the UFO phenomenon . 

I �� � !1.� v.1e c�,ie it t8 t�e people to es-:ablish ::redibili -ty 
regarding UFOs and to produce the greatest possible enlightenment 
on this subj ect . . .  

The ?�ed Se�;ices , Ccmmittee discussed UFOs at a meeting 

April 5 ,  196 6 , less than two .  weeks after Hynek ' s  news conference . 

At the hearing , Secretary of the Air Force Ha:rold Brown and 

then-Maj or Quintanilla reviewed the Air Force UFO progrqm � callfug 

it "obj ective , "  "thorough , "  and open-minded . Criticism of the Air 

Force program was limited primarily to that found in newspaper 

clippings submitted by Representative Ford . 

In his testimony , Dr .  Hynek suggested that a p:mel of 
6"� 

scientists _ be appointed to condu�:t an independent study
- ·
of UFOs and 

the � Force UFO data . The proPQsai � · . neither ne� nor novel ;  
- . -

Hynek and - other� .Air Force consultants had made s llnilar proposals -
-

before and, periodically , _ the Air _Force did call upon scientific 

panels for a review of the UFO phenomenon . 

In the spring of 1966 , however , pressures apparently were 

strong for ·a new and more highly powered scientific review of ijf0s . 

By May , it was _ reported that the Air¥ Force would hire scientists to 

j oin in the flying saucer investigatiQp ; in October , it was 

that the Department of Defense had contracted with the University 

of Colorado to conduct a $ 3 0 0 , 0 0 0  study of the phenomenon , under 

the direction of Dr .  Ecward U .  Condon , noted phys i�ist an? fo��r 

head of the National Bureau of Standards . 

the flying saucer era covered by this study--e s s entially frcm the 



first flying saucer story in 1947 to the ftrrore over " swamp gas . "  

!':le follow:L""lg chapters will provide details about the nature of the 

press coverage during these �r.ears . 

Sumrnarv 

Public awareness of flyL!g saucers has be�""l quite high 

since the phenomenon began in 194 7 � the awareness , in large part ,  

has been attributable to extensive newspaper coverage of UFO 

reports . Public opinion polls :j.n 19 6 6  and 19 6 8  indicated that roore 

than 40 per cent of the public believed that flying saucers ._ were 

real obj ects . 

While June 24 , 1947 , generally has been accepted as the 

date news coverage firs1: focused upon flying saucers , it appeared 
1-- � 

from a .  review of_ - �h.E!:- ,��4 7 coyerage tha"t the phenomenon was ngt _ _ 
widely recogriized �l?Y the press , until the July 4 · weekend_ of - �94 7 • 

• - . .  : ' : .  . , . .  �;� · •• _ · '  -
,1 _ 

- . ' - . .  - ' '--· -_ ... , - -_.:__ 

During the 1947-6 6 period , national coverage of UFOs 

appeared to � sporadic , with peak periods of coverage coming during 
. · - · 

- -

1947 , 19 5 2 , 19 5 7 , 1965 and 1966 . Coverage on the local level, 

however , appeared to be relatively continuous . 
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CHAPTER III 

THREE SIUDIES OF PRESS COVERAGE OF UFOS 

In research on the nature of press coverage of UFOs , three 

independent· analyses were conducted , in addition to extensive but 

more info:rnal case study and anecdotal approaches . The three 

analyses were : ( 1 )  the mail questionnaire survey of ner.-1spaper::-.en 

introduced in the preceding chapter � ( 2 ) a limite9 contept analysis 
:· : . '  . ·. 

. .. - . '::: ·-. . .  · '  .. \ ' . 

of 1 , 000 lC?Cal ·newspaper clippings selected from the Larson -collec 
. " 

for the years 1961 'tlux>ugh 1966 ; · and ( 3.) a rrore detailed analysis of 

5 11 local and wire service clippings from the years 1947 t:b.roug.'t-1 1966 

selected primarily from clippings compiled by the Air Force and the 

National Investigations Committee on - Aerial Phenomena (NI C..!\?) • 

The findings of these three studies will be discussed a� 
length--but not in their entireD;--� this chapter . 

. \ ·''<,.. 
questionnaire Findings 

As explained in Chapter ii , the July 1 9 6 7  responses from 2 2  

daily newspapers across the nation sh�·7�d th3.t ne�·1S, s taff, rr.embe!"s 

esti�ted . their �apers W?uld print a total of approxi�tely 



responses indicated that the neHspapers Hould receive , but t...;ould not 

�ublish , 1 5 1  other local reports of UFOs . 

�able 5 shows the distribution of UFO reports received and used 

on the bas is of the circulation of the respondents � ne\�spapers . 

Circulation 

Less than 20 , 0 0 0  
20 , 000 - - 80 , 000  
MOre than 8 0 , 000  
Totals · 

TABLE 5 

UFO REPORTS RECEIVED AND USED 
ON BASIS OF CIRCUlATION 

Number of Reports Reports 
Paners Used Not Used 

50  4 2  3 3  
3 0  34 44 
12 19 74 
92 95 151 

Totals 

75 
78 
93 

246 
As shown by the table ; the tendency was for respondents from 

papers with lower circulations to estimate that their net..:spapers 

would publish most .-of the UFO reports they received ; respondents 
from ·papers witll,-�· · circulations , estimated that ,  while'

� th�ir-�.,� 

newspapers ;.tni.ght . prlrit� -�···· .UFCF reports'�"' · they would Pt'int news:����� 

about less than half· of - the reports received . 

On a percentag� basis , newspapers with circulations below 20  , 00  0 

� est:imated .�o . print  5 6  per c�t of the reports received ; news.;. 

papers with circulations between 20- · and 8 0 , 000 ) 44 per cent ; new��­

papers with circulations greater than 8 o· ' 0 0 0 ' 2 0 per cent . 
' 

In reading . the · table � it should b� remembered that the 
· .''!;!_ 

median daily newspaper circulation .in the nation is less than 10 , 00 0 . 

Consequently , the table would seem to indicate that most daily nerl'ls-

papers in the nation publish the ITB.j ori ty o f  UFO reports they 
receive . 

'=. '7  
�· I 



One interpretation of the apparent relationship between cir­

culation and use of UFO reports may be that the UFO reports were 

treated as local news , not unlike minor traffic accidents or silver 

a.ru"1iversaries .  That is , there may have been more of them i."'1 t�e 

�arger cities , �ut they were �es s likely to appear there in print , 

Twelve respondents said their newspapers generally published 

every UFO report received . Of the 12 , seven were in, �the low cirCu-

lation category, below 2 0 , 0 0 0 ; four were in the middle range , 20- to 

8 0, 000 , and one was in the high circulation group,- � than 80 , 00 0 . \._) ' 
While estinates of UFO reports rec��c:i. -�d Used appe� to 

differ according to circulation, the reasons given far printing or 

not printing reports of UFOs generally appeared to be the same , -

regardless of circulation size . On the questi�nnaire ,. several 

possible reasons were listed for printing or _nat; · printirfgo:UFQ · 
+ r -

• - < -__; 0� ,, � t • ·.- -- -
;:' � ;:: 

' ' 

- - - �reports � The reasons were ' compiJ_ed 0� the: ba.S� _o�-'l?I;:>fessionalr:;t -

experience, consultation with newsmen - and advice--:�D;pm_--researchers on 

the staff of the UFO Proj ect at the University of' -Colorado . 

Respondents were asked to m3rk · "those �it� considered the 

most frequent conditions under which your 
·newspapers covers local� 

UFO reports "  and "those i terns conside� the rrost frequent reasons 
_. 

for not covering local UFO reports . " 

Table 6 shows the answers respondents gave as to their 

reasons for printing or not printing reports of tJFOs . The answers 

are in two categories , for newspapers with circulations les s  than 

2 0 , 0 0 0  and for newspapers with circulations greater than 2 0 � 0 0 0 . 



TABLE 6 

REASONS FOR PRINTING � NOT PRINTING REPORTS 
OF UFOS , BY CIRCULATION S IZE 

Reasons for Printing 
Circulat�on 

Below 2 0 , 0 0 0  A�ove 2 0 , 0 0 0  Total 
C,T= 9 2 )  · CN=S O )  ( N=4 2 )  

There is a need for a ' bright ' or 
' freak ' short news i tern . . . . . . 

There are a niiiiiber - o . witnesses to 
the reEO£ted sighting • _ • . . . • . 

There are- a number--of c ocal reports . 
of different si fin . . . . . . 
Off�c�al sources police , weather 
bU!"eau , Air Force 1 etc . ) tend to 
corroborate the -report • . .· . • - . . 

There are wire s��ce rePQrts _ _  of 
Sightings elSeWhef� .-:���--,_.�- � .�:;}?� -;:; ; ·� ·�- - • " ·· 

Reasons for Not- �Print:ihg- ·  

5 

8 

2 2  

2 

17 

12 

21 

-, 13 -

There is insufficient news space . . 1 
The story is h�ld ,for -• develop&leilts 
which do not materialize . • • • • . 6 
There is an .insUfficient._ number 
of witnesses . . . . • . • . . . . 8 
There �s no coverage by competi-
tive news agencies • • • • • • • • 1 
There is noc known responsible 1 
news source . . . . . . • . . . . . 
Official sources (police , we_ather 
bureau ,  Air Force , etc . ) tend- to 
discredit the reports . • - • . . .. . 
There J.S general nustrust of the 
subj ect matter • , . . • . • • . . 

The report appears to be an 
isolated case . . . . . . • . . 
The report �s from a knCMn 
unreliable source . . . . . . . . . 

5 

4 

3 

7 

2 7 

10 18 
-

27 4-9 

1 3 

13 3 0  

14 26  

14- .., ,.  
' <  _ _  .J .-:;) 

10 -, '\ :. ,tt;< 23  

0 l 

5 11 

14 ,;; 2 2  

1 2 

10 18  

9 14 

7 11 

15 

6 13  

5 9  



As indicated by Table 6 � the three most frequent reasons for 

printing reports of UFOs were the number of witnesses involved ( 49 ) . 

t'1eir perceived trustwort.1.iness ( 3 5 )  ; and the number of local reports 

( 3 0 )  • The three most frequent reasons for not printing reports of 

UFOs were an insufficient m .. nnber of witnesses ( 2 2 ) ; the absence of a 

knot-m responsible ne',.;� sou.rce ( �8 ) , and the fact that the report 

appeared to be an isolated case ( 15 ) . 

Reliance upon official news sol.Ir'Ces , such as policemen , the 

Air Force and the weather bureau , was the fourth most frequent respons · 

in bOth reas�ns for printmg and not printing reports of UFOs . · · · · 
' . f . 

The least mentioned reasons for printing- · ·UFO reports were 

that competitive news agencies were covering such reports ( 3 )  or 

was a need for a "bright" short news item ( 7 ) . Least mentioned 

reasons .  for. B2,! printing a story about . a UFO were insuffic:i.�nt news 
_. - �  · · . ' . • 

• �� - r
� _::- __ :-__ _ "-

' . ' . ' ' ' .. - . . , . .. ' - : .,�- .-· . . . . .. ' 

. __ space _ ( l l _  and . . absence . of cornpeti ti v� .. �q�a�e J· 2 ):i. - �  = 
- --- - _.,·. . . ' . '· - ' - . ;: ' 

There appeared to be a · de�e of consistency in the rea.Sons · 

- )  � :._ _ -

given for printing or not prJ.nting rePorts of tJF() -sightings � In 

instances , the primary criteria were shown to be the number and 

credibility of Witnesses and the ntmlber of reports received by the 

newspaper . 

Responses also indicated that decisions on whether to print 

a UFO report gene�ally were made - indePendent of such factors as what 

competitive news agencies were doing , amount of news space 

or the need for a "bright" short news item . 

There appeared to be a tendency for newsmen · who listed "nUJlLLJ<;;;;.il. ·"·. 

of witnes ses " as a reason for printing a report of. a UFO also to list 

" insufficient number of witnesses " as a reason for not printing a 



report . And , those who said reports of UFOs were published because 

official sources corroborated the reports also tended to say that re-

FOrts ·,;ere not published when official sources C.iscr�di ted the.'!l . 
As shown in Table 6 , reasons for printing reports of UFOs did 

not appear to differ Tarkedlyp on the bas is of circulaticn . There did 

appear to be differences :; however ) with regard to reasons for not 

pr:inting reports . 

Respondents from the larger newspapers tended rrore often · to 

say their newspapers did not print reports of UFOs be�use ( 1) .tl)ere 
were not enough witnesses , ( 2 )  official sources discredited the , 

reports , and ( 3 )  the reports were isolated cases . 

Surrunary 

. _ T.he qu.es:i,Q� -���-�indicated (l) that ne�Sp<S.pei'� �wit.Jl,� - ; 

larger ci:rifu.lations. ·were nipc::>rted to be. more selective .'than' ·�er­

papers in printing :g;o report�·:; ( 2 ). - that . the·· main .--.�iteria . in .. dec�ding 

whether to print a UFO report were said. to be the n�r .of .. wi�sses 

or the number of sight:ings :involved , and ( 3 )  that respondents fran 

larger newspapers reported their papers tended more often not to 

print UFO reports because there were nci,t: enough witnesses : off�cial 
-=-- - • 

sources were skeptical·l or :the re];X)rts �ere considered isolated ;cases . 

Content Analysis Findings --1961-19 6 6  

To focus upon j oumalistic practices in ne�-1s cov.erage of 

UFO reports--and not solely upon j ournalistic ooinions of the coverage 

--two content analys is proj ects were ccnducted . the 

s impler of the two : will be discussed in this section . 

6 1  



The scope of the first analys is was limited to answering three 

basic questions : ( 1 )  Who were the sources of information and witnesses 

of UFOs quoted or mentioned in newspaper accounts of UFOs? ( 2 )  ��lhat 

was the nature of the news accounts of UFO reports , particularly with 

regard to the number of different UFO sightings found in individual 

ne�".vs items ? ( 3 )  How did the �findings of ( 1 )  and ( 2) appear to differ 

during periods of low , medium and high pres s  coverage of UFOs ?  

The analysis was based on clippings obtained by the Boulder 

UFO Project from the extensive collection of Mrs .  June Larson of 
' ' 

Seattle , - Wash . While clippings held by Mm .  larson dated frc:m the 

early 1950s :i her subscriptions to clipping services had been effective 

only since late 1960 . Consequently ) this analysis was limited to 

years 1961 through 196 6 . 

Mrs .  Larson . provided a frequency distributio11 9f the number 

of 1lewsPa��+�lipping5 she held for: eacn c rnonth  � during the ' six-year 

period . · - From this distribution·, the la�f; meaian anef: high mOnths 

- for press clippings were selected for each year , a �otal of · 1a months_ 

and approximately 3 , 00 0  loCal and wire _service clippings . 

TABLE 7 

CLIPPINGS RECEIVED FROM !.ARSON 
COLLECTION , 1961-19 6 6  

Months 1961 1962  19 6 3  19 64 19 6 5  19 6 6  
High Jan 2 0 0  Aug 6 7  Jan 41  May 151 AUg�_.lll8 Mar 663 
Medn Apr 48 Jan 38 Aug 2 8  Nov 65  Mar 115 Jul 215 

Low Oct 14 Mar 16 May 10 Jan 12 Jun 35 Feb 58  
Totals 2 6 2  1 2 1  7 9  2 2 8  1 2 6 8  9 3 6  

Totals 
2 , 240 

5 0 9  
145 

2 , 8 9 4  

For ease in computing percentages , it was decided to base 

the content analysis on 1 ,  000 local newspaper items . The selection 

of i terns was weighted in favor of the low and median months to c.�.toid 



having more tl"'.an 75 per cent of the sample clippings taken from 

high months . The percel}.tage of clippings from low months was increased 

fro� 5 per cent in the Larson clippings to 8 per cent in the analysis ; 

the percentage of clippings from median months was L-.,creased from 18 

per cent to about 30 per cent ; the percentage of clippings in the high 
months was reduced from 77  per cent in the Larson clippings to about 

60 per cent in the analysis . 

The percentage cf clippings sampled for each year , however , 

re.'Dained abOut the same as the percentage found in the overall -

collection, as shOWn- in Table 8 .  

TABLE. 8 

PER CENT OF CLIPPINGS m IARSON 
COLLECI'ION , .

·
. IN SAMPLE 

1961 1962  1963  1964 1965  196 6  Total 
· per-· cent • ot:;:t6tai - - -- -9 .4-C .· ··4 .'1 2 . 8 9 . a  3 7 . 4 3 6 ·. 5  100 · 
Per cent of s�le . . 9 . 1 14- . 2  2 .  7 7 . 9  1+3 . 8 3 2 . 3  _ .. lOO 

-�- - · -.- _-- , ·  .. : ._ --�- �-_: .-� - ).��·- - -:·�·---� - �-= -�7·('; :�\T �t-.--�� - -- - -
Diff�es.-betweer{the characteristics of the sample and 

characteristics of . .  the _ c:lippings in the �son collec-tl.on _ �se 
; . 

�·- . ' -- ' . .- •.,._ '
-

.. 
because the former.;'1i1aS composed entirely of local ne-wspaper clippings 

- - ' ' · ·- - ·. 
' 

- ��- -�- � ' . '- -- � -- - --:::-·.;: 

while the latter ' included wire service i terns . 

Every local news· item was drawn from the low and median rhonths · 

and every third local i tern from the hig.'t-! months until there- were :1 ' 0  0 0 

clippings in the . sample . The ' totals were 8 2 from the low riPnths � 

3 17 from the median rrionths , and 6 01 from the high months . 

The items were analyzed as to ( 1 )  sources of information ) 

or . UFO witnesses mentioned in each i tern , and ( 2 )  the ntmlbar of UFO 

reports contained in each item. 
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Based on a review of UFO news items and consultation with 

�ewsmen and scientists at the Univers iD; of Colorado UFO Proj ect : 

rdne occupational categories w�� devised for classifying persons 

;r.entioned in UFO stories : ( 1 )  newsmen or news agencies , that is re-

porters for newspapers or broadcast media or news agencies named as 

providing information about � a  UFO report ; ( 2 )  UFO investigators , 

specifically those aligned with the Air Force Proj ect Blue Book or 

Dr .  Hynek, the Air Force consultant on UFOs ; . ( 3 )  UFO organizations , 

persons affiliated with organizations such as the National Investiga­

tions Canmi.ttee on Aerial Phenanena (NICAP) or the Aerial Phenanena 

Researdl Organization (APRO ) ; (4)  those whose occupations regularly 

dealt with aerial phenomena , pilots , balloonists , FM or CAA air 

i::r'affic · control employees , radar and control tcwer operators � etc . ; 

( 5 )  scientists ·�-and technicians ' including as�ncmers s meteorologists . 

phys±Cists , .·chem:i.Sts . ·and others in the ·_physical, and �ife .· sciences , 

psychologiSts � - soeiologists and others .fu- ·the behavici�· sciences ; 

(6 ) those c emPioyed iil law enforcement or . securi -cy· occupations i. �uoh .�· . 

city , county and state police , civ:il defense officials , members of 
� .  

Ground Observers Corps and security guards ; - ( 7 )  elected ·or appointed 
I 

public officials and military officers not included in any of the · 

above : ( S )  individuals id�tified by barne and/or - occupation and 

town but not classifiable under any. of ��he above , and ( 9 )  anonYmous 
� 

sources or witnesses including those who refused to be identified or 
.. 

r"ere identified only as "a man , " "a motorist � "  "U.ro teen-agers , : : etc . 

A tenth category was added to record the number of stories 

which there was no reference to any one who could· be class ified 

categories ( 1 )  through ( 7 ) . 



Every story then was analyzed as to whether a particular occu-

pational group or agency was or was not mentioned at least once . 

The stories also we...r-e anal yzed as to the nature of the UFO re-

ported . The classification was five-fold : ( 1 )  the story dealt with one 

specific UFO report : ( 2 )  there was more t!lan one report ; but details as 

to the place and time of s.ighting were given for each report mentioned : 

( 3 )  the story included either ( 1 )  or ( 2 )  but also inclt.tded g�eral ref­

erences to other reports of UFOs ; ( 4 )  the news item dealt primarily with 

general and C'lJl"Tent reports of UFOs and not with specific reports , and ( 5 )  

the item include a revier.N or historical _ discussion .of the UFO phenomenon . 

Data on sources of infonzation and witnesses and the _na:t:"!.WE! of the UFO 

reported were recorded by rronth and by _  year of publication. The "findings 

are shown on a frequency and percentage basis in Tables 9 _through 12 . 

TABLE 9 

. NUMBER OF_- REFERE:NCES TO OCaJPATIONAL CATEGORn:S2c' -
ri.f UFO NEWS ITEMS ,  BY MONTHS AND YEARS- - ,- - .::{ -

Sources/Witnesses 
In UFO News Items 
NEWSMEN: Reporters , 
broadcasters , media 
UFO INVESTIGATORS : 
Hynek , Air Force 
UFO ORGANIZATIONS : 
NI CAP ,  APRO others 
AERIAL PHENOMENA: -
Pilots , FM, radar 
TECHNICIANS, 

SCIENTISTS : 
ELEcrrn-APPODITED 
OITICIALS ; MILITARY : 
LAW ENFORCEMENT­
SECURITY : 
lliDIVIDUALS not w­
cluded in above 

P..NONYMOUS 
ITEH INCLUDED NONE 
IN GROUPS 1-7 

L 
�- - . : Q 

w 

MONTHS 
M H 
E I 
D G 
N H 

16 3 7  9 6  

1 
9 
6 
l 

9 

3 3 2  127 12 

16 46 s o  15 ' 

l 
9 
6 
2 

4 

7 

7 

15 42  115 20 '· 7 

11 3 7  9 2  15  3 

5 19 73 4 4 

2 0  75 2 5 0  3 3  11 

1 
9 
6 
3 

1 1 '  1 
9 9 9 
&- ��c��-6 6 
4 5 6 

3 · u  71 s1 

1 12 80 5 0  

2 1 3  

5 18 

149 

3 15 63 41 . ' 140 

4 9 40 3 5  112 

4 33 12 3 141 3 4 5  

3 2  170  341 5 4  2 0  20  46 200 2 0 3  543  

23  1 0 1  1 8 5  2 5  1 4  1 3  2 8  1 0 3  1 2 6  3 0 9  

15 8 5  110 2 2  1 0  1 0  17 7 4  77  210 



TABLE 10 

PER CENT OF NDh]S ITEHS vliTH REFERENCES TO 
OCCUPATIONAL CATEGORIES ; BY MON'IHS : YEARS 

So1..1!'Ces /T"Ji tnesses 
In UFO News Items 

� : ,eporters , 
broadcasters .media 
UFO nNESTIGA.TORS : 

Air Force 
UFO ORGANIZATIONS : 
NICAP APRO others 

MONTHS Y E  A R S I 
M u 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 . ..  

L E I - a 9 9 9 9 9 T ,J 

0 D G 6 6 6 6 6 6 A 
I' • N H 1 2 ., 4 !: 6 L N ,.J >.J 

19 . 5 �  1 6  9 . 5  9 . 7 10 . 7  11 , 2  

3 . 6  10 21 12 . 7  17 3 . 5 12 . 2  2 1 . 3  13 . 7  16 . 

19 . 5  14 . 5  8 . 3 15 . 9  17 7 

18 . 2  13 . 2  19 21 . 2  17 17 . 8  18 . 3  17 . 3  15 . 6  17 . 

12 . a 11 .  6 1s . 2 1s • g 7 • a 10 . 1 15 • a 16 • a u .  2 14. · 

24 . 4  2 3 . 6  41 . 5  34 . 9  2 6 . 8  14 . 3  3 3 . 6  3 2 . 8  3 8 . 6  34 . 

37 5 3 . 5 - 5 6 ;6 57 . 2 48 . 8  70 . 4  46 . 8  53 . 4  5 5 . 6  54 

4-6 . 4  28 . 5  27 . 5  34 . 5  3 

� -_,; ·: 

TABLE 11 

�- OF UFO REPORI'S IN NEWS · ITEMS , BY 2 NUMBER . 

M H 1 1 
L E I 9 9 
0 D G 6 6 

Nature of UFO vl N - H 1 .  2 ;.tL 

3 8 201- 2 34 " ·£2  28 2 5  -· · 62  13 0  166 473 

6 2 '  0 3 21 16 47 

reference to others 2 2 3  162 4 0 1 10 8 9  8 3 187 
Focus 

9 19 67 7 7 0 2 3 9  4 0  9 5  

2 7  61 110 16 4 2 21 '9 5  6 0� 198 

Iteins in sample 8 2  317 6 0 1  9 1  41 2 8  9 8  3 7 4  3 6 5  1000  



TABLE 12 

NATURE OF UFO REPORTS rn NEWS ITEMS , BY PER CENT 

f R 1 I 1 I I 1 T 
L E I 9 9 9 9 9 9 0 
0 D G 6 6 6 6 6 6 T ,  

Nature of UFO ReE2rt f:.J N H 1 2 3 4 5 6 L 

One soecific · reoort 46 . 3  63 � 3 3 8 . 8 6 5 . 7  6 8 . 3 8 9 . 5  6 3 . 2  34 . 7  45 . 5  47 . 3  
More than one spe-
cific ; all specific 7 . 3  4 . 1  4 . 6  5 . 3  4 . 8  0 3 5 . 6  4 . 4  4 . 7 
Either of above with 
reference to others 2 . 4  7 . 2  2 6 . 9  4 . 2  0 3 . 5  10 . 2  2 3 . 7  22 . 6  18 . 7  
Focus is on general , 
current UFO re� 11 5 . 9  11 . 1  7 . 4  17 0 2 10 . 4  11 9 . 5 
Discussion or reVJ..ew . 
of UFO phencmenon 32 . 8  19 . 2  18 . 3 16 . 8 9 . 6 7 21 . 3  25 . 3  16 � 4  .. 19 . 8 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Summary 

UFOs quote.d-� OI:'·"·meritioned::�: th� n�Spa�· accounts_?� . ' : 

· _ _  Of." the first · seven occupa.tional categories , the. most frequently 

mention9d. or+quat:ed '•in the �items analyzed was · that . of. law enforcement ,, - . - - - - '- - . ··- -· . 

and .security. · Poliee , civil defense officials or security guards 

were. · mentioned in 345 , or · abotlt 35  per cent � of all stories--tw;9e 

as often as · the next highest r ·official._' ' source--with the most - fre-

quent references being to policemen . -� 

Total ref�ces to the o.ther s� categories were__ aerial 

phenomena � 172 ( 17 per cent ) ; UFO investigators ; 162 ; rtewsmen , 149 ; 

technicians and scientists , · 140 ; UFO organizations , 112 , and elected 

or appointed officials and military officers , 9 7 . ' Individuals not 

class ifiable in any of these categories were mentioned or quoted in 
543  ( 54 per cent ) of the stories : and anonymous sources provided the 
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information in 3 0 9  stories . 

In 210 or 21 per cent of t�e stories there was no reference 

to any individual or aga�cy classifiable under the occupational 

categories 1-7 , In these cases � the news item appeared to be based 

enti.rgl y on the fact that an individual or an anonymous source had s 
� 

he had seen a UFO . To empr�size the point , there was no mention that 

the report had been forwa.�ed to any agency , including the police � and 

there was no indication that the newspaper re�er had conferred with 

the weather burea� ,  airport , police or some similar agency to corrob- �- · 

orate the report-. No exact count was kept , · but many of the 210 

were based solely on the testimony of children , · many as young as 

11 . 

No record was kept of the circula�ion of the newspapers which 

published the 21D- stories , < but- it>apPeared that',most of the �itenis 

. had been printed''' lit SrnallE!r neW'spaperi ;:_ .those ' �]:th1:�ircw.ations· · """""" .......... ,.... ,. 

20- or 2 5 , 00 0 . (This impression proved to be strongly supported by 

data from: the second content · analysis project) .:: ' 

2 . .  How did ··refererices to sources of infornation and· witnes 

of UFOs vary when analyzed on the basis of low , median and high 

periods of press attention to UFOs? 

References to Air Fore� UFO
J
investigators , · infrequent during 

the low and median periods of coverage , increased markedly during 

high periods of coverage ; appearing in 21 per cent er 127  or the 

6 0 1  stories published during the six high months • This supported 

statements that L t .  Col . Hector Quintanilla , director of the Air 
1 

Force UFO inquiry , had made to officials of the Boulder UFO Proj ect 

and also in a July 19 6 8  interview . He said Blue Book activity was 



i.; 
I •  

3 .  wbat was the natu.re of UFO news accounts , particularly 

with regani to the number of different UFO sightings found in individual 

news items ? 

The analysis Indicated that about 4 7 per cent , 4 73 , of the 

news i te.rns dealt with one specific UFO report � 'That is there may have 

been nore than one witness , but the story dealt exclusively with 

one UFO incident . This finding ma.y be contradictory to the newsmen ' s 

opinion that a major criterion for reporting a UFO was the number of 

local sightings . In other categories '  4 7 stories were based on_ mre 

than one specific -repOI·f; 187 stories dealt with specific reports_ 

but included general .re.ferences .to other sightings ;_ 95 focused 

primarily on current reports , ,.and 198 included a discussion or review 

of UFOs and . the UFO ·· ·phenomenon . 

· j��i�f=��IioW·�:didJa��t� vary when �yzed pn -;he ��::; of low , 
median ·.anc:t:�� perioci::r -of- :.preSs ·a.ttent.j.ori to _.lJFO�.f.-

The - only.- clear � was that during periods of high soverage 

there . were .  fewer '.i'eports of_ single specific sight�S- and f� "JD:?� 

news items �which listed one or mere spe�ic sightings . and  referred 
to o�er UFO · reports across the stat� , region E:>r nation . This may 

reflect an '  impact· Of wire service coverage UPJfl Stories written 

locally. " ·  

Content Analysis Findin/gs 1947-66 

While the analysis of the 1961- 6 6  clippings from the Larson 

collection provided some information about pres s  coverage of UFOs , a 
zrore detailed !'eview was desired . Such a review was made possible 

with the purchase of a Library of Congress microfilm copy of a 194 7 - 6 6  
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detennined , in large part , by press coverage of UFO reports . 

References to members of private UFO organizations , such as 

NICAP and APRO , appeared to decrease during high periods of coverage . 

Many press references ,  during low and median periods of coverage , 

to UFO activists making speeches , being interview or seeking infor­

mation about UFO reports . p Such speeches and interviews 

to be printed during high periods of coverage . 

References to police appeared to increase markedly during .. --.J;:u.J;c, . --" 

periods of coverage . Such references were found in 250 , or nore -rn;:::an -.-"'"�;>J__, 

40 per cent , of the 600 items printed during the six high months , 

about one-third of the time the references were to police listed as 

having seen UFOs . 

The proportion of news items with no references to any of 

1-7 categories was the same during �high _ _ periods of coverage as 

low, -about -� 18 · per cent.. .- During;::the median - nonths , howev�, ·. the 
- '  · �  .. ' ' ·- _, - - -·: . -

figure was 27 per cent . That increase may be attributable to the 

�act that during the median months there was a high percentage of 

stories based upon one specific- UFO report , and such stories seemed 

have relatively fewer references to "official" sources ; 

example, was a ·high year for repo�s of one specific UFO and-�� also a 

high year , pe..."""Centagewise , for stories lacking references to air:! 

"official" source . ' '..!,.._. 

In the year-by-year analysis , the relatively low number of 

entries in most occupational categories , particularly for the years . 

1961 through 1964 , prevented any conclusions as to' appar€nt trends . 

Generally , the coverage did not appear to vary significantly on a . 
year-by-year basis . 



press clipping collection kept by the National Investigations 

Conmittee on Aerial Phenomena (NICt\P ) . Also , the University of Ken-
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tucky Computer Center granted computer time and other essential services , 

The new content analysis drew from the approximately 10 , 0 0 0  

clippings in the NICAP collection , from the appro�ately 3 0 , 0 0 0  1952 

clippings on Air Force mi�film and from private collections of clip-

pings , including the Larson collection . The private collections were 

needed because the NICAP collection had relatively few clippings for 

the years 1947 , 1948 , 1949 and the early 1960s . The clippings for 

the late 1940s were augmented by news items picked randomly from 

Ted Bloecher ' s  Report on the UFO Wave of 1947 and from other clippings 

taken from FATE magazine files and public libraries . -
2 

Frcm the NICAP collection , · every 20th clipping from the years 

195 0  tbrou.gh l964 _a,nd every 40th _ clipping for 196 5 and 196 6  were 

analyzed . · From the Air Force 1952 collection, five microfillil reels 

were selected as representative' -of the April-September periOd and 

approximately every ·40th item was analyzed until data. had been 

recorded OJl_lOO items .- The NID\P colle�ion had provided 6ni:y 12 

clippings on 1952 . 

After the analysis of the NI CAP collection was completed , �·:it 

was found that the years 196� , 1962 and·{ 1963 were represente<:i by a 
total of six clippings--these were suppl�ted by 3 0  wire service 

and local clippings drawn at random from the Larson collection . 

The total sample of 511 clippings comprised 326 from the 

NICAP collection , 110 from Air Force microfilm of 1947 , 1848 and 1952 

clippings , 3 0  from the Larson collection, 29 from Bloecher ' s  book and 
3 

16 from other sol..U."::!es . 



The instructions for coding data from these clippings are 

presented in the appendix , as is a test conducted on the accuracy and 

consistency of the coding . Discussed on the following pages are 

findings of the analys is :. including instructions for coding when 

needed to explain the data . 

The purposes of the analysis were set forth as : 

To describe the manner in which UFO reports were present� 
in United States daily newspapers for the years 1947-19 6 6 , to 
determine what characteristics were common to the newspapers and 
to the accotmts of UFOs and to discover what correlations there 
may have been between ·the nature of the newspapers and the nature 
of the accOWlts of UFOs . 

Every clipping was classified in one of five four-year cate­

gories and in one of two ten-year categories . Table 13 shows the 

number and percentage of clippings in each period . Also presented ,  

although not used in the �"1a.lysis , is the �-by-ye=r distribution 
of the 511 clippings .  

1947-19.50 - 104 2 0 . 4  
1951-19 54 128 2 5 . 0  
195 5-1958  92  18 . 0  
195 9-19 6 2  6 2  12 . 1  
196 3-1966  125 24 . 5  

.TABLE 13 

� � . -

' _J 

BY PpUOD , 

1 
1948 8 195 8  . 2 2  
1949 5 1959  14 
1950  29  1960  22  
1951 3 196 1  �ll 
195 2  112 19 6 2  1 5  
1953  5 196 3  10 
19.54 8 1964 20 
19g.s ' 8  196 5  ' 35 
195 6  21 196 6  6 0  

A record also wa s  kept o f  the region o f  the country 

the newspaper which published the news item was sit;Jated .
, 

The re 

used were those set by the Bureau of the Census and suggested in 

Data Proces sing by Kenneth Janda ( Northwestern University ?ress , 



::"or the sake of comparison with the number of UFO clippings 

from ea��h region , the number of daily newspapers in each region was 

obtained from The Ayer Directory of Ner..vspaners and Periodicals for 

1 9 5 7 , the middle year of the study . The regions , the number of clip-

pings from each region and the per cent of the total number of 

clippings are shown in Table 14 . PJ.s6 shown is the rank order for each 

region on the basis of UFO news items in the sample and t""le number of 

daily newspapers . 

TABLE 1'+ 

NUMBER AND RANK OF NEWS ITEMS 
MID. NEWSPAPERS , BY REGION 

Region 
New England 
Mid Atlantic 

Clippings 
19 
81 

133 
3 3  

· :77 
. .. _ c. 33 

East North Central 
West North Central 
South 
Border 
Mountain 
West 

_c56 
79 ' 

. Per _ Cent 
3 . 7 

15 . 9  
26 . 0 
-s  .·s 

15 . 1  
. 6 . 5 - - -
11 . 0 . . . 
15 . 5  . 

UFO Rank 
8 
2 
1 
6 
4 

: 6  
5 
3 

Ayer Rank 
7 
3 
1 
4-
2 
6 
8 
5 

- The nl.llllber of UFO -'clippings selected from each ··region :· generally 

appeared to be in accord . w:i.th the number of daily papers .  published 

within the region . · There" were two apparent exceptions : ( 1 )  the high 

concentration of clippings from the: East North Central region , ,,Jthe . 

states of Illinois , Indiana , Michig�, Ohio and Wisconsin , and ( 2 )  

the indication· that newspapers in the ,Mountain region of Arizona , . '�. 
Colorado , Idaho , ·· Montana , Nevada , New Mexico , Utah and Wyoming 

seemed to print more UFO items than would be expected on the basis 

of the number of daily newspapers in the region . 

One reason for the concentration of reports in the East North 

Central region-�ap�� from the number of newspapers there or a bias in 

the sample--may simply have been that UFO reports had been _frequent 
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74 

in the region . The same may have been true for the Mountain states . 

Or , there may have been a reciprocal relationship in which the number 

of UFO �epc�s appeared to be relatively high because of pres s  

attention to the phenomenon . In either event , in a privately published 
1964 book ,  The UFO Evidence , Richard Hall ; then acting director of 

NI'CAP ,  wrote that the five states with the highest frequency of UFO 

reports appeared to be California (West region) , Ohio and Illinois 

(both East North Central) , New Mexico (Mountain) , and Florida ( South) . 

The content analysis also sought information on the times of 

publication of newspapers in the sample and their circula.tions • 

were taken from the Editor & Publisher Yearbook for the year in which 

the news i tern was published . 

The times of .publication _of newspapers in the sample w� 
- - ' --

S�--tO those �f newspapers .:iJ?. general. Most , 334 ,  or 55 · �1. 

were published in the afternoon;  :.160 , or 31�-per · cent, were · publ.iShed 
' - ---� � - ' - .- • , - ' ,--·· · • _ l, -

-in � the  �JIDrning, and a few, .. l7 , , WE!rE! )._isted ·as �g and afternoon 

publications . 

Circula.tion classifications . .  were established .�er the 

$ample had been drawn and other data recorded.: As equal a distribu . 

as };OSsible was sought for circulatiot:l categories . The circulation 

variables which were established are shown in Table 15 . 
!, ,:··�,;:_. 

The sample drawn from NICAP. and Air Force clipping coll 

appeared to be biased in favor of the larger-circulation newspapers , 

those with daily circulations in excess of 20- or 2 5 ; 0 0 0 . 

the sample did include enough news items � the smaller newspapers . 

permit analysis of UFO coverage with circulation as a maj or variable . 



TABLE 15 

NEitJSPAPER CIRCUlATIONS lli 1947-66 SAMPLE 

Ci-�ulation Cate�ories Nu.rr.ber of Pane_"""S Per Cent of Total 

Less than 4 0 , 000 270 5 2 a 8  
More than 40 , 000 241 47 . 2  

Less than 20 , 000  1 8 8  3 6 . 8  
20 , 000  to 100 , 00 0  150 29 . 4  
More than 100 , 000 - 173 3 3 . 9  

Less than 10 ., 000  118 23 . 1  
10 , 000  to 25 , 000  92  18 . 0  
25 , 000  to 6 0 , 000  103 20 . 2  
60 , 000 to 200 , 000 99 19 . 4-
MOre than 200 2000 99 19 . 4-

Apart frcm the region, time of publication and circulation, 

no other characteristics for analysis were recorded for newspapers . 

Canpetitive status was not included as a variable because the - -
questionnaire reSPJnses and the first_ content analysis . indiecited 
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that cariPetitive St:atu.s �k.s not an impo�ant - ·factor ·in coveragef;.tof UFOs. 
- -

. ( '-�.:•,_'• ' '  
. . :: . .  �� . 

Backgrotmd data.: were sought , however , ori the -�·�; ifelii:':� ;-to -. 
• ;- C ,-,_' • .,.;,. ,.• ::..,_ ••• r;- �-- --, 

dateline , the neW's�' agency involved, byline and the na1:ure''Of t#o ( s )  

reported . 

Datelines �- _classified in- one of five ways : (1)  there was 

no dateline and/or the story apparently was of local ·origin ; .  ( 2)  the 

dateline was of another city or area. rwithin the state ; ( 3 )  the dateline 
'· 

was of another state within the same �on or of a state not within 
, -

the region but bordering the state in which the newspaper was pub-

lished ; ( 4 )  the dateline was of national nature in that it was of 

another state not within the same region and not a ·border state � or 

there was no dateline but the story appeared to be of out-of-state 

origin , such as a general wire service story ; ( 5 )  the dateline was of 



another nation . 

This infonna:tion , it was planned , would provide an index as to 

whether newspapers tended to print more local than non-local re!;)Orts . 

The findings are shown in Table 16 . 

TABLE 1 6  

NE/tlS TI'.EM DATEL.u�S ,  194 7-66 

Datel.ine 
lDcal 
Within state 
Within region-border 
NationaJ. 
InternationaL 

Number 
3 01 

76 
36 
94 

4 

Per Cent 
58 ., 9  
14 . 9  

7 . 0 
18 .4  

. a  

The majority of stories within the sample were ones written 

and published within the city or .imnediate area or inmediate area of · 

the newspaper of publication . National stories were a distant � /!3, .......... v., 

in �ecrl.len�J'; state stori�s �·P-re third , and those from bordering 

s.�tes-· or states within the same · region ··as the paper of publication . 
�·: ·<�� ' � " _, - - --- - . J 

Were fourth .· This finding may suWort .Poihts inade l.n Chapter ii--'tllf 
_1� .  coverage of UFOs may_ continue unprompted by wire _ service 

tion to the phenomenon, and that local - coverage --may also provide a 

pool of re�s frcm which wire _service· repOrters can draw material 

for stories . 

Information was sought as �o the news agency producing a 
. 

of a UFO report . The classificatiol) was sevenfold : ( 1 )  the ite1n 

written or appeared to be written by an employee of the paper of 

publication , ( 2-5 ) the item carried the name or logotype of the 

Associated Press , United Press , International �Jews Service or . . ' 
Press International , ( 6 )  the item was produced by a combination of 

any of the above or ( 7 )  by a news service other than those above . 



TABLE 17 

AGENCIES PRODUCING UFO NEWS ITEMS , 1947 -6 6 

News t;gencY.. Number 
Paper of publication 3 3 5  
Associated Press 8 2  
United Press 5 5  
International News Service 1 0  
United Pres s  IDternational 8 
�.tv:Ly combination of above 16 
Other 5 

Per Cent ,... ,. ,.. o o . o  
16 . 0  
10 . 7 ' 

2 . 0 
1 , 6  
3 . 1 
1 . 0  

As would be expected from the information about datelines , 
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- rrost UFO news items in the sample were produced by the paper of publi­

cation. The Associated Press was the second leading souroe . Consider­

ing t:hat the AP was the biggest wire service in the nation , there did 

not appear to be any strong relationships between one particular wire 
service and the coverage of UFO reports . As is shown by the table , 

the percentage of United Press International stories . was consid�ably 

lower� tharf.the�:peroentages .of UP ,and INS stories prior to the 19�8 

merger of ·those twO 'neW6 · services . Hawever , the /repre-senkti.Qn· of . . . - , . . - - · · . -· 

all non;..;local _stor!.es was quite lOW: during the !a,st two periods of 

the -sample � the l'Ost-merger years , 1959-1962  and 1963-1966 . During 

those periods , the papers · of publication produced , respectively , 90  

and 80  per cent of the news items analyzed . 

. To a degree j therefore ; the ��dings supported the . use of 

Associated Press national wire service ',�overage in the preceding 

chapter as an index to wire service coverage in general . 

It was decided that information about bylines might provide 

clues as to who the reporters were who covered repor;'ts of ,UFO. sightL�gs 

or wrote news items about the phenomenon . The findings on bylines 

are shown in Table 18 • 



TABLE 18 

BYLINES ON UFO NEVIS ITEMS , 194 7-6 6 

Bvline Number 
�1ere was no byline 
Reporter ' s na..rne r,.vas given 
By science or aviation writer or editor 
"As told to " reporter by UFO witnes s  
News reporter had seen UFO 

440 
41 

3 
3 
6 

Per Cent 
8 9 . 2  

8 . 3  
. 6  
. 6  

1 . 2  

Obviously , the vast majority of the stories were straight 

accounts of UFO reports , carrying no by lines . In only three of the 

stories was the writer identified as a science or aviation writer , 

editor or reporter. This may be explained , in part ,  by the fact 

that--except for larger newspapers--most papers nay not have· a 

reporter with the title of science writer or science editor . In 

interviews , two men who did hold such titles expressed their ......,'"" __ ...... ...,. 

about coverage _·of UFOs . 

In a · telephone -interview, Wal ter Sulli van ; .  science editor 
of The New ·York Times , said : 

The episodes (of UFO sightings ) are so � elusive . They do 
not occur when someone having tc earn a living can bother with �. When they break , they ·generally have to be �overed by 
general newsmen . 4 

Sulli van said he thought most of the "more solid papers " 
·•_f 

ignored UFOs , at least from the amount of space given to such star . 
j 

Emphasis on UFOs as bre?king news and news of short duration , he 
'• -,� 

said , appears to have kept science writers out of the picture . 

In another intervie�-1 , Arthur Snider . science editor of 

The Chicago Daily News , said interest in UFOs ' 'was legitimate in 
. � 

' 40s and early ' 5 0s � "  but he doubted that interests of science 

writers could be supported now . "after 2 0 years of no evidence . ' '  

continued : 
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I don ' t  believe science writers can or properly should 
tackle the UFO problem , partly because what ' s been said just 
about covers everything . e • there is difficulty in getting 
solid footing for science approach stories . . .  the studies 
that have been scientifically oriented appear to be negative 
about the phenomenon . 5 

Snider pointed out that there were rrore tangible topics such 

as heart transplar1ts , cancex: research j space technology , etc . : corn-

peting for the attention of science writer$ . 

The observation that m::>st UFO reports were covered as brea:Jcing 

stories was supported in the content analysis of 1961-66 clippings 
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with regard to the number of UFO incidents included'=:in each item. That 

analysis fetmd that about 47 per cent of the 1 , 000  stories dealt with 

single � specific UFO reports . 

A sim.ilar analysis was conducted for the 500  clippings selected 

from 1947-66 . Similar to the first study � there were these categories 

for classifying news items : 

(1) 'I'he iten dealt with or mentioned only .one .�if�� 
report as : best determined by time , date , location · and description . 
There may have been more · than one �tness , perhaps scores , but 
the object(s) reported was the same or was said to be so . 

( 2 )  The · item ·dealt with or mentioned nore than one specific -
UFO report ) but all reports were detailed with regard to location 
and date , description or id�tity of those involved . · 

. . '') 
( 3 )  The item dealt with or mentibned .specific report(s )."" as in 

( 1 )  or ( 2 )  but also included refe,rence ( s )  to othe� gene!;'al 
UFO reports occurring elsewhere · c)r previously .seen in the current 
area of -reports . 

· 

(4 )  There may or may . not have been reports. listed or men­
tioned by date location or description : but the item dealt 
pr�ily with general current reports of people seeing or 
reporting UFOs • 

There was a revision in the fifth category..:-that 'dealing 

with historical review or discus sion of the UFO phenomenon--which 

should be explained before the data are presented . 



In the 1961-66  study ; category ( 5 )  included stories which 

were (a) solely historical reviews of the phenomenon , ( b )  discuss 

about the controversy su.rn:>unding UFO reports ; or ( c )  

of UFO sightings which included aspects o f  ( a )  or ( b )  . In the 

analysis , the historical-discus sion category was limited to only 

those stories which strongly emphasized the historical or con-�-" T���= 

aspects of the phenomenon .. If stories were based on specific or 

specific and general reports of UFOs and also included references 

history of the phenomenon , the stories were classified in ,..,�,-cm,....,.,, 
- - -

(1) , ( 2 ) � ( 3 ) or (4)  and not in ( 5 )  as in . the previous stUdy. 

revision resulted in a change in the percentage of category ( 5 )  

stories from 19 . 8 per cent - in the 1961-66 study to 6 . 1 - per cent 

the 1947-66 analysis . However, it was thought the revised system 

more clearly reflected the reason the news . item was 

first place . 

The findings of: the l9q7-66 anal.Ysis are shown 1n Table 19 

TABLE .-19 , -

NATURE OF UFO REPORI' , 1947-66 

Categories Number 
One · specific incident 304 
All specific · 5.3 • 

Specific-general 105 
General · and _current t l7 
Historical · 31  

Per Cent 
5 9 . 6  
10 . 4-
20 . 6  

3 . 3 
6 . 1 

The findings again shOW'ed heavy emphasis upon the one 

UFO report as the basis for a news item . 

A relevant factor not yet discussed is 

to the UFO report . How many witnesses to UFOs were reported in 

items ? How many news i terns were re sed on the · word of j ust one f"\.0'1'"\ei"''T'I '  



In the questionnaire responses , newsmen said they thought the 

number of witnesses was. an important factor in deciding whether to 

print a news i terns about a UFO report . V.las their opinion supported by 

coverage afforded UFOs in fact? 

Every one of the 1947-66  items was ana1yzed as to the number 

of witnesses included in the item. The unit of analysis was the news-

paper item and not the UFO report . Tr�t is � if the news item con­

tained three separate reports of UFOs , each with one witness , then 

the number rE!coroed was three . While "lumping" witnesses together in 

this fashion · may have made the data less concise , it did provide a 

picture of the number of UFO witnesses listed in each news item- and, 

in addition :. a clear picture still could be drawn of the ntmlber of 

witnesses !Ilelltioned - in  individual reports since t.�ere was a high 
• ,  ,,·c:c;· ·-eo;· .;_·;':· . . · . . . e 

. _ . �ent�ge .. ;tJf.,.�� :reports , 59 . 6 ,  m the overall .. $�le • .  

- ·. Thei'.tdta! number of. witnesses irt each . item
. 
was classifi.� 

in one of six ways . 

T.ABLE 20 

NUMBER OF UFO WITNESSES IN NEWS . ITEMS ,  19.47-66 

Number of witnesses 
None reported 
One 
Two _to five 
Suf to ten 
More ·than 10 , dozens 
Scores , hundreds 

Number of news �terns 
4l 
68 

135 
112 \ 

78 . ·� 
7 6  

Per Cent 
8 . 0 

13 . 3  
16 . 5  
22 . 0  
15 . 3  
15 . 0  

.As indicated ) in 41 i terns there was no calculation of the 

number of witnesses . In .rrany cases � these i terns were historical 
• r 

accounts or discussions about . the UFO phenomenon with no reference to 

witnesses . Or the i terns may simply have been neHs accounts tvhich said 

" f1 ying saucers were reported over the area last night " but made no 
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reference to the number of witnesses . 

About 40 per cent of the items referred to a total of � 

one to five witnesses ; 3 0  per cent referred to totals of more than 

10 witnesses . 

Table 21 shows the number of witnesses with regard to the 
.. 

category of the UFO story . 

TABLE 21 

BY NA'IURE OF STORY 

1+ 0 
59 3 

100 2 0  
6 2  20  
4-1 7 I ,  
3 8  3 

3 5 3  1r 

The tciliie . shOWS tha�F� 

specific UFO repbrt, the n�  of -Witnesses was five or reillE!l:"-,czem 

ally fewer it appeared-and in 59 of the cases orily one witness 

mentioned . So many UFO stories ·Were published with a relatively 

number of witnesses to the repo�ed sighting . 

· Tab�e 21 cilso ind�cates ,  predictably , that as · 

UFO reports included in eacl1 story, increased from "one specific" l· ' 
to "specific ana general" reports � tpere was a relative increase � . 
number of witnesses referred to in the news item. 

One item in the table which rray require explanation is 

79 cases the number of witnesses listed for one s�cific ,report wa.S 

. more than 10 , in many cases scores or hundreds . 

reports of one obj ect--sometimes identified as a weather balloon or 



meteor--seen over a wide area . 

In addition to concern with the number of witnesses } the 

analysis also focused on the background of the sources of information 

and witnesses referred to in news stories ,- classifying them into occu-

pational categories similar to those of the 1961�66 analysis . 

Descriptions of the categories are given in detail in the 
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appendix . Generally >  they followed the · categories used in the �96 1-66 

study: .· Air Force UFO investigators , members of private UFO organizations , 

occupations related to aerial phenomena , scientists-technicians , 

public officials and military officers , policemen , newsmen , and a 

category for thOse not included in any of the preceding. 

The ninth category , anonyn:ous , was different than the one 

used in the 1961-66 study. In that study, an ,.erttry was made in the 
/ / 

anonymous category each time there was a rtference to an individual 
whO declinecf ' to 'be-�-identified or . was identified ·. only .. as "a man ' "  

"a nrrtorist ,  " "a high school senior , " etc . In the 194 7-6 6 analysis , 

however ,'-'an >entry was made :in the anonymous - category only when the 

individual was the only witness or souroe of infonnation mentioned 

or refused to give his name . but was quoted 'any way . Thus j if one 

-

-
•

• Jo 

•• 

; j  
witness to a UFO 'sighting was identified and another , to the same 

sighting , was not identified , · no entry woUld - be made in the anonymous 

category . V · 

The reasoning was that in reports of UFOs with several wit­

nesses it would have been difficult or impractical for the newsmen 
to identify every witness and ,  in identifying at least one , the 

re-porter or news agency had provided information to help the reader 

j udge the credibility of the report . 



In the 1947-66 analysis , a distinction was drawn between 

sources of information who did not see the UFO reported (Sources ) 

sOl.II'Ces of information who said they saw the UFO (Hi tnesses ) • The 

1961-66 study was based only on whether the occupational. category 

represented in the news item and not whether the ,individual was a 

source of information or a witness .  

The 191+7-66 anal.ysi.s also atte.rnpted to classify the 

were supportive of or hostile to the 'theory that flying saucers 

reaJ.. Such a classification , it was thought , wouJ.d provide . only . 

index as to . the nature of information presented in news items .........,...,_ , ... 

UFOs . The classifications , it was recognized , could not provide 

information about. the impact of the articles upon readers ' 

of UFOs . / 

;.Statem;ints -in_ the n� O'items �· � on a .l-to-s
' 

..,_......, .... .., .. : 

Detailed directions on coding are presented in the appendix. 

were classified - under · the occuPa,tional categories generally.  in 
of three ways : 

(1) Those conments considered to support , ·  advocate . .  or 
the interpretation that UFOs or flying saucers are real oQj ects 
possibly extraterrestrial , or at. least not understandable in 
tenos of present technology- or known weaponry . 

(3) Those camnents considere9 neither supportive of - nor 
antagonistic to the comments in C 1) , but primarily neutral or 
narrative in dealing with the UFO phenanenon in general or a 
report in particular. That is , conments like something rray be. 
seen when people say they s.=e UFOs , but it is not k:nown what ; 
police received or investigated UFO reports ; pilots looked for 
UFOs in the area in which they had been report�d , but: saw 
nothing-if obj ects had been there they had left . 



( 5 )  Those comments considered to be opposed to , critical 
of , or hostile toward the interpretations offered under ( 1 )  
or those comments which interpret the UFO phenomenon as 
resulting from the misinterpretation of kno� obj ects , i . e .  j 
t!1e UFO re!X)rted �·ras Venus , an airolane , a searchlight , a hoax , - . -
etc . 

Only one response was coded under ea�� oc��pational category--

even if more than one member of the category was quoted or the one 

quoted made several carmnents . The procedure for coding was : ( 1 )  as ·  

explained above ; ( 2 )  if conments were bot!' supportive and neutral ; 

( 3 )  as explained above , or including both supportive and hostile 

conments ; ( 14-)  both neutral and hostile as explained abovE7, and ( 5) 

hostile . 

Classifications were made for comments attributed to·- sources 

and witnesses in each of the 511 items in the 1947-66 sample . _ !�le 2 2  

shows the total number of class-
·
if· ications - ma . .  d_ 

.

e f

· .

or

. 

s. 

--

o

· - -

urc

-
· _ __ es

- -

\an

.

- d : 
.. 

/
l

. :

tnesses 

along a 'continUum from (1) . supporting th� theory ·�tc fl�ing saucers 

are real to ( 5 )  opposing such a theory. 

Sources 
Witnesses 
Total 

TABLE 22  

COMMENTS . ATI'RIBUI'ED TO SOURCES AND 
WITNESSES IN UFO NEWS ITEMS 

Classif�cat:J..ons 
1 2 3 4 5 Total 
2 3  14 3 76 8 6  131 6 3 0  

364 72 22'9 3 0  19 714 
3 8 7  8 6  6 0 5  116 150�� .  1344 

. 'O"'''I.)o. 

Means 
3 . 4 6  
1 . 97 -

The table shows- a fairly even distribution between the· total . 

number of classifications ma.de for sources ; 6 3 0 , and the total made 

for witnesses , 714 , suggesting that the news coverage , too , was 
( 

balanced in this regard . Also indicated was that comments attributed 

to sources gener�lly ocnosed the theoPJ that flying saucers were from 
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outerspace or were some form of new weaponry--the mean source cor.rnnen· 

Wa.s 3 . 46--and that corrnnents attributed to witnesses , perhaps 

generally suororted �uch theories . The mean witness 

tended to be ' 'neutral or narrative '' in nature and were classified as 

( 3 )  . 

Table 2 3 shows an analysis of the comments by occupation:ai �·�· · 

categories . The table shows (1)  the number of items in which the 

occupational category was refen � to as a source of :infornation or 

a witness , ( 2 )  the per cent of �,:£.terns in which the occupational 

gory was referred to as a source .. 9I' witness ,  and ( 3 )  the mean V g,..J .......... . ,,t� 

of all comments attributed to sources and witnesses within each 

occupational category . 

Occupational 

' 
SCIENTISTS : 

not m-
eluded in above 

ANO:NYMOUS 

TOTALS 

TABLE 2 3  \ 
\ 

MEAN;. :COMMENT., _:NTJMBER =AND PER \CEN!,;,OF �CES · · � 

TO SOURCES AND wrrNESSES IN UFO .NEWS· ITEMS 

o u r c e s l. n e s s e s 
No . of % of ·  Meair · No . of % of Mean 

items total comment · i terns total conment 

79 15 . 5  3 . 94 . None None None 79 

15 2 . 9  1 . 93 3 . 6  1 . 0 0 

122  2 3 . 9  3 . 4 5  . 100 19 . 6 2 . 11 2 2 2  
. .  , 

107 2 0 . 9  4 . 0 2 19 3 . 7  2 . 4 2 12 6 
� -\.<.  

68 · ,  13 . 3  3 . 22 18 3 . 5 1 . 7 2 86 

8 5  16 . 6  3 . 15 2 8  5 . 7 2 . 2 9 113 

113 2 2 . 1  3 . 14 ' 8 8  17 . 2  1 . 8 1 2 0 1  

31 6 . 0 3 . 51 3 6 3  71 . 0  1 . 9 0 3 94 

10 2 . 0  3 . 6 0 9 5  18 . 6  2 . 0 5 1 0 5  

6 3 0  3 . 4 6  7 14 1 . 9 7 1 3 4 4  



There appeared to be at least five observations which could 

be made on the basis of the data in Table 2 3  .. 

( 1) All occupational categories --with the exception of 

8 7  

individuals and anonymous--appeared in news i te.rns more often as sources 

of information than as witnesses to UFO sightings . 

( 2 )  For all categori-es , - the mean witness corrment was lower 

than the mean source comment ,  indicating that t.."le witnesses tended to 

be more convinced of the reality of flying saucers . 

( 3 ) The most. skeptical occupation al category among both sources 

and witnesses was that of scientists-technicians . 

( 4) · - .Those
- appeai'ing · to be "� convinced" anong UFO witnesses 

were public officials, and military officers and policemen . The 

former category _ consisted primarily of locally . elected and appointed 
' 

officia.l� app��g in ,9nly;,_·l8<:).tems . �;: · 
· .-

. . . , . . .  . . ' \\ ·. _ . ,: � ·_ 
- - -� < & l,  .. �--����·· ��- ��t. freq�ent �itnesrs : .to a UFg. 1',port,_ as 

' -'·--.'.�"�>: : . 

founc=; in the -news :·:i.tems , was .. an .. individual not classifiable �:und�·� 

of the .reiativ��r specific occupational categories . �  

Major diff�ces between the 1947-66 . analysis and the 1961-66 

analysis appeared_ �"- be- the -higher percentage of . ' 'indivipual'' witriesses 
·u 

recorded from the 1947-66 sample--71 per cent to 54 per cent-and 'Tthe ' ' 

accompanying - deerea�� �in references to members• of UFO - . organizations 

such as NICAP and APR0-7from 11 per cent - to 3 per cent . The differe..11ces 

may have been attributable to the fact that the 1947-66  items con­
s isted primarily. of reports of UFO sightings while the 19 6 1- 6 6  

clippings provided rrore general coverage o f  the UFO ' phenomenon ; 

including stories about touring speakers . Also , the 19 61-6 6 analysis 

was based only on local news items , while the 1947- 6 6  analys is was 



based on local and wire service coverage . 

Similarities between both analyses of UFO news items 

( 1 ) despite differing percentages ; the most frequent reference 

l::oth studies was to those .in the ' ' individual 11 category , and 

rr.ost frequent references to those in the rrore specific occupa 

categories were to those in qccupations related to 

and aerial phenomena . 

Further , in the 1961- 6 6  analysis it was found that in 
cent of the news items there was no reference to any individual or 
agency classified under the specific occupational categories .  

cases , the news items appeared to � be based solely upon the report' 

that an individual or an anonymous source said he had seen a uro � ·· �· 

the 1947�66 study, a count 1was made � of the number of ite.'llS .in v·u. &..ll. ..... , .. ,;· 

the only reference was to an "individual ' or !anon�1rous ! '  witness. . ' 
It was found :ctllat in�· lll·; · ,Of,. 21'-: 9  per cent o1\ .. the 511 i -

� . � . . \ .  . . . . . . � 
. 

the source for all informat;en appeared to be ·the ''individuals��; :, · 

anonymous person5 · .who ·said they had cseen UFOs . · . That is , in the 

items , there was no reference to local police , 

Force, or other. sources as providing information to corroborate ' 

credit or elaborate upon the flying saucer re:port received and 
.. 

by the newspaper or wire service;. - And )  as noted in Table 2 3 � iri 
per .cent or 9 5  of the 511 items at l��st one of the UFO reports 

�ttributed only tc an anonym:>us sotl.!"Ce . 

An analysis of the 111 source-la��g ite.� indicated that , 

as suspected in the previous study > m;>st of the i ternS lacking ref 

to any substantive source or agency were printed in the srraller · 

circulation newspapers . 



TABLE 24 

CIRCULATION OF fiDtJSPAPERS PRThTING 
SOURCE-lACKING NB"t1S ITEMS 

Circulation 
category 

Less than 2 0  j 0 0 0  
2 0 : 0 0 0- 1 0 0 , 0 0 0  
r1ore than 100 ) 0 0 0  
All newspaoers 

Number 
of ite.'TIS 

6 3  
2 8 
2 0  

ill 

Per cent of total 
ite.'TIS in catego�; 

3 3 . 5  
18 . 6  
11 . 5  
2 1 . 9 . 

As shown by the table , as circulation increased the prop6rtion 

and number of source-lacking items decreased significantly . In news­

papers with circulations W1der 20 , 000 , one-third of the news items 

referred only to "individuals ' :  or anonymous \Sources who said they had 

seen UFOs . In newspapers with circulations over 100 , 00 0 , such 

limited sources appeared in 11 per cent of the items analyzed . 

Few of the 111 SQUI"IC!e-lacking items could be attributed to 

a news · agency .OthE!r than. the paper of publication. That is : the i terns 
,.. ' -, _,. . . •� ' ' '.- . 

generally consisted of local UFO reports writt� by·Yn��- �:"'�king . . . . ' ().\ .  
for the paper(s )  of publication. Percentagewise ,  68  per cent of . the 

lll items....;.;and 76 per cent of the 63 .  in the low circulation category-­

� stories· about local � reports ; 77 · per cent . of the lll items-­

and 79 per cent of those in the low . circulation category--appe� to 

be written by employees of the papers .of publicd:tion .  The absence of 

any substantive sources in UFO news itf=lT15 , therefore , was traceable 

to local news coverage of primarily local events . 

A broader analysis of sources and witnesses appea.ring i., tJFO 

news items was conducted by combining the nine occupatio� categories 

into three groups with respect to their roles in the UFO phenomenon . 

The first clas sification comprised so-called ; :expert" sources 
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and witnesses whose occupations ) assignments or avocations presumed 

familiarity with the UFO phenomenon or aerial phenomena 5 or 

they were competent to· .comment upon the · scientific aspects of the 

UFO phenomenon . Members of the "expert" "category were Air Force UFO,c . 

investigators , members of UFO organizations :; scientists and t 

and those classified in occupations related to aerial phenomena . 

the 3 6 6  total references to soUrces and witnesses in the "expert_" 

category, only 18 were to members of UFO organizations ) .. 
The second category comprised "semi-expert" witnesses and 

sources whose occupations , assignments or. q.vocations may have re� .
· 

in occasional contact with UFOs or .. aerial Pt'ienanena in general . 

this category were public officials , military officers not listed 

"expert ; " newsmen and policemen . 

The third : category comprised"references 

anonymous sources. · and • witnesses . It ·was called "inexpert" becal.lS�� ;.�� 
. ·  / 

_,. '"- � 

there was no indication the subject should be classified in ei"ther . 

the first two categories or had .� BnY particular canpetence to comnent · . 

upon or � involved with UFOs . 

Table 2 5  shows the frequency with which each of the three 

classifications was represented in the 511 news 

either source or witness . 

TABLE 2 5  

EXPERr-INEXPERT AS SOURCES AND WITNESSES 
IN UFO NEWS �1S ) 1947-66 

Source 
Witness 
Total 

Expert 
249 
117 
3 6 6  

Semi-expert 
2 0 9  
115 
3 24 

Inexoert 
38 

426 
464  

Total 
496  
6 5 8  

1154 



As indicated by the table , the "expert" and "semi-expert" 

classifications tended to be found rrost often as a sources " o f  infor-

nation about UFOs . The � 'inexpert" classification ;; however , r,.;as found 

most often--by far--among rtlitnes ses to UFO sightings . 

Other information about the appearance of sources and witnesses 

in UFO news items was found in analyses of the periods covered by the 

sample , the nature of the news i terns and ·the circulations of the news-

papers . 

Sane pertinen-t - f�s were : 

1.  Data on sources of infonnation ar.d witnesses o f  UFOs we..� 

analyzed on the basis of years covered by the surv�y . It generally 

was found that references to '"expert" witnesses tended to decrease 

from the first to ti.e fifth period while references to ' 'inexpert ;' 

witnesses tended to increase . 

"expert" Witnesses Wa.s the 19 59-19 6 2  periOd . It was not clear why . - -- - ' - ' . ,. -. " � . - . 
That period � hoNever : as sham by Grapbs 1 and 2 in Chapter ii , 

appeared to be the lowest in press attention to UFOs • The period also 

was the smallest in the sample , with 6 2  items J and was supplemente<:l ' ,  0 

with clippings drawn from the Larson coll�ction . 
- - � .. 

Table 2 6  shows the percentage of s"teries which included 

references to "expert" and "inexpert" witnesses for each of the five 

periods surveyed . 

TABLE 2 6  

EXPERT-INEXPERT AS WITNESSES , BY PERIOD 

Witnes s  
Expert 
Inexpert 

4 7 - 5 0  
3 5 . 5  
7 8 . 8  

5 1- 54 
2 2 . 6  
71 . 0  

5 5- 5 8  
19 . 5  
8 8 . 0  

5 9-6 2 
3 0 . 6  
8 8 . 7  

6 3 -6 6  
11 . 2  
9 3 . 6  

9 1  



It was found that references to , ·inexpert:' witnesses 

references to "expert" ones for each of the 

least difference be��een the two in 194 7 - 5 0  and the 

in 19 6 3 -6 6 . 

Such references �so were analyzed for stories with � � ·J� 

local datelines and for stories with non-local datelines , that 

lines from other cities and other states . It was found that 

with non-local datelines included more references to "expert" wit""""c 

nesses than stories of local origin.  For berth . types of stories , 

ever, the percentage of references to "expert" wi�esses 

decreased during the years covered by the nurvey. 

Dateline 
I.ooal 
Non-local 

TABLE 27 

ITEMS P.-.:" £ EP.R!NG. TO EXPERT' WITNES(,'ES : 

47-50 
26 . 0  
43 . 1  

BY DATELINE ,  BY PERIOD· 

51-54 
15 . 3· 
27 . 6  

5 5-58 5 9-62 
15 .1 .c - 32  . o  
30 . 7  2 5 . 0  

63-66 
. .  10 . 6  � 
13 � 1  . 

Total . ' '  
18 . 3 : .  
29 . 5 · 

A s� analysis was made for references to 

witnesses . It was fotmd that : generally , the non-local items 

relatjvely fewer references to ! �inexpert! :  witnesses . 
. . 

and non-local items , however, the Percentage of such witnesses 

appeared to .increase during the perioo under study . 

Dateline 
weal 
Non-local 

TABLE 2 8  

ITEMS REFERRING TO INEXPERT WITNESSES ; 
BY DATELINE " BY PERIOD 

% of items referring to · inexpert 
4 7 - 5 0  5 1- 54 5 5 -5 8 5 9-6 2 

8 9 . 0  8 0 . 7  8 7 . 8  9 0 . 0  
7 0 . 6  64 . 4  8 8 . 4  8 3 . 3  

witness 
6 3 -6 6  

9 6 . 5  
8 6 . 8  

Total 
9 0  
74 . 3  



2 .  In related analyses ; it was found that news items written 

locall y carried more references to ' ! inexpert : witnesses and fewer 

references to "expert" witnes ses than those ite.rru5 written by a non-local 

neHs agency , such as the As sociated Press or United Press International . 

It also was found that "expert ' ·  sources and witnesses tended to be 

included more often in news items about general reports of. UFO s�ght­

ings than in items dealing with single or specific reports . 

Tables 29 ·and ·30 show ( 1 )  · the per cent of references to 

"expert" and. l4tinexpert•• wi�ses bY local and. non-lo&d·: · news agencies , 

and ( 2 )  th� per cent of references to ' �expert1' witnesses and sources 

as found in news accounts dealing with specific and . general reports 

of UFOs . 

TABLE 2 9  

c :REll::RENcE�cTd �EXPERt;·o·�· . 
WITNESSES , BY<NE;WS ���·/.:: 

News agency 
Per cent of J.. terns wi t11 references to:  

� witness IneXpert . Witness 
U:>cal 
Non-local 

16 . 4  90 . 3  
34 . 6  . 70 . 4  

TABLE 3 0  

REFERENCES TO EXPERT WITNESSES , .  SOURCES.,  
BY NATURE OF UFO REPORT . 

Nature · of 
UFO report 

Per cent of items w�th references to : 

Single-specific 
General s ighti.ngs 

Exoert witness Exoert source 
+ 19 . 6  4 0 . 9  

3 0 . 7  6 6 . 7  

3 . INhen sources of information and references to witnesses 

were analyzed on the basis of newspaper circulation , it was found that 

references to witnesses in the :expert " categories tended to increase 
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as circulation did . It was also found that � as circulation increas 

ner..vspapers tended to print fe'"..ver UFO reports of local and state 

and more of regional or national nature . And ; as circulation · r.�-.r,== 

the n�ber of witnesses mentioned in n��s ite� tended to increase . 

These tendencies are shor,..m in Tables 31 , 3 2 and 3 3 . 
TABLE 3 1  

REFERENCES TO EXPERT SOURCES AND 
wrrnESSES ,  BY CIRCUlATION 

Circulation 
Less than 20 , 000  
20 � 000-100 , 000 
MOre than 100 , 000  

Less than 20 , 000 
20 , oo o-1oo , ·ooo 
More thBri. -100 ;C:JOO 

Per cent of �terns with references to : 
Expert source Expert witness 

37 . 8  . 13 . 8  
5� . 0  18 . 7  
56 . 1  36 .�  

TABLE 3 2  

'Natt;re" of datelirie (percentage} __ _ _ 

:'- ; �I.ocal< · . -- Non-local 
122_ (64. .,,�) 66 (35 . 1) 
91 .� ( 60 . 7) 59 ( 3 9 . 3) 
as- C 5o .,9)  - ss - C49 . 1) 

TABLE 33  

NUMBER OF UFO WITNESSES , BY CIRCf.JLA.TION 

� :Nt:Uiiber- and- per centf: of news i te.'11S re­
ferr'ing to 1��" or 6 or rrore witnesses 

Circulation one to f�ve sJ.X or more 
Less thari 20 , 000· 89 (1+7 . 3) 84 (44 . 3 )  
2 0 ; 0 00-100 , 00 0  5 9  ( 3 9 . 3 ) 8 0  ( 5 3 . 3 ) 
MOre than 100 , 00 0  55  ( 3l . R ) 1 0 3  ( 5 9 . 5 )  
�·: Percentage total for circulation s ize is les s  than l O O  

because items listing , jno witnesses ' ·  we� omit:ted . 



Chapter Summarv 

Ma�y of the details� presented and the questions raised in this 

c.�pter r:Jill be revie�.;ed and discussed at greater length i.'l the rest of 

the text . It renains for this sumnary to review major findings of the 

three studies : to suggest r,.;here t-he stt1dies differed , and to suggest 

where they were simi.l.a.r . 

Maj or Findings 

The questionnaire Stll:Vey of neNSpapermen indicated they 

thought that > ftan - the · standpoint of circulation , the larger neNSpapers 

were �re selective and restrained in publishing UFO reports . The 

main criterion for printing / UFQ  reports , for all sizes of newspapers ) 

�-ras said to" be the number of wi tnes'ses or the n.:.::-1-)er of reports . .,., ' j .  ,. · , ·:. �--._ l: ·:c � , _  . 

involved • .  ,: The �� · newspapers , however , · were  sa.id- nore often 
·
to 

:.->'_�;- ,;,_'fj.: � ,-� - - : -., '- ' l'� 

tend not to p�int UFO reports beca�e there was ---an inSufficient -

number of witnesses , official sources were skeptical of the report , or 

the UFO sighting was considered to be an isolated case . 

The content analysis of the 1 , 000 !.arson clippings indicated 

that the most comnon UFO news item dealt with one specific UFO report . 

The most frequently mentioned occupational� groups in UFO items were 

those related to the fields of law enforcement and aerial phenomena • 

References to these·· occupational groups : however : were exceeded by ref­

erences to individuals not classifiable in any particular group and 

other "anonymous sources . It was found that 2 1  J;e,r cerrtr of the n�·7S 

items appeared to be based entirely upon the testi'116ny of some :tindi-

vidual or • :anonymous witness who said he ho.d se<2n a LTC } 211� th.e 
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items included no references to any other news source or agency . 

appeared that such n sollr"'Ce-lac..'l(ing" items were printed rrost often 

smaller circulation - newspapers . 

'The mre comprehensive a1!al ysis 

des�iptive data presented :in Tables 14 through 3 3 . Generally , 

analysis suggested that l'OC)St UFO news i terns tended to be reports 

one specific UFO sighting , 12rinted in the local newspaper and 

by employees of that paper ; in 1+0 per cent of all items , the � �I,.,U�LI.,I'I:;;;J.. 

of witnesses was five or fewer ; 

pational categories in -the news 

and aerial phenanena. ; "individual" witnesses to UFO reports , 

appeared in 71 per cent of the news items . ltrl analysis of conments 

attributed to sources cf information and UFO witnesses indicated 

the witnesses tended to be more' convinced of �,e reality of flying 
� \.: - ' - ' 

saucers and that the mosi skepticil oc-cupational · category
. for 

sources ·  and witnesses was that cii scientists and technicians . - · 

21 . 9 per cent of the, 511 news ttems 1 the only news source 

was an "individua1: j  or anonymous person who said he had seen a UFO . 

Reliance upon so-called "expert" witnesses and sources appeared to ,-

v�; directly with newspaper circulation . 

.. . �-'· References to "expert" 
witnesses were relatively more conrndn during the early years 

, _  ,"1 ( 
coverage ;  references to "inexpert" witnesses relatively more 

during the later :rears of the study . 

Differences 

The questionnaire responses which said newspapers decided 

whether to print UFO reports on the �s is of the nuTber of r:i;tJ'"1.es s�s _ 

'cc_:zr,ic' ' -rAr 



or number of reports involved appeared to be contradicted by the con-

tent analys is findings that most" UFQ r.e�·7S items r,-rere based on 

s:.n.;2.e i.""lci:ie11ts an� t�t L""l 40 �e!" cent of the cases the i terns 

�entioned five or fewer witnesses . 

Similarities 

The questionnaire and the two content analysis studies sug­

gested that press coverage of UFOs , by and large , consisted primarily 

of local newspaper coverage of local UFO reports , with occasional 

peak periods of widespread news coverage involving wire services and 

other news agencies . The chief sources of information for such news 

accounts appeared to be ... . mdividual " and anonymous persons not class-

ifiable under any of the seven specific occupC:l. ��  onal categories . With­

in those specific ciategories ,  the most frequent references we...""'e to 
� � 

occupationS or avocations related to,�:-: law/ enforcement or aerial phe-

nomena . 
<� 

� . 

The- questionnaire res�ndents said that larger newspapers 

tended to rely more often than smaller ne�papers upon official sources 

--such as the Air Force , police or weath�an--in deciding whether to "'' 
publish a UFO report . . This r,as su�ported by content analysis find-
ings that "expert" and " semi-expert '!, sources were mentioned more fre-

quently in news items from the larger newspapers . 

In both content analyses ) it was found that atout 21 �Er cen� 

of the ne�vs ite.'!ls referred only to anonymous or ' "ir;divid�al 1 '  persons 

with no references to other sources . Such items . were found primarily 
among lower circulation :-te�·7Spa�ers , as shct·.rn by T.:tble 2 4 . Such a 

tendency may have ocCUTTed because the lower circulation net-1spapers 
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�ew or trusted individual nev7S sources more so than larger circula · 

newspapers , or the smaller newspapers simply may have been more 

to print LTO itc� as local news--a tendency suggested 

na� respons es . 



CHAPI'ER Dl 

ADDITIONAL DATA ON PRESS COVERAGE OF UFOS · 

Ini::r'oduction 

The charts and tables and much of the discussion in the pre­

ceding chapter presented a relatively quantitative description of press 

coverage of UFOs . .  While perhaps · answering some questions . about the 

nature'-� extent. of such coverage , the data may have left some 

questions unanswered � ra4.sed others • 

For example , while information was present� on th� occupations 
. 

of UFO witnesses , as reported by the ·press ,  no points- of comparison 

were provided . Were the witnesses found in the news_ items representa­

tive of the population at large? How did the oecupations of witnesses· 
."\ 

found in the press compare with occupations of UFO witnesses as recorded 
by the Air Force? What reasons might the.� be for similarities or --!..:, --
differences uncovered by such comparisons ? 

Also , the analyses in the preceding chapter did not deal with 

some of the psychological aspects of lJFO reports , for i.'1Stance ,  <r;..;i th 

stories of contacts with extraterrestrial beings . One re�son for this 

omiss ion was that the Air Force and NICAP press clipping collections 
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consisted primarily of straight news stories of UFO s ightings . 

and related reason., was that stories 

t'errestri.3.l contacts made uo only a srnall �orticn of the ne�·TS 

in general . Nonetheless , there rray be questions abou-r the · 

af�orded �he more bizarre aspects of the UFO phenomenon . 

Further , the analyses did not provide information regarding 

reasons why some individuals may report UFOs and others , the majori 

TIE.y not . Information on these points , including data collected 

public opinion poll conducted by the University of Colorado UFO 

Proj ect , will be presented in this chapter . 

Three baS.ic questions to be considered in this chapter ) 

are : ( 1 )  How do the occupations of UFO witn�sses as reported in 
press compare to occupations of witnessr..-s found in Air Force 

and in the population In · geheralf;C 2) What general observations
· 

� \ ·- ,.') __ ) 
made about the rore bizarre p�Ychologicai aspects of the;· uroc: ·. 
enon and attendant . press coverage? ( 3 )  

reasons an individual will or; will not report seeing what he 

a flying saucer? 

Occupational Backgrounds of UFO •tJitnesses �, 

f. 
In the content analyses of � 

ceding chapter , certain tendencies were observed as to the occupa 

of the UFO witnesses and soll!"::es of infonnation mentioned in net:vs 

stories . The most frequent references to UFO �·7i tnes ses �ve� to . ( 
viduals in occupational categories classified as "inexpert . .  , 

nexpert ''  and " se.TTli-expert " clas s ifica-:icns � the :!10s-: fr�quent 

ences were to individuals in the occupational categories of aerial 



101 
phenomena and law enforcement-security . 

To determine whe·ther there were any differences betw'een occu-

pations of UFO rNitnesses reported in the press and those of �v.itnesses 

found in A i �  Force reports � the occupations of witnesses identified in 

from those made to ?r:>j ect Blue Book over a s ix-year period 3 19 6 1-6 6 . 

The months sampled --three from each year;_-were the same 18 months as 

those in the sample of the I..arson press clipping collection . An · effort 

was· �e to sample every fourth report in the monthly files . In some 

ca.Ses ; -. n6t all reports were included in the monthly .file , and _some re­

ports which were · -included contained no infonnation a.PQut the witnesses • 

·Table 34 shows the rronths included in 

the analysis of A±r Force UFO reports > the 

number of �po��: P:rx,ject Blue Book received 

,- -�- -, �·- __ , ' .- . -

a:na1Y¥�tas�.:·f�g:�:t-h��:;��tian(-sJ · �of Wiine�q-

(esf �illvolved� · The occupations of wi triess-­

es were classified into the nine occupa-
-- - ' 

tional ·ca-t;egories - used in the analyses of 
newSpaper items , as explained in the pre-

ceding . chapter , 

· · -ror· two reasons .. it was not appro-
_,.�, 

priate · · to compare the findings of the Air 
Force analysis di.�ctly against the anal­

ysis of the 1 7 000  news items in the Larson 

collection . First , the analysis of the 

Larson clippings did not distinguish be-

TABLE 34 

AIR FORCE UFO REPORTS 

Air Force Reports 
Y·2ars /�cc , ,,d _ .An-:tlyzed 
l96J/�2·' '. 0';:;�119 • 33 
J� .. . . ·, , :� - - �7 15 . 

- �:;c ::c '  ' ii 1� 
I 1962 99 - 2 3  

Aug . . .. 5 2  . 12 

. JaJJ. , c' > 26 6 
Mar. . 21 5 

1963 92  2 3  
Aug 52 13 
May 2 3  6 
Jan 17 � c  4 

19 64 153  36  
May 83  19  
Nov 51 12 
Jan 19 5 

1965 3 3 8  8 2  
Aug 262  64  
Mar 43  10 
Jun 3 3  8 

1966 280  59  
Mar i 5 8  34  
Jul 101 2 0  
Feb 21 5 

Total 10 8 1  2 5 6 

trtJeen witnesses to UFO sightings and sources of infor.rra.tic-n �·lho -::id not 
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see IJTOs --they were combined in a broad category of "ne�"tiS sources '.! 

Second , while the .Air Force sa�ple consisted entirely of reports of 

single UFO incidents , only 54 per cent of the Larson clippi.J1gs deal. 

i.ng proces s --could not be extracted for co!!!parison �gair1st the Air 
Force reports . 

In the more detailed 1947-66 analys is � however ; a 

was drawn between witnesses and sources of information appearing 

news items . Also , the 304 items dealing with single UFO incidents 

could be analyzed independently of the 207 dealing with rore than 

incident or none at all . About 40 per cent of the 3 04 items were 

published during the general time period covered by the Air 

analysis � 
� � - . 

In comparing the · �cupational · categ�i�/.:S of UFO · · 

found in news ·items and ;:in  Air ' Foroe files , it was decided .also :; · 
� ' - - ·  . . 

- - · ' ;·<� 
deternti.ne the representatio�;·�of �the. categories in the nation in 

The 1960 census of the civilian labor fqrce listed 6 8  million., .... ._.._,r. .... "" 

in 2 9 7  detailed :occupations • The nt;nber of workers and ""'�'-w.�� 

were clas sified into appropriate _occupational categories . 
""'·· 

In addition to the census reports , the U . S .  Statistical 
.. 

provided data on the number of actiye military officers in 1960 . � 
number of licensed pilots in the nation . Military officers �ere 
eluded in the occupational category of r : elected-appointed official . 

and military officers � and pilots were included in the category of 

"aerial phenomena . " 

Table 3 5  shows the nine occupational categories included in 

ana1ysis of press clippings and Ai.r Force UFO rspcrts . The pe!"'Cer.t' 



figures show the representation of each category ( 1 ) in news items in 

the 1947-66 sample , ( 2 )  in Air Force UFO reports ; and ( 3 ) i.J1 the 19 6 0  

census . 

TABLE 3 5  

OC0J?A':'IOi,TS OF UFO :·JT:': :ESSE:3 I: I  :.rz.·JS l'l'l:.I·!S .�..: TD 
AIR FORCE REPORTS ; OCCUPATIONS I!'1 19 6 0  CENSUS . 

Occupational 
Cateogry 
UFO · INVESTIGATORS : 
Hynek, Ai:r Force 
UFO ORGANIZATIONS : 
NI CAP , APRO others 
AERIAL PHENOMENA: 
Pilots , FAA, radar 
TECHNICIANS , 

SCIENTISI'S : 
ELECI'ED-APPOINTED 
0£ .t J.CIALS ;H:li.i.""TARY 
NEWSMEN :··· · RePo.I1:.ers ,­
broa.deasters { ·mE!dia. 
LAW ENFO�QE21ENT-
SECURITY: c' · .  , . 
TIJDIVIDUAt.S--LIJ.9t . _w• 
elUded m· · abOve . 

Per cent of i terns m whiCh 
named as a UFO witness* 

News Reports Air Force Reports 

o . oo 0 . 00 

0 . 32 1 . 00 

15 . 78 15 . 2 . 

2 . 6 3 5 . 5  

1 . 64 s . s  
�// . 

4 . 6  2 . 7 . 

13 . 81 9 � 0  
74 . 34 . 75 . 0  

/ / 
/ 

. - - � 

Representat�on 
of category in 
census of 196 0  

Not applicable 

Not applicable 

0 . 84 

1 . 13 

1 . 26 

. 17 

96 . �- . 

ANONYMOUS : . 18 . 75 1 .  0 Not ann1icable 
TOTAL , NUMBER  .nr -

SAMPLE :  3 0 4  2 5 6  
* Percentages total more than 100 because more than one category rray . 

be · found in UFO reoorts with several witnesses . "" 

• 
The - dita in the table seemed · to support at least - six general 

observations : 

1 .  According to the 1960 census , 9 6  per cent of the nation ' s  

work force
· would have been classified in the "individuals · �  category ; 

' r 

that TIEY explain why the largest occupational category of UFO wit-

nesses :> as found in the press and /ur Force reports , was that of 

individuals not included in any of the more specific c,3.tegories . 

l0 3 



2 . Occupational groups such as aerial phenomena and lar,.,r 

enforc��ent-security seemed to relat�vely small in the population 

large . It seemed predictable :. hO':.;ever � that such groups should be 

�presented more frequently among UFO witnesses--as was 

simply because the nature of their occupations appeared 

them into contact with the phenomenon . 

3 • Press accounts contained more references to anonymous 

UFO witnesses than did the Air Force files-18 per cent to 1 per t"''o""'.,..;"'��,;c:;;;-�� 

This seemed predictable for two reasons : ( 1) local Air Force bases 

unlikely to fprward to Proj ect Blue Book reports from anonymous 

phone callers , but such reports did appear in the pres s  often , and 

( 2 )  the Air Force could promise a UFO witness a degree of anonymi · 

and still record his name in Air' Force files > while the press 

not prOmise ai"lonymity and record· the · name in it--: news columns . 

4 .  - rn·· the news it� and in the Air Force re�rts ' : ,�the-: · .• 

frequency of references to the categories of aerial phenomena � ·-
·
---·· -·.-�-

individuals seemed approximately· the same . The Air Force 'r\C'I'V"\''�e!':�:C�:; 
. ,� -;� : ... 

however .: did seem �o include . �latively more references 
rJ. ' ,--

pilots . 

:\,\. 
5 .  The news items appeared to contain rrore references 

witnesses in . the categories of newsmen and law enforcement . 
. -, 

6 . The Ai:r Force files appecL�d to contain rore ref 

the news ite� to the occupational categories of technicians -scien 

and public officials-rnili tary . Those in the latter category a.,LJ"'""�­

in UFO news i terns with about the same frequency as they did in 

population at large ; 1 . 64 per cent to 1 . 2 6 per cent . 
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between Air Force and press references to public officials and military 

officers see� to arise primarily from the fact that .� Force files 

contaL�ed far �ere refe�ences to milit��' off�cers who had �eoorted 
UFOs . 

The comp,�.,..,ison of P.J.:r: Force and r;r-=ss data ir:cluded a.na.lysis 

of the number of witnesses recorded for each of the 2 56 Air Force 

cases and for each of the 3 04 single-incident UFO news items . 

TABLE 36 

NUMBER OF WITNESSES m NEWS ITEMS , 
AIR FORCE UFO REPORTS 

Number of 
witnesses 
One 
Two-to-five 
.six�tO-ten 

� .More than ten 
�_\Scores .. lOOs ' . ' 

Per cent 
News items 

19 .. 7 
33 . 3  
2 0 . 7  
13 . 7  
12 . 7  

of cases 
Ai:r Force · 

5 7 . 8  
34 . 0  

2 . 7 
5 .. 5 

As indi.Cat�c(by the table :; the inajorfty of UFO case� for, . both 
/� 

news items and .the�Air - Force had five or fewer witnesses . The Air 
Force (2!;es in particular tended to, have a lew number of witnesses . 

The relatively l'li.grt::pereent�ge of newspaper ite.'IlS with m::>re than 10 

or scores of witnesses was attributable , in part �  to the inclusiQn of 

news items abot.lt UFOs--rnany later identified as meteors or wec;tht:r - - " -- - _. - -

balloons--seen across several states but,c still constituting a single 
UFO � ncident � 

The Air Force data were for the years 1961  through 19 6 6 . In 

research of Air ·Force files , this study also found an analysis of UFO 
. � 

· reports , by number of witnesses ; for the year 19 60 . · Although the 

numbers of witnes ses were recoreed in s lightly �iffe�rrt cat-2g0ries 



for 19 6 0 , the rraj ority of s ightings were one-witnes s  incidents and 

rr.cre t"1a..� 70  per cent of the reports had fewer than four witnesses . 

TABLE 37  

NT.JMB ER  OF �ATI'TI'-TESSES IN AJ:R FORCE REPORTS : 19 6 0  

Number of 
�·Ji tnes ses 
One 
Two 
Three 
Four or nnre 

Per cent of 
19 6 0  cases 

5 1 . 5 
15 . 4  

4 . 9  
28 . 0  

Cults and Contactees 

One aspect of press coverage of UFOs untouched by analysis 

occupational categories and numbers of UFO witnesses was coverage o 

the fringe element popularly referred to as the ' 'kooks . "  That 

generally has been applied to t� witn�sses or pe�icipants 
UFO phenomenon who seem rrotivated . primarily. by psycholo�iCal 

or needs . 

From the standpoint of numbers alone, the fringe element · · 
. . 

appears to be a relatively minor aspect of the UFO phenomenon . 
example , from 1957 through 1966 , 1;he Air Force classified only 241 

or 3 . 6  per cent ) of the 6 , 60 5  UFO reports it received as resulking 

from hoaxes , hallucinations or psy�ological causes . The two · 

UFO organizations , APRO and NI CAP i apPear to rreintain large mernoersr 

without seeking support from fringe elements . 

armounces that it has dropped from membership , or refused 

a "contactee , "  someone who claims to have had contq,ct with 

terrestrial being .  

Since coverage of flying saucers began , the press 

has focused upon the bizarre elements af the phenomenon . Examples o 



such coverage would L""lclude that given to the "Dr . Gee " story of 

��rch 19 5 0 , discussed in Chapter ii and the nationwide coverage given 

in �!ove.rnber 19 5 7  to Rein.�oldt Schmidt , r..vho said he conversed with 

Ge!:"'!!E-11-speaking occupants of a flying saucer which landed near · 

!<earney , Neb . Schmidt r..vas held for a few days in a Nebraska state 

hospital . Four years later , in 1961 ; he was convicted of grand theft 

by an Alameda County , California , Superior Court jury . Schrnidt had 
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been charged with duping a wom:m into investing $ 5 , 000 in a worthless 

mining claim which , he said , had been pointed out to him by crew members 

of a flying saucer ·fran Saturn . In the trial , Schmidt also sai(j two 

Southern Callfornia women had given him $25 ; 000  to produce a fjJ.m 

based on his Kearney , Neb . , experience . 

Stories about extraterrestrial life were . printed in the press 

before the onset of UFOs and the stories told by Schmidt , "Dr . Gee , '" 

and others . A .classic. -series of articles . in  thf9 , qategory .���.�-�� 

August ia3s nri:,n hoax s�ies published -� __ ,The Nev·/;y�:J;k-·.-�suil.: Helen 
. . I : - . 

MacGill Hughes ,-- -in her book �  .News --and .the Hurran Interest .�Sto!'Y-:; · Said 

the articles aDout the discovery of man-bat inhabitants of the moon : :r - - --
helped as� the financial success of The Sun in particular and the 

penny press in general . Her book was published in 1940 . but her 

comments on human interest stories were pertinent to coverage of 

UFOs . She wrote ( p . 185 ) :  

• . . The moon hoax represented the n€1'..v use of the newsna.oer 
as something to amuse . It follows that if fabrication is irore 
entertaining than unadorned fact , then fabrication--to a certain 
point--becomes good copy . And this story , as i, t happened , turned 
out to be one of those narratives that fascinates all sorts of 
people . It may be taken as typical of newspaper stories that have 
human interest because they deal with curiosities and mysteries 
of everyday life that ever:;one has speculated on at one tiT:e or 
another . They are ccmmcn and familic.r , and yet they are the focus 



of unaswered questions . The common interest in these things-­
in this planet and the solar system , life , disease , and death 
and every sort of natural phenomenon--is registered in popular 
literature from the prirni. ti ve ballads on monstr:Jus births and 
celestial signs and wonders . . .  to the Hearst scientific Sunday 
articles on , ,.·!:'1e!1 the Sabre-Toothed Titrer Roc.med North .. A.rr.e!'ica 
The same interest accounts for the longevity of ghost stories 
tales about the sea serpent . The moon hoax is thus one of rrany 
stories which may be said to defin� a universal interest in the 
half-eXDlaL�ed the un�ovm . the ��controllable . ; host of 

- ,I >r 

superstitions and magical interpretations survive tcda y and 
pass cu:rTently in conversation , and as long as people find 
interesting enough to perpetuate them in talk they are good 
copy . . .  

In a May 1968 interview , James McCartney , city editor of 

The Chicago Daily News , comnented upon - "good copy1' aspects of news · 

about flying saucers and related stories . He said that stories 

flying saucers might not be printed · because newspapers believe 

is " something to' r the phenomenon but rather would be pr.;nted 

" i-t may be interesting to reader'S " that there are people who think . .  · · 

flyi."lg saucers are ·  real �  For example',· he said , his newspaper � 

. printed. ·a " photograph �·· a ·· story ·about a woman - who cl� .. �� <:to 

radio signals �when she set her hair · in  metal curlers . - . . · · .. : .. f. .. . 
the story,�  Mccartney said , - not because it was · -thought th� woman 

received the s�gnals but because it was interesting she thought 

He said : 
....... 

Most of 'tlhat is L'1 the paper comes from irrational people 
but becomes rational because it filters through rational re 
and copy editors and maybe a rational editor ) � you ' ve got 
flying saucers , like other stor�es � · involve people and tell a 
deal about the nature of the .. times and the people . The fact 
they do believe in them may be sufficient (reason) , or inte 
ing aspect for a news story . 

McCartney agreed , hsHever , that wany ne�1spaper readers ,. ... , ....... �.. ... ......... 

interpret a news story about a flying saucer report as stating 

" flying saucers are real "  :--at�er t�an statL'tg "'here i-:: a fellc�·7 
says he sart� a· flying saucer . u r-�cCartney added � ho:.;ever : 



, . 
(,: L r-

You dignify a great many things in the paper unintentionallv ­
but you can ' t  catch them . . .. Hell yes � of course people can 1 t J • 

read newspapers (properly) . - But if we start going along these 
lines we might as wooell close t�e papers � it.Je have editors that 
can ' t  read newspap'ers . 

Some psychologists and sociologists have focused more upon 

the people who tell saucer stories than upon the stories t���elves . 

:i .  Taylor Buckner , rrJho taughi; social psyc.�ology at the University of 
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California at Berkeley � r..vrote about flying saucer club m�� in a 

May/June 196 6  article ·m Trans-action i "Flying Saucers Are For People . "  

He wrote : 

The m:>st important single fact about the flying saucer clubs 
I have had contact with is that they were organized by people 
who were already functioning within the occult social world . · One 
particular club which I have followed for several years :: .and 
whose records I have been able to examine is typical . Its organ­
izer was a late-middle-aged lady whose formal education had ended 
with· the fourth grade • . .  She was familiar with all of the other 
major occult pll.ilosophies . When she decided that the new field 
of flying saucers was of more than passing interest: . . .  she 
decided to - start a club_ • •  � 

Sh��rented � a _ small hall for the· first meet:ing , and immed� . ­
" ia.tely ·'rari- irrto· aiffieulty. 'The: 6wner objects - to hiving 

1 flying_. sauc::er �- on .· his-. bullet� _beard � The name was changed . 
· to ' Spa.Ce�a..ft �ciub-� ' · She  then.·. lna.iled; out postcards '·to her 
friends .- • -- aer, ·,friends , of course )  were people' she knew : from . 
her contac:ts in the world of occult seekers . • • 

After three _ years of attending saucer club meetings and 

conventions , Buckner said he reached these conclusions about cl� . .  

members : 

The menibers are old . The averag@ age is probably around 65 
and there are very few people under 50 . Most or the memb� , 
perhaps 90  per cent of the regulars , are women . . . 

Most of the members seem to be widatved or single . . .  

The · socio-economic status of the members seems to be in the 
upper·-working class and lower-middle class with , perhaps , a · 
greater dispersion downward than upward . 



The formal education level of most rne�ers is quite low . 
Consequently , although they spend all their time learning and 
they consider themselves ' students ; they do not learn things in ---��;g� 
an ordered and , disciplined way , but build up chunks of dis,..,l"'\,'"''1"'1,. ... ..... ., 
knowledge which t�ey cannot bring to bear on a problem l and wh 
they cannot syste�tize . 

The phys ical health of the audience appears to be bad ; 
�·7crse tl"1a.l1 Hould be accounted for by the high average age . 

By any conventional definition , the mental health level of 
audience is quite low. • . 1  

by Bu�er might find in UFO club memberships , or other occult 

ities , the recognition, prestige , worth and authority they are 

to achieve :in more socially acceptable pursuits . Some of � the 

and authority supposedly avai l able to members of UFO clubs can be 

in a statement from a membership application for the National 
' -

gations Corranittee on yn�dentified Flying C!:)j ect3 (�ITCLTO) �� a:1 

zation directed by� Dr. Frank Stranges : -
. �.:;. - ' 

As_ � a ·� . of -the: National� I�v�stigations Cormli ttee - on 
you are hereby authorized to . represent ·� J.lS on all matt� _ ............... .,.. . 
ing to . UFO .j.nvestigation. You may gather infornatio11 , · 

witnesses �- and collect all avai lable data to ' send to :this o 
You are also requested to cooperate fully with the PJ:r Fqrce 

� Police and Fire Depar1:l'rEnts as well .as with the Presf? . All 
�.fide reports will be analyzed and filed for presentation to 
proper governmental Corrmittee when . such convenes . Every � ................. 
is handled with Ut:rrpst respect and confidence . You will T"Pt"'P1v� 
an identification clird as well as an annuai subscription to 
Confidential letter . · This letter will keep you current . on 
activities . Please forward al:r �available ner..;s press clipp 

. etc . from your area when UFOs �� news . Encourage� · y?ur 
to likewise join this Corrmi ttee • · � 

At least n1o books p�vide further rnateri�l about the 

which Buckner drew between flying saucer clubs and occult activit 
' ( 

in general . One :; When Prophecy Fails by Leon Festinger , Henry �1 ,. 

Riecken and Stanley Schachter = was a study of a group which 

the destruction of the world in the wake of their rescue by ' 1  



aboard flying saucers . The other b<?ok , The Doornsdav Cult by John 

Lofland : was based upon a group whic..lt predicted a "New Age l f  to follow 
·- ti.:::e c= accide.."lts �"id disasters in the 1960s . 

In 'iNnen Proohecv Fails , the authors suggested that clear cut , 

d .  . .+: · • " ,.4  • h h . f h 1 "  h :.sconJ. J.l:"'!T'..L"'lg ev� .... ence 111 t e prop ec�es o the .....,e 1.evers --rat .. er tha.i! 

lessening belief --may result in deepened conviction . For example > the 

group , led by a wonan called Mc:rian K:reech , asse:nbled at times t·o await 

rescue by the "guaroians .. " Despite the prophecies of their imminent 

arrival arid ·impending· global destruction , the "g;ua.roians" and their 

flying saucers never appeared . The disappointed cult members , however , 

interpreted the non-appearances as "tests of faith" or as a signs 

that their faithfulness had caused God to change His plans -about 

destroying the world at the prophesied time . 

· .  After �ne:·�ch episode � the authors quoted Mr's . l<'reech as 

tell.irli• til�-- a��:�.bellievers·: 

• -. • we c·don ' t have to understand everything . The plan -has 
never gone -�tray . _  We don ' t  know what .:the plan is , but it has 
never gone- astray I 2 1 • • • 

·In The: DoOmsday · cw.t ;  I.Dfland observed that there was an 

inte�ge of- mSmberships between the Divine Precepts cult which he 

studied and flying saucer clubs . 

He suggested � too , that members of the Divine Precepts Clil t 

could interpret· a.lmost any. news item to support their doctrine that a 

time of turm:::>il was at hand and would be followed by the ·� :ew J..ge . "  

If there were news of disasters � accident� or international conflict � 
r 

these were signs that the end was near . If , on the other hand , such 

ite�s were absent from the day : s  news , this ��ul� be ir.te�re�ed as a 
s ign that God was pleased with the work of the cult me�ers and had 

111 



3 
granted a ta�rary reprieve to show His pleasure . 

There may be similarities benveen the nature 

p�tations and interpretations of UFO news items . 

were reported that the Air Force had no soluticn to a lJFO sig:.�ting � .  

then the neHs i -te.rn could be inte_�reted as provici11g evidence that 

flying saucers were real . .And , if it were 

had explained the UFO report as resulting from the rnis-identifica 

of a meteor or airplane � then the news item could be interpreted 

providing evidence that the� was a conspiracy to hide the real� 

truth about flying saucers . In either instance , the news media 

be providing only supportive evidence for believers in flying 

In both the Festi.11ger and lofland studies � members of the 

we..� recruited on a personal , fac�-to-face basis . News items 

media advertising were virtually useless in recruiting new menDE� 

Another indication of th� . link between flj'ing sal1Cei' ""'""'"'��ih 

the occult world would seem to be the success of FATE magazine .;-� : r 
. -- :-:. ·:: 

interview in May 1968 , Curtis fuller� a founder and the publisher 

FATE , stated flatly that stories about flying saucers made � a ·  

success in the late 1940s . In fact , he said_, the interest 

phenomenon of flying discs was one reason the magazine was 

However , 2 0  yeat.'S later , he said : the magazine would be successful' 

and would maintain its 125 , 000 monthly� circulation without flying · 

saucer stories . The magazine is subtitle·� ' 'True �tories cf t!'le 

Strange and Unknonw" and ·contents often include stories about ESP , 

pal tergeists and witchcraft . Advertisements include the sale of 

dowsing instruments ; oui j a boards � crystal balls and varied 

the use of psychic powers . 



The rragazine 1 s editorial policy on flying saucers has been 

relatively conservative . Fuller said both believers in flying saucers 

end their critics have been guilty of formulating hypotheses and then 

seeking evidence to support them.. P..is belief was that some reports 

of flying saucers probably �sul t from sightings of Ui"l.knc'im or not 

understood phenomena--but ext:raterrestrial obj ects are not necessarily 

involved . 

Asked to characterize · the readers of FATE , Fuller said his 

rragazine "caters to the rebel ' the man against the . establishment • " 

Many people were interested or engaged in the saucer .phenomenon,· Fuller 

said � not because they wanted to make rroney but because they·· thought 

the establishment was keepL,g information from the� or working against 

them. He said one of his mtivating forces was that articles in .FATE 

were often ridiCuled by the scientific comnuni ty. 
' .l  

·
' ·· ,.· ..:_'\.. 

Whlle :Stating that FATE catered. to the· 1•-ret,el , "  Ftiller' 'i+so 
�'-- , ,, --- ' �- --� ��- _,_, : 

said he did receive "an awful lot" of mail from apparently emotionally 

and mentally disturbed people . 

The link between flying saucer clubs and occult activities ' as 

discussed by Buckner ,  has been one of the . �sons given for t�e exist-

ence of the. flying saucer phenomenon . Another has been a supposed 

relationship between interest in science fiction and flying saucers . 

The latter · argument sometimes posits a relationship between� -post-war 

interest in science fiction and the onset of the flying saucer era . 

5 

However , unlike the relationship ben1een saucers a'Tid the occult 

world , the saucer-science fiction relationship was not supported in a 

review of science f{ction litera��� and in 0�he� r9search . 
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In his doctoral thes is in sociology at Northwestern Universi 

r:.7al ter Hirsch analyzed American science fiction from 19 2 6  
�� a mass medium ? he said , science fiction was generally 

s�arted in 19 26  when Hugo Ger.nsback founded Amazing Stories . 

upcn the nu�er of science fiction publications : P.irsch said 

of peak interes t  in such writing seemed to be 1949 through 19 5 3  
6 

1954 . 

About flying saucers , Hirsch wrote : 

We have no way of �g to .What degree science fiction 
�uencing contemporary concern with ' flying saucers ' and ..... � . .._._..,... . 

lar phenanena. . • • (j 

It is our impression t1'19-t the editors of the ' better ' 
fiction magazines have maintained a rather skeptical attitude 
toward lll1verified apparitions in their. editorials :. i . e .  , they 
have treated them as legitimate fiction rather than facts . 7 

In one of the detailed revie�� of sc{ence fiction litera 
• ' -".·· - � --�-)�..::_.::_ _...: ' - - ·-�:-:.._--!-:;--."'-� � 

The Science Fiction Handbook ::  L-. Sprague \� said science f '0 - ,  
t:: ' · . · ··· - -�·-,·,'·.·_., ... 

in general seemed to reflect rather th.a.il' cause social trends and 

Writing . in 19 5 3 : he noted , ''The flying saucer craze has been "-�""'v-e.,-t. 

death in the last few years . "  

Interest in science fiction in the United States 

great impetus from the Orson �·lelles · ''�·Jar of the �·Jorlds " 

cast in October 19 3 8 ; DeCamp said . He noted : 

In the 12 months that began iQ· the autumn of 19 3 8 , science 
fiction burst upon the consciousness of the people of the Uni 
States . 8 

The writings of DeCamp and Hirsch suggested that the 

ship between science fiction and flying saucers was primarily that ·· · 

saucers provided a topic · for science fiction writers , who had found 

market in the United States before the onset of flying saucers in 



and �.;ho apparently reached a peak in popularity not during 1947 but 

a fer..; years afte!"'I'Nard . 

One pitfall of discussi.,g the relationship of flying saucers 

to the occult or to interest in science fiction--as or · the oreceding 

pages-is that one nay begin to operate on an i 'all-or-none " principle . 

That is , one may begin to seek the cause of 'UFO reports or the reason 

for press coverage . UFO reports , however , appear to result from vary­

ing stimuli , For example , there appear to be qualitative and quanti­

tative differences between UFO reports from airline pilots , UFO re­

ports .front citizens who looked for flying saucers · after reading the 

evening paper .
. 
arld UFO reports from those who also reported contact 

with an extraterTestrial being . 

The · pres� cqverage reviewed for this study appeared . to J·1ave 

recoiru.zed• �s�· ·'of�these differences in the nature of -UFO:repdrts-;··· -­

There have .been:_PeWs�-reports of the Wiscon5m_ mari wno<J.n ·AprlJ.�,196l -

said -he . �eived ··t�e pan�es - � flying saucer _ creatures in .exchange 
-

for filling their· water jug ; - of · the retL�d norida rran who told of " 
/,/ 

having his photograph taken by a robot from a flying saucer in March 
196 5 } of the Upstate New York farmer who in May 1964 said . he gave 

creatures f:rom a flying saucer a bag of fertilizer to go along with 

soil samples they had taken from his larl'd . But stories such as these 

appear to have � . .  s�t apart from other , less bizarre . UFO reports . 

The contactee stor�es seldom--if ever--included references to 

other , non-contactee UFO reports . 

Instead � the contactee stories often seemed to be printed when 

no other UFO sightings had been reported . Or , if other sightings had 

been reported in the press : the contactee story ·�""ld t!:e UFO netvs ite.f'!'lS 



would be ca.rried as separate news stories , Apparently , 

story about contact with creatures from outerspace , newsmen were 

likely to combine it with les s exotic reports of puzzling lights in 

sky : and !' given reports of puzzling lights or shapes in the sky ; 

�.vere not likely to introduce the far-out element of exi:r'aterrestrial 

creatures . 

In practice then--whether by accident or design--newsmen 

appeared to have distinguished those aspects of the UFO phenomenon 

related to flying saucer clubs and cults and those aspects of the 

nornenon invol v:i.ng people puzzled by lights or obj ects they had 

the sky . 

The apparent distinction ¥,1 news coverage seemed in accord 

a statement by Dr .  J .  Allen Hynek , ,Ai:r Force consultant on UFOs : 

in the October 21 ,  ._1966 issue �of Science . HY?ek .said �t �In¥1Y _ _ UFO 
. . . 

merited scientific:�. study al)d� tha,t: 
· - ·- -- · - . . 

_-._ � ,- �,- '- . · ' ""-:· - -· ._ '.. • - _:._ -- · �-"±- -_·_· -�
· 

��;�_:
--'_

-
� 

- - . t .:.c_:_..,.,· · :- • · . · ·{ .  -- "· . . . . . :cc�·'-':· �,: � . . ·c • . , , ' 
: • .  · • . Only .. ,a negligible_ handful .of · reports · .submitted _ to  . the· 

Air Force ··are fu:>m i true beliE!Vers � the same who attend UFO 
conventions:· anct whp are 1lleJllbers of . ,  gee .. whiz.'.�. grOups . : It has : 
been my experience that quite generally • the .truly puzzling re­
ports come from people who haye not given nuch or any thought to: . 
UFOs . 9 

· 

\ 

. .  
Reasons for Reporting , Not Reoorting UFOs 

Data from a public opinion pal}. conducted for the UFO 
- ·'f? .  

at the University of Golorado provided some answers to the third 
question posed in the introduction to this chapter : �Nnat appear to 

some of the reasons an individual will or will not ,report seeing v1hat 

he thinks was a flying saucer? 

The author ass isted Dr .  David SaW1C.ers a.nG. Dr • •  �cor2 Lee c f  
UFO ?roj ect in devis ing public opinion poll questions about why indi-



10 
viduals would or would not report seeing a UFO . 

1 1 "7 -L...L. / 

As noted in �napter ii , about 3 per cent of 1 5 0 0  adult respon­

dents in the Boulder Poll said they had seen UFOs . Of these 4 5  wit-

nes ses � hc�Jever ;, only seven said they had reported the; ,.., experience to 

scmeone or scr.1e ager:.cy other tha."1 f=-.�::!.y or c:!.ose friends . The rerrain-

ing 3 8--8 5  per cent of the witnesses--told no one , except possibly 

f anri.l y or friends . 

TI'lis apparent reluctance of UFO witnesses to report sightings 

was in marked contrast to what non-witnesses said they would do if 

they saw UFOs . · Of the non-witnesses , ·  only 16 per cent said -�they 

would � report _a tJF() if they saw one . 

The 84- per cent ; or 1 ;  3 8 2  non-witnesses , who said they wotild 

report a UFO�if they saw one-gave two major reasons for their -

predicted::�. About half Said �heY �ld report seeing 'the � 
-' . - { . . . ,. :· � . ;;::_ becauS�!i:Ji���,"� t6 find od� �t"it was ,  ana 3& ��3ert-e Said· · · · 

they wotild-�_n!PQrt it �catise strange obj ects .. should be repOrted . · 
_ .- . .... ..... . :�=-:..·:l�;__c._ __ . ' T�·.-_.--. -�-� . •,- --'-;- '""""'- I '  - ' • : .. - - - ;:· ,- - ·, , - - � -

--' ·' - c : _ -, . ·. c rl--,. . . .  - - -.,_ ' . -- ---- . .  /� . . . · - . .. . · ,_, ., • -' -been attributable to at least one or three factors : .  (1)  . the low number 

of witnesses �Y have biased the sample ; ( 2 ) - what an individual does in 
• _j - � 

a situation i.r1 fact may vary frOm what pe says he would del m ' a  ' hypo-

thetical case ; ( 3') • participants in a public opinion poll may --give' what 

they consider the "appropriate 1' rather tha'1 t�e "honest" �sp:'nse , in 

this case saying UFOs should be reported . 

Before further consideration of why some UFOs are reported , it 

rrey be helpful to cons ider why rrost of them are not . 



From a list of nine possible reasons for not reporting a UFO , 
respondents were asked to indi cate those reasons which influenced 

their decision not to report and also to indicate the one reason 

whi�� they thought in.�uenced the� the most � 

Table 3 8 shcws the nine reasons for not reporting a UFO . 

Responses are shown for both 'Witnesses who did not report their ex-

periences ' except possibly to family or friends : and for nr'\ln -T".;n tne�:;ses-���ri�f 

who said they would not report a UFO , if they saw one . The reasons 

given for not reporting UFOs total nore than 100 per cent because 

respondents may have listed mre than one reason as influencing 

the "most important reasons" total less than 100 per cent because 

resronses which listed rrore than one "most important" reason were 
11 

not included ill - the table • 

. .  As : shown by the table , the .. reasons given _for non-reporting . 

by .�th ... witnesses and ,non-w.i..�e.sf:!e§i •... �· · similar. For �th , the 

frequently named reasot:l for not �parting and the nest important 

reason were· .that the UFO was ·sbme� . nonnal.-a man-made or na � · . -
_
--l... , .  - - - -· +· . .: -;· ·. _·:· -, - ----�!..- _ .. .. ,:i: �:= -- - - - - ��--�. - 'r-:: . - �  . .  

\ . -
obj ect-that lOC?ked odd fo� one reason or . another_. · 

For ?cth witnesses and non-wi tness�s , the second r�g rea 

son for not reporting a UFO was fear of ridicule--19 per cent for-

witnesses and 2 0 per cent for non-yrl tnesses . Most of t.'l.e remaining 

reasons for not reporting dealt with not: :·knowing whom to report to , 

not knowing UFOs should be reported , or thinking that authorities 

could not or would not do anything about the report . 
, t 

The major response--that the UFO probably would be 

normal seen _ in a funny way--is supported by almost all UFO research . 

The Air Force claims to have identified all but a small percentage of 



TABLE 3 8  

RE.630NS FOR NOT REPORTnTG uros 

I W�tnesses Re�scns fer not reporting 
a UFO to anyone other than 
familv or friends 

!Reasons for Host .Lmoor­
�ecis ion t��t Re�scn 

Did :·Jould not want to take 
the tiTile ; might mean time 
lost from work . 
Afraid of rJ.dicule ; people 
would think I was a nut 

� 0 

or crazy . 28% 

Thought it was a private 
matter . 26% 

Authorities could not do 
anything about it . _ ' 19% 

Authorities wculd ··not want 
to be bothered about it . 2 3% 

Was /TtJould be too confused or 
upset to- not_i.;fy_.�-them. - '-:. 4% 
Did not know how to notuy· 
them or tha��·��ey . -�o�d 
be notified . - · - - - · . 26% 

'-� : ,  ---" ·  . -�; ·' -� : . .  - - I --�· :;;:c ., -· 

Did/Would nOt krlew ··to- whom - -
to report it j-"./: c:'-.c:o: · - - - - 13% 
It was/wol.lJ.� J:)e-�',something -
normal that �j�· looked - fun-
ny for one reason or· 'another 58% 

Total 
N 

j -

0 

19% 

8% 

4% 

6% 

0 

' 
10% 

" 
·c_;- - <_ 

6% 

\ 40% 

/ 92% 
34 

119 

rJon-o�J� tnesses 
Reasons ror l·Iost .unpor-'1""1 • • ... ec�s �o:::. 

796 

3 8% 

12% 

21% 

16% 

9% 

2 2%" 

31% :· 

----
63% ---

219% -
219 - -

i '  

. - �-

- --

tan't Rec.scn 

1!), ·o 

20% 

4% 

7% 

4% 

3% 

4% 

12% 

43% 

98% 
19 6 

11 

UFOs as resulting �.from mis-identifications of man-made or natural phe-- . - , 
nomena ; and , · · even scientists -who s�y that ·uros me:r:'i t scientific inqui-

ry--Or . Hynek and Pr. James Mc.Donald of the University of Arizona , for 

example--frequently acknowledge that most UFO reports are mis -identi­

fications of known obj ects . 

The second rraj or response---that of fear of ridicule--can be 

illustrated in at least �dO ways : ( 1 ) in comments from individuals who 



reported seeing a UFO and later said they regretted doing so ; ( 2 )  in 

comments from individuals who saw UFOs but did not report them . 

One .UFO �.n.tness r,1ho later said he regretted his experience Nas 

Frank Mannor of Dexter : Mich . Mannor and his 

in Ha..."Y"Ch 19 6 6  a.l'1.d the� report led to the UFO episcde r,;hich was cli...:. 
� 

maxed by .the Air Force ' ' swamp gas " explanation . · On the CBS Reports 

Well , you can look at here . Beer bottles thrown . Look at my 
(broken) windshield . What would you think if somebody was throw­
ing beer bottles at your house , standing out in the middle of the 
road screaming ' you  nut , you fanatic , '  and all that7 What would - -

... \.. .: _,, . 
you U .LJ..L U\. o  

During the excitement over UFOs in Michigan , Manner and his 

family had been taunted by the curious and besieged by newsmen . 

reporter asked him �  "kre you sorry now that you _ clid  tell people what 

you saw?" 

Yes}'�J:�-\am. ' I  am ·sorry because�not that it � s not �.fue ; : . _­
truth , but it ' s just· the idea of >the . reaction of . the people . -
They think -you 're a nut ; to tell you ·the truth , that ' s  · just 
what they -figure you are . And I 'm not go:ing '.�crctake it J'lO _ 

nore . - r� don ' t want nobody down in here . I just-�leave- -me 
alone . And if the tlrlng lands right �here , right there by --_that 
ptlmp";"·-r • d  never say · a worti � And - he · got ·out and talked to . me ,  
I �uldn ' t "t:ell nobody . That ' s  ju�t the Wa.y I feel . ;r 'm bitter 
and disgusted in the whole matter , I and if--if people ' s  gonna. 
act like that , I hope one lands right in Ann Arbor , right in the 
middle of Detroit . 

In October 1 9 5 8 , two men in the;if mid-20s reporte� seeing a 

':>-
UFO hovering near a bridge north of Baltimore , Md . That case became 

known as the I.Dch Raven Dam sighting . One of the witnesses , Phillip 

SIIE.li of Reistertovvn , �J.Ci . , told the Air Force that when he and t\1. vi..11 
� 

Cohen tried t:o report the UFO to the Ground Observer Corps by 

telephone nthe guy j ust said ' Aww come on now ' , " a.J1d--wher1 they 

s isted--hung up . 



Small told the Air Force investigators : 

I am sorry I saw it . I wish I hadn ' t  seen it . I ' d  rather 
not be going through � this interrDgation .  I did see sorne­
trcl�g • . .  I hoped what I did see would add to the national 
interest or national information that would maybe help under­
stand these things a little better . . . 

In April 19 64 , one of_ the rrore puzzling UFO reports was made 

when state policeman L:>nni.e Zanora of Soco:rTo , N .M.  , said be saw an 

121 

egg-shaped craft take off from the desert outside Socorro . According 

to news ac�ts , Zamora also said he had seen two silver-suited men 
. . . 

enter the craft , but he later denied that part of ms� tstory.· · · _'l'he 

evidence t;>f his sighting included some burned buSlies and impl"essions 

supposedly" nade by landing gear . The sighting was not .explained , and 

the Air Force investigators said it did not appear to be a hoa.."C and 

Zanora had' rep6rtecfwhit · he thought he had seen . 

: _ ··. �:•_r : wanted to keep if, ._to �elf , ,, Zanora:;csaid .:��=�1But,iChavez 
· (another_ statE!o . policerian -:�n( Zcimora had . ¥.J.lecf·-�o�the� . scene) 
made .me, _t;'eport . it. .. . � - .  But if something · liXe this shOUld 
eVer. happen again, ·-' I ' ll know what to do . '  

· 

.· . . Tile distressed experienced by Mariiior ,  SJIE.ll , Zamora- and 

others may have keep other UFO witnesses from reporting sightings to 

the news media , Air .Force or police . - Three such instances · of non-. ,_ 
reports wP-1 be discussed _on the followini"" : three pages ; not_ as evi­

dence that - flying saucers - are real , but to suggest that fear of 

ridicule does keep some UFO reJ?OrtS "hidden . " 

The first case was a sunmertime sighting in ' PennsYlvania about 

10 years ago , in the late 19 50s . The incident was disclcsed �y the 

witnesses ' daughter , a secretary with CBS in Chicago . Responding to a 



request for mo� information , her father wrote this acconnt of the 

UFO sighting : 

I:1 brief ; I was lying in bed at about 2 : 3 0 a .  m .  , unable to 
sleep . A door was open for circulation ) facing the street , di­
rectly opposite the bedroom door . I happened to glance out and 
I was transfixed to see a dark gray dirigible-shaped obj ect 
about eight feet long and possibly DNO and a half feet in 
diameter glide silently up the street . It was about eighteen 
feet from the ground . Opposite the door is a street light . The 
object circled , under perfect con"trcl , three times beneath the 
street light . It then continued . its westward course . At the 
point where it circled beneath the street light it was about 
fifty feet from me . 

I asstmled that rrr:! .. wife was asleep , but she said to me as the -· 
object disapPeared ·to the WeSt-; 'Did you · see • that? ' Her per­
ception of it exactly coincided with mine . 

· 

The object emitted no light or glow of any kind , nor · was  
sound produced . I did not think to - -look for a means of pn)pu�s:lLort 
I was so startled that at first I assumed it to be a giant toy , . 
a child ' s dirigible , something on the oroer of the Goodyear 
blimp , but a bit rrore slender . It then. occurred to me that it 
could not be �  beca11se it proceeded .iri: a.  straight line�� made _ ...,.,. __ : 
perfec:t c.irclf!St) _ �d then contirllJ�ct in_ a straight . line , 
steered and hot driftirig • . . ,.Further� 't1iiS is "a: vet:y small rural 
nnmta:i.rl-C tewn arid�:.I hatt nC:>t.:cseert-or:-heard":: of; .. -5\lch �a · _ . . . 

· 

and expeilSive · 'pla:ythifig. t1r�the' 'Ccmm.mity.-·i·" .\� 'For;:o_tna.t :matter:;� � I  
chil� of my own at �-- �ime ar;d I:�ha.d _seen nothing like it 
• • • in. departJnent stori�s��ln othe;'. ��ties •. .. � Finally,·: it,:-was 
ludicrous to · assume thaf2�a Chila--"�Uld be out .' at nl.gh�_;j: _ _j.n 
�kness , at· 2 : 30�-' a .m. ,' manipl.llating . py · any means· an-·�eight-.... �- .. .  · 

blimp. . . - • . .  . 
. -

. . . 

I have about so , oo o  rhOdodendrons· which I grew for genetic 
research in a six-acre woodlarid . near my residence . The �g 
after · the sighting I went oot to my hybridizing and trial 

· 

grounds and found scattered -here ._and. there clumps of narrow ; 
thin metallic ribbons • The best description would be · that they 
somewhat resembled the alum:inum fc1il. ' icicles ' used to decorate . 
Chrisi:ma.s trees , but With a differeTlt sheen . 

-
I brought some 

them into the house and the next day _ a  friend from Pittsburgh 
took them home with him. He later reported that he had aSked 
that they be analyzed-at Mellon Institute or one of the Pitts­
burgh lll'liversities ::  I j ust do not remember . The report came 
that they did not yield to the usual methods �f analysis . 

There is really nothing nx:>re to tell about the incident .  

My wife and I did not mention the matter to anyone out­
side the f ami1 y ,  nor do we wish to do so now . . . r;Je did not 



contact any news media because we thought others would consider 
us demented , and in any case we are not publicity seekers . 

The second case was a daytime UFO sighting , at about noon , and 

was reported to NICAP by a man with technological background . He was 

the chief engineer of a Connecticut corporation . His report was 

found in the files of the UFO Proj ect at Boulder and he was contacted 

because his report said he did not want the news media to be told of 

his experience . His report ·said , in part : 
As I was observing the cloud fonnation, facing west . • • I 

noticed 'a bright, silvery , wingless obj ect traveling North to 
South .at approximately . SOO mph and 3 , 000 feet elevation and 
abOut -one . mile a-ay. I ·immediately_ picked it � ·with�my binoc­
ulars (7X50) and followed its straight line course for approxi­
mat��y seven ·seconds , at which time it werrt · behind a  single 
cloud "WhiCh covered about 30 degrees of sky tran my vantagec_ 
point; · � ·" ;·it never appeared at the other side . The cloud was 
by itself and the entire periphery was in view at all times . 

In an interview ) he said he did . not call any local nM 

ageno/: . � �{ ��·�t��:�-·2.:�:�2:::; 
. .. .  � � :I •·· �ve ..• seen �-- Curp) /articles completely diStm·�e<i : :· ; : .:·�pt on 

�se;:�:btit bec!iuSe only ·· eXcerpts VIE!re · taken:;.·fronk#Q��·:�d ' '  
�p�e :·get ·the .  wrong impression . . Besides , . my . �tsc .. C!re in 
tfieir�:�·?os ��and ··:r . don • t · want. to bother. them�.W.itn<the ·phone 
calls. {that· · usually- folJ.a.tra ·report · of . a lJF'O,�:-::::lJ .. · -� ' - .·..::� -

. . . 

. In·· newspapers ' you . get phone . ecill.s . :n-om -:screwbal��:i; or 
--��-�le :w11o think.· you 're a crackpOt for- seeing �a:�� � ·  • •  

�� . ·- . L - · - • 

r am f'andliar with people who had suffered ridiclil.e, or 
other problemS because of neWs accounts of UFOs . Itve _ palled · 

some people · for infc;nration--after I got interested ... -irl: . .  UFOs­
but . they wouldn 't . talk with me because they had been bothered 
so- much. . ' 

· The · thfnf and .  final case to be discussed ·here · wa.S� 1:otmd  in 

Air Force files during a visit to Proj ect Blue Book in July 1968 . 

The report told of an April 7 ;  1950 , UFO sighting qy four, air traffic 

contn:>llers at Logan International Airport in Boston . 'I}'le men ;, who 

were. in the control tower , said they saw an ��identified obj ect of 

1 2 3  



"definite mass � "  but the Air Force explained their sighting as 

resulting from a temperature inversion . One controller told about 

the reaction to the 10 nrlJlute sighting : whic.'"l occurred at about 10 

For obvious reasons , no foimal report of this incident was 
made to any source . Hith so many reports rampant develop:L1g 
from i..rresponsible or hysterical sot.rr'Ces _. one hes itates to 
solicit ridicule . But , � view of the close si..rni.larity of 
what I witnessed and what l)as been seen by others elsewhere , I 
feel it encumbent to submit this report in spite of that risk . 

While reluctance to report UFOs may , in part ,  be· attributable< 

to Air Force and press skepticism of · the phenomenon , the fear of 

ridicule seemed to exist independent. ·of such skepticism. In his 

review of the 194 7 wave · of UFO reports , 

who were reluctant to tell of their experiences before the 

came to nationai attention. 

·� the· .iri1:roduction to-� ai6ecij� 7 s·:. 'sFt:udy·, physicist Dr.· 'j:; 

E. M�riilii of'�" universi� o�· �i;:;����e: ,  
:> • . . -. Bloecher-' s -material shows . . , .thit even : beforEa. 

Air Force· pro�cements·, .J,ef'�·-� � .pNss-reported . · . .  · . _ · · . · 
scoffing in earlY July 1�.4.7 ) . 'i'T.itnesses were exhibiting quite-·-

- definite·> reluctance · to :report gpenly something they� ;have� -
seen · 

with ·their own· eyes when it flies in·; the face of familiar ext� 
ience . • . this reluctance predates official: and j . 
fun-poking concerning -. 1 flying saucers �- ·- Science .his · built 
our population a very · definite resistance towards acceptance 
the odd and unusual , the bewildering and . inexplicable • · 
there are ,  needless to say, -but the bulk of the populace 
be quite close-rrouthed about . observa1:4,ons or unexplainable 
nomena • . � disposition was quickly " and powerfully . . .  . 
by official scoffing, by scientific · pronouncements made ex - __ 
by the end of the first week of July 194 7 and since re pea 
over and over . 12 

of science apparently made many UFO witnesses reluctant 

their experiences . 
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(Other scientists � however , have argued that it was ignorance 

of science--not fear--that played a major role in the UFO phenomenon . 

During my work with the UFO ?!v.Jj ect at Colorado , Dr .  Edr .. 7ard U .  Condon , 

the director : and astronomer Dr .  - Franklin Roach often said the 

existence of the UFO phencmencn was , in part ; a..11 :L'1dictnent of science 

education . Individuals believed in UFOs on the basis of very question­

able evidence : they said , and many UFO reports resulted _ from stimuli--

such as planets and stars-which even an elementary science education 

should �eac}'). a stUdent to identify. Part of the disagreement · 

between McD:mald _ and  Condon and Roach �Y stem from the faat;-.that 
McDonald w:r-ote about the reluctance of UFO witnesses to report , while 

Condon and Roach spoke about the willingness of · others to report and 

to believe m uros )'. lo··c.�s��f.l@ysis ···.Of tite· · ·su ·n�, itE!ms'·' Selected·· n:;m·�·F�e 
and · N:t�ff�e$t, ; an etfort was made to detenn:i.ne' tc;c:wna.t?�ellt new!il 

covera.g� -�f "UFOs Jidght discourage : ·a.n individual 'from- reporting . what 

"\_
.�
--·-

:
�---

-

' • c- --� •- ,,-"-� - ' _ ,- - -_; - · - - • - C 

· -����;--· __ i �� !_ ,.: - - '· - • -
.-: - • - : . -... . ---

he thought was a "flying saucer � " . tvery ;.hews ·item- from '' 191f.'Z through . . 
. - -

1966 Wa5 �'ch.eckeci' to see if it 'eontairiec;i one' or� Irore of roti:r _ _  factors 

which. might reasonably be expected to make �- reader hesita:nt� aoout . . 
. � . 

report�g ,a UFO .  An .item was considered to contain stat�er1ts that 

might discotirage a person from report.Ulg a uta if-_· it : 
T '  - I - -_...� • 

a .  . Suggested that persons who see or report UFOs coUld be 
considered gullible : t.rrrtrustworthy ; drunk ,  unstable or have 
other characteristics that may make them fit subj ects for ridicule ; 

b � mentioned physical , personal or property dalr.3.�e a perscn 
suffered after naking public a report of a _  UFO ; 

c .  included or referred to comments that an individual once 
having seen a UFO said that , if he had it to do over again , he 
would never report a UFO ;  



or d .  mentioned person ( s )  refusing to be identified as 
having made a UFO report . 

Of the 511 news items ; 9 4 , or 18 . 4  per cent , included one 

more of the four statements . ..Analysis against ot::er variables 

that "discouragement factors " appeared in news 

of 17 to 2 0  per cent regardles s  of the cL-nculation of tl"le r.e�·7spaper 

publication , the ye� of publication , the region of the country in 

the paper was published , the time of publication of the paper , \ 
nature of the dateline , or the number of witnesses . 

variable appeared to be one of the most CC?nsistent of all the 

analyzed . 

Inclusion of the discouragement factors in news items 

markedly in only one instance�-when analyzed on the basis of the 
of 1JFO reports in "the ne!-:s ite."Tl .  It 'tTas found that such factors 

twice as - often in general �_::_:wrap-up_ reports of UFO sightings than · 

news items: canpfising" only �iq.��� of UFOs . 

. . . 

factors were found in 14 per cent , 50 of_ 3 58 , of the 
.· . . c · · · . ( . . . - · : - • 

with specific UFO ·  sightings C¥1d'. in 28 . 7  per cent , 44 of 153 , ·of . 

�terns dealing with -general Or histor�� accoun�s of UFOs -or the 

phenomenqn . 

No analysis was made of the number or nature 

headli..r1es as "Silly Season Is HE:re , 1' ':Earthlings Dish Up Some 

Stories , "  etc . , except -to not� - that .. such headlines appeared 

ally and would be categorized under what McDonald termed 

fun-poking . "  

Also classifiable as "fun-poking" would be references to 

" little green men" who supposedly are fl yir.g saucer pilots . In 

press and elsewhere , the question often has been asked , "�·.7hy are 
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( creatures associated with saucers ) always green? a 

The answer may be found in such headlines.  as ' 'h'e Those Little 

Green Men Back? ';' 1 11ilelcorn,e Back , You Little Green Men , "  "No Little 

Green Men Y �t ; "  or "Green Men ' Invading ' Again . " Little green men 

also have been mentioned at the end of UFO stories in which there are 

no references to creatures .  Then , the reference is ":ro one said he 

saw any little green men . " 

At an extreme , even when the crea:tures seen were described as 

silver or nickle-plated-as in Hopkinsville , Ky . , in August 1955--they 

have been called - green by .the press . 

The . � color seemed :rrore the preference of report�· ·· than 

of UFO witnesses . 

References to green creatures from outerspace have not been 

limited �<? .:-���:.E�Xirl� �aucer era . Perhaps because that cc!or .. �...;�uple:·:icn 
') --� . 

is. not_:;fourlC:t�Qn��� > -: i.� .  has been used _ . to descr� ex1:rat�strif']� 
:_'��=·-�-��·�_1 ._._:_.,.. ,,,:� �j,�_� .. ;���;\t. L·-��-�' -.'> ' -� : : _-<_.-_ . · ·· �: . ·. ' - ,_ • ;a·.;�-� . :: _ ·  - - -�=�-�-�--:- '-� - ---- -' - �,:�_:��:�';r:._.,ij�,, . -�- ;-·-J;� 

life. For�-�le,_ Edgar Rice Burrough$ , in his 1917 � Oo9kl , A · f>rincess 

of Mars ) d.e�c,;-�Cc M;lrtians as 15-feet-tall , � .. 9lld ·having four anns . �.' _: · - � -_ : .- . ..;: •, · , ,  · ' ·: ,'_ • • ': - _-· -:...- .
" �>t:-: c : , ; _ � �  . � - · -: .. 

:....,_
· � -

·
"] 

, f!le: f.�t reference tlJis study found to green men al}.d �ying 

saucers was a July 9 ,  1947 , column by Associated Press writer Hal 

Boy1e . Boyle wrote of a fanciful ·flying �aucer trip he took with a . 

green Martian _.named BaJmiston , "Balmy"- for short . · 
. �-- " _ .  

In addi t:i,op. to the fear of ridicu�e or fun-poking indicated " · - -· . 
by the Boulder opinion poll--and illustrated , by the comments of UFO 

observers and .contents of UFO news items--at least three other 

factors appe�d to determine whether an individual would report a UFO 

if he saw one � . One , the knowledge that the UFO probably was something 

normal s een in an unusual Hay ; was C.iscussed previous ly . The other 
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two would be ( 1 )  whether the individual knew that UFOs should be re-

ported and knew to whom to report , and ( 2 ) whether the individual 

thought anything could or would be done if he did rnake a report . 

This study uncovered no data on r,..rhat proportion of the popu-

lation kneH that the Air Force had an agency , Proj ect Blue Book j for 

receiving UFO reports . From� reading UFO news i te.'IlS and talking '.-Ti th . 

reporters 1 it was apparent that ffi3.11Y newsmen did not know there .was 

such an agency as Blue Book .  

Such lack of information did not seem limited to newsmen . 

example , the Gallup Poll of 1966  estimated that 5 million aduit 

cans said they had seeil UFOs . Yet , fer· the years 1947 through 1966 

the Air Force reported receiving a total of 11 , 2 6 0  UFO reports . 

In addition , in the Boulder poll , respondents · were given a 

list of agencies which might receive UFO reports and were aSked. 
Police wE!re mentioned . in - .  5 �··'.�-�-- �- _ 

- - - , . r ,  � · - -;·- :.���-�;:_-[� 

of the responses ; the Air Force in 15 per cent , newspapers in lO �. 

cent , and radio stations in 9 .  Apparently , even· ·wf\en ' it wasc:". ,.,. �"'"� "- 1;;;1"" :;�� 

ag�cy to whiCh UFOs could be reported , less than· one in six re:stx>n<leJ 

said they would report UFOs to the ·Air Force . 
Included in a category of people who might not know that 

could or should be reported to the Air Force , or any agency -for: tha..;. ·  
... 

matter , would be that segment of the population which had never 

of UFOs . 

In the 1 9 6 8  Boulder poll , conducted 2 1  years after the f 

report of a flying saucer in the nation ' s  pres s � cibout i per qent o 

the respondents said they had never heard or UFOs or flying saucers . 
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Background on the 2 per cent was provided in d.a ta received 

from the Boulder UFO Proj ect but not included in the proj ect ' s  final 

report , Scientific Studv of Unidentified Flying Obj ects .  "17eig..l-tted data 

from the opinion poll i.J'ldicated that 5 1  of the 2493 respondents had 

never hea.� of flyi..T'lg saucers or UFOs . S ixteen were men and 3 5  were 

women .  In ages ; :they were somewhat older than the overall sample ; tw'o 

were 18 or 19 : three were between 2 0  and 2 9 ; six were from 3 0  to 39 ; 

ten fran 40 to lf.9 ; nine , 5 0  to 5 9 ; four , 6 0  to 6 9 ; fourteen , 70-79 ; 

two ,  80-8 9 , and one over 90 . 

Eighteen had less than an eighth grade schooling; 10 said they 

had completed. the eighth grade ; llf. had attended high school;.·. five had 

graduated from high school ; ·  one attended college and one said he held 

a graduate degree . Eleven reported a family :income under . $2 ,000 a 

year ; ll als<:.i:Ssaid. ·their. fam:il.y �incxmes :� � between $ 2., 00Q · ani  �3 , ooo ; 

nine were from: �farnilies . tdth·. annuai. cinc��- . ��en -��3 , ooo }�. $6:, 900 ;  

seven from $9 ,-ooo ·to ; $7 ·, o o o  ;· seven from .  $7 , ooo _ to $10 � eoo , :-a.nJ.-�,· 

from $10 , ooo · to �$15 , ·ooo . 

. Of· the 51 , _17 lived in rural areaS ·with populati�ns under 2 , 5 0 0 ; 

seve� in areas . with populations from 2 , 5 00 to 2 5 , 000 ; five in · ·not-urban 

areas of 2 5 , 0 0 0  to 5 0 ; 000  or ih urbanized'- areas of S O , OO O to .100 ; 0 0 0' ;  

seven in urbanized areas o f  lOO , 0 0 0  "to 500 � 000 ; four · in areas · of 

500 , 00 0  to a million residents , and 11 iil�areas of a million residents 

or more . 

A1 though cross corTelations between these variables were not 

available '  the median characteristics showed that an ind.:l vidual who 

said he never had heard about UFOs or flying saucers was S O  to 5 9  years 

old : had only an eighth grade education , was from a family Hith an 



income between $ 3  , 0 0 0 and $4 , 0 0 0 a year and lived in a rural area 

2 5 � 0 0 0  to 5 0 ; 0 0 0  population or an urban area with a population of 

.Although press coverage of UFOs has been extens ive , 21 of "'"'""""'.'"r!;"'l· 

�·7ho said they had never heard of UFOs said they read a newspaper Oa.J.J.� 

four said they read newspapers five to six days a ,.,.,eek ; six said 

read papers two to four days a week ; two said one day a week ; 

others said less than one day a week , and 16 said they hardly 

read a newspaper . 

The ma.jeri ty of -citizens , hoWever , have hearo about UFOs 

may · know to what agencies ea UFO should be reported . 

obstacles to the actual reporting . Two non-flying saucer studies.� 

pe.rtin�t to t¥s point . 

Oriei' "Crime Victims , and , the .�Police , "  was written by: · 

H.' Erinisi�in�Trans�clction:magazine' of June 1967 . · Ennis>f· . �· ;seru.�� 

director at the National Opinion Researdl Center , c:iin!cted · a  
the President 's Crime · ·  COnmission. · 

the·· 2 , 011 :crimes uncovered in ·an opinion survey police were =· 
only about · half the time ; 4 9  per cent of the victims of crimes · ·  

notified the police . The 2 , 077 crimes ranged -·from murder to ' 

izing incidents typically treated as private matters . "  Ennis 
,��' 

"'-
• � · . two  paints are clear . ·First there is strong res ... ;;;J,��:� 

to invoking the law enforcement process even in matters that 
clearly criminal . Second , there is considerable skepticism · 
the effectiveness of police action . 13 

The second study was "The ' Phantom Anesthetist '  

and was reported by tonald M.  Johnson in the April 1945 

The Journal of Abnormal and Social Psycholo�J ·  



events in �.attoon , Ill . , in September 1944 when rumors of a "phantom 

anesthetist " --who supposedly felled his victims with a mysterious gas--

led to hysteria and reports from about 2 5 persons who claimed they were 

victi'IlS of the phantom and exhibited such symptoms as "nausea and 

vomi ti.-1.g J pal pi tat ions � paralysis of the legs , and d..�mess of the mouth 
� 

and throat . " After several days of such excitement ,  there was a decline 

in the number of "phantom" reports made to the police--particularly 

after the "victims" were said to be victims of hysteria or their own 

imaginat;ons • . . But there also developed a sharp decline--in fact an 

absence..:-in the number of routine prowler ,cans made to the police 

department . · Johnson wrote : 

. . . The only plausible . explanation is that the lack of 
' prowler ' calls results from the development of contra�suggesti­
bility. After hearing of the ' phantom -_anesthetist ' and then of 
' imagination' ·  and · 'hysteria ; th� .peopl���?lho.- ·oroinari�y wo�ld 

have. Qal.led :·�e:_ :.po:lice'�when:-'they heard·· ·a sUSpicious noist{'became 
cri�� �·;�itect __ .the�.� ;'.��ti�.•, ' -:- - ---

·
·-

.. , . . .'i�·;� � �o s:�· �� �:·,:�� �f suggestibility in 
Mattoon .left a wave of contra-suggestibility in _its -wake .. Objec-

- tive rec��. �ocument this generalization .• . .  ;:�J4,::: 
· · 

The . _Enni.s and, Johnson studies e;uggested twO reaso� _why UFOs 
- . 

might not be reported . · In the. _case of . the .f� study_, because the 

witness might be dubious about the - -warthW�ehe�s of making a report ; 

and .J in the case of the latter study , .because previous report's may have , . I 

been ridiculed or easily explained . 

Presented below are just �� '
case� - in which

. the reception 

accorded UFO witnesses may have made them or their acquaintances les s  

willing to make such reports again . 

David Rorvik , a reporter for Time magazine , saw a UFO in August 

19 6 5  while a reporter for The Billings 1 Mont . , Gazette . Before j oin-
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ing Time , he was a graduate student at Columbia University where he 

wrote a maj or paper on UFOs . In that paper , he wrote : 

One doesn ' t  ask to see an llllidentified flying obj ect . Yet , 
the voice on the other end of the line clearly accused me of 
bri.'r"lgir.g this all on myself . ' It ' s  ycur problem ' Has the indict­
ment in that indignant tone . f r;]e are not in the flying saucer 
busines s � '  the weatherman said-. - I asked if I might talk to the 
meteorologist who had been on duty duri.J1g the sig..liti.. ""lgs the 
before . ' Yes , you could talk to him, but it wouldn ' t  do any _ ...... ........... .. �'·"; 

He is not a flying saucer believer . ltrlyway , I can tell you 
didn ' t  see anything last night and if he had it would have b�en 
a weather balloon or a star or something scientifically =.not,_, ...... � ,.- . 
able .- . . ' 

Next I called the local Air Force detachment--then� in the .  
cess of being converted to a full-scale dispersal base . ' I  · 
don't know anything about that ' , the ainnan who. answered the , � . 
phone . said . 'Hold on . • • ' An assor"bnerit of dial tones , clickS 
and snatches of conversation followed. ' • • .another g}J.y wante · 
know about flying saucers . • . switch it to Riley? • . .Hell , I . .  
don ' t  know.. . � .  ' And then. the phone went dead . I called back. 
After some rrore switchboard gymnastics , an unidentified. voice . .  · 
cut . in.· . " ' The captain . handles this stuff. You ' 11 have to talk · 
to . h.L11.�'. _ _r· �as . �greeable . But :i:t turrted cut the captai.""l �·tas � 
�t� pr�·.)��c t�:t : w�. cl� . . . · � · - ·  

. -�---- · : - _- ---·.!:-"..:.-:;,::��-:?.._�·., ->-� ;;_�-:-·· t#"�, . :� . - - - : ·. . ._ 

:· ��lX,�9-P� inore�:patiell.t thaii the wife of aii· · _·.>."!,_.·c.? ·-.��� 
•; i'----:- -,.- - -�-- -�- ··"'- -.. ..... - -:�-"'-- '• -· :�: -· '- � - · -L ·-· · •·· • •  o · .: --;-:; ;--- - - . _ , . _ _ , , _ 

offl.cel:' •.• �ho_ te��Phon�. Port Hueneme Air ForCe BaSe ·�.- CalifQrAi��� 
report ; �  lJ�'Q� tl'le; ·nigl'l't· ·of ·�·- 2z, -l95T. 

of her experj_�de· . in:� a .  :r;eport. found . in Proj ect Blu� Book files : A 

� �· _ . I did . joke with her ·for <i few minutes as to what 
had been dr�"lg . Sh� became rrost indignant . • • I . ·  expl.ctined " 
to her how temperature inversions can cause reflections and . 
weird op-:tical effects , and the conversation t-ras terminated . · 

, ,  \ ' 
··� ��� 

.. -� • .. 
-

This particular UFO report was investigated and detennined 
, ,  

to have resulted from lights on a barn near the air base . · The 

next case involved officials of the American Newspaper Publishers 

Association 1 the management ann of the bigger daily newspapers . 
, ( 

case was never investigated although it was reported to The New Y 

Daily News and the Air Force . Dr .  Jam.es McDonald t�·ld of the P.�'f?A 
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sighting in an April 1 9 6 7  address before the American Society of 

Newspaper Editors . The A'JPA personnel were intervier.Ned for this study 

in New York in March 1 9 6 8 . 

Several .AJrPA executives and employees said that on November 2 2 , 

19 6 6 > they Y�tched for several minutes from their 17th floor offices 

on 7 5 0  Third Avenue � New York , as a UFO of rectangular shape and alumi­

num calor tipped and swayed as it appeared to hover over the United 

Nations Secretariat building . The obj ect was first seen from a small 

office by Wi l l iam Leick, publications manager , Ttlilliam Giery , editor 

of the ANPA Bulletin , and Donald McVay, PNPA- assistant to the general 

manager . The three Said they - called · to others and went outside to the 

terrace to watch the object with Fred La.Salle , an a�strator , and 

secretaries ·eonru.e -Romano and Adrienne· Rosen � other employees .  The 

day was sUrirlY '�cf cfear ; the sky was· blue . · 
• - - � 

� ' r 

._ .. 

-: _ _ ;�···If;�_�t����\����.:-?: � - _- ·._" . : · ·· :.· .- � · - , ·  .-. . . .· --
-
_-:: �� ��-·r -><--:� J, . .  _� ... --. - · _ - - - ·_ -. ·-/ - _· .',�-

-
�: . �� ._: .��- _ ··r \. . .  • 

The grOup watched until the o?j ect' ·rose and ncve<l'· ·out of,··sJ.ght 

to the east - or - -southeast .  I.aSaile telephOne the . Dai1 y NM- �'to learn 

if any one ·. el��\had -reported the object .  The riewBman thei'9 � suggested 

a call. to the Air- Force . LaSalle telephoned the Air' F�e and was 
�ked if the· "ANPA employees would cooperate in an interview; he said 

yes . LaSalle said that , in both telephone calls , he gave the details 

of the sighting . The newsman bypassed the story ; the Air Force inves-' ' 
tigator never · came .  Leick said he doubted he would ever

· 
repOrt 

another UFO . 

(Related to a reluctance to report UFOs rray be the distrust or 
� 

lack-of-access one felt toward agencies which receive UFO reports --for 

example toWard the police or the press . The detailed study of this 

problem was beyond the scope of this dissertation . It should be noted , 



however , that few ; if any , UFO reports printed in the pres s  ) or 

elsewhere , seemed to come from Negroes . The Boulder public opinion 

reported that 3 per cent of the r,.;hite resiXJndents said they had seen 

UFOs , but only 1 of 24 5--or four-tenths of 1 per cent--of 'the 
spond��ts said they had seen UFOs . 

reluctance to report UFOs to "the m:m'; or other sociological or T"''�:""", ..c::. 

ological factors . . 

(The �der poll found no statistically _  significant . diff 
16 . 

between the races on opinions about UFOs) • 

Even if UFOs were I'eported to some official age.n�ies--despi 

the fear of ridicule and other barriers discussed in this _  chapter--. . 

the press still may not have had access _ _ to the report� L� --foi" ex.::unt)J..$ 
-·- - T 0,:;- · ·����,- 73:;'£�:::: .. --7�;;,1!,:_-:;-

infornation on unexplained UFOs , except to note_ �at tne :investi� · .  

-� pontinuing . Names of witnesses are not . released by . the: -Air 
• :' ·'- .F ': " - , - ,- · ·:-'· --,. . . . _. :· ' · -

even if �the UFO -is explained , on the ground that _publicity may 

the wi t:ness to ridicule or · nuisance· telephone cal�s -� 

In addition to the Air Force regul�tions , organiza�ional 

lines--the written ,and unwritten patterns of behavior_ one learns 
I 

any occupation--also may have worked �gainst re:p::>rting of UF\)s to 

the mass. media . 

In two separate interviews , R . A .  Ebright of �.merican Air1 " 

chainnan of the Allied Pilots Association in Chicago , and a re 

manager for United Air Lines told about the reluctance of airline 

pilots to report UFOs . 



Ebright , . in  an April 19 6 8  interview } said that , while the 

Federal Aviation Agency had forms for reports of unconventional or 
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unidentified a.ircraft , such reports probably would not reach the press . 

He said : 

Very few pilots would take it upon themselves to call a 
ne".-7Spaper and tell what they sari'/ . They aren ' t  bred this way . 
They are more cautious . . � . 

We would not go directly to the news media � - we would handle 
things like this through the company so as not to bring dis...; 
credit upon the company--not that this would . 

Ebright added, in- 1955 when he joined American Airlines after 

four . years as a Marine-_Corps pilot :· 

I was with a captain who ·saw ._sanething> strange ··out Jds 
window. It was daylight but I didn 't see the obj ect even though 
I was in the cockpit with him .  I ·asked him if :he was going to 
report it and he said � 'Hell , no ! I '  m not gomg to report it . 
They' 11 think I '  m nuts • ' - - " 

In J� 1968 , the United AJ:rt I4fi��·"official , :who. asJ<ecL not to 

be - i.dentified ,· said th� "��,::·a<��tl?tl�.(��eJ'l�·-��C>f pilots not to 

report if they see a UFO of a:r1Y tYPe��·T�': :,-
. - -- . By_ .  opening. thErlr nr.:mths -t;hey�-�y .. _SlJbj��c��e:I.ves_. ":to . 

three weeks of honievJork, 'filling out forms and meeting with 
boards .  · It is oore trouble:j:han�:it - -is ���rtlf. � .�: c � 

At first he said a pilot" who: -�parted a IJfO might be ''held. up 

to ridicule'' by other pilots , but . then __ he _ said .• ' 'ridic\lle" was not· · ·· 

. .  
really what he had meant : 

. Just a lot of kidding _ and , barbed ;.'t'emarks • · The whole igamut 
of j est . 

.. . - · 

- --
As to whether a pilot might report a UFO to the pres s , he said : 

No pilot talks about anything to the outside world without 
first feeding his information into management . . • •  there is no 
corporate policy against pilots t4Jd,ng with news media about UFOs 
. . .  If I received a request from the news media to talk with a 
pilot , it would depend on whether the pilot 'MaS willing to talk 
with the news media . It would be an individual matter . 



Given the reasons for not reporting UFOs--the fact that the 

witness rray reason that the obj ect was probably something normal , 

fear of ridicule , mistrust or ignorance of whom to report to ,  or 

restrictive regulations--questions may arise about which reports do 

reach the news media and why some people report UFOs . 

The UFO Project at Boulder suggested that UFOs were reported 

for two najor reasons : · ( 1) the witness would want to know what the 

object was ;  and ( 2 )  the witness thought that strange objects should 

be reported . These were the prinEry responses f:rom 1 ,  38  2 non-wimE�SS·� 

who , in the Boulder public opinion poll , · said they would . repo�_ UFOs 

if they saw --the1Il,_and f:r.an . 94 witnesses selected from the project ' s  
. - ,  

Table 39 indicates the major reason given by non-witnesses 

saying they would -report
. 

a UFO , and the In3.jor reaso� 

nesses who .diq �:�P9� .· a �lT.f9�·-
TABLE 39 � -

( 
REASgNS· - FOR REPORI'ING A UFO 

I 9 want to know what 
it was 
Because strange obJ ects 
should be . reported 
I would be worried 
about it 
Because other people have 
seen UFO§ - __ _ _ _ . 
It is the best way to con­
vince oeonle that UFOs exist 

Other 
Total 

N 

49 

3 6  

7 

'- -

3 
100 

1 . 3 8 2  

29 

43 

2 

11 

3 1  
12 2 

, 94 
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Not listed among the ' 'reasons for reporting a UFO , " however , 

Has what might have been an important reason : The fact that barriers · 

to reporting a UFO may be lower at one time than at another ; obstacles 

to reporting a UFO need not have been consistently high or prohibitive . 

There may have been occasions when the UFO sighted was so 

strange in appearance to the "witness that it could not be considered 

"probably something normal , "  and consequently he �uld report it_ ; there 

ma.y have been times when it became relatively widely known that UFOs · 

could . or should be reported to certain_ ag�cies . (Dr. H� �antelli , 

co�ctor. of the Disaster Res�_ Center at .- Ohio State University , 

in a .  talk- at . the University of Colorado UFO ·  Project in DeQ�:r 1966 , . . 
suggested �t in areas where UFO reports were __ frequent a sub-culture 

might 5iev�<?P. _ in  which citizens were . ��1:ed with UF,O _ sightings , 

:�:�;;�t:.·.��t�::t�!:;�;;:�e: 
haV7 ·

'
b3���-��gl1t _ _  �er by _the n� : -� (and , cc:>nsidet;'e<i to have 

achiey:��0�/degree · .of. sta� in �� . eyes,,_ �f �ienQs£:'al1d_;��gt¥Untarices . 
" '  .': -�·-·_ ' - ·- - - - . - '• - ' . .  - . "- . - _ /  - - · · - - ' - · -. ::_ ... ---. ·-

•-· • "  Concepts . - fr<51ll the sociology - of deviance_- �eemed -· I"E!levant to -

. 

-
-_ . 

. 

the appa.rei?-t �ge in the behavior of some UFO witnesses_-from 

reluctance to willingness to report fl.ying saucers . · 

The ridicule often experienced by UFO witnesses-�s discussed 

in t�s chapt�--suggested that the 0 act bf seeing and rE!porting a fly­

ing saucer may have been considered abnormal , . or deviant , behavior . 

As sociologist Howaro S • Becker explained : ·  

• . . deviance is not a quality of the act _the person commits , · 

but rather a consequence of the - application by others of rules and ; 
sanctions to an ' offender o ' The deviant is one to whom that label 
has successfully been applied ; deviant behavicr is behavisr tr.at 
people so label . 18 



Kai T .  �ic..l<:son expressed a similar view : 

. . . Deviance is not a property inherent in certain forms 
of behavior ; it is a property conferred upon these fonns by 
the audiences which directly or indirectly witnes s  th�� . · 19 

:·Jhen UFO reports were frequent and drew the attention of 

rras s  media ; the ''audiences "-�the press ; the A i 'Y"  Force and the publ � 

at-large--nay have been less able 1 or less willing , to apply -the 

"deviant" · label to the act of seeing anq reporting a · nying saucer. 

This rna.y be one �rore way in which barriers against reporting UFOs 

occasionally have been lowered. 

A Stiidy of news coverage and UFO sight:ings which·•· oc� :-.· . 

during waves 
··of UFO reports suggested that the · · "lowE!r:L.ng of : . 

was a major factor in creating and · sustaini.."lg a TNa.Ve of UFO ,..,�·I"V"'',I"¥f-c�· -, 

Based on a study - of the UFO waves of June-July 1947 , July 1952 ,' 

Noverilber � lcg57/}�igust · ·1965 and March 1966 , · a sumnary waa ae\re..LcJoea:�c 
"the everits��c:om.pfising-�a wave<of:·�UFd ··�ports . -The ��swas · ......... """'"'"' 

( . .. ' 
to norie of- ·the "tJFo waves in - particular , but to ·all of them "fn .e:erter.: 

. Whe11-�10cal , ·regional or national :interest"�:m tJFos haS ., 
- - . : . _- � _: . . 

aroused ,  it:� .g��all.y _ has been becau5e . some cata.J.ytic :· ·��ent ·�- ,-.. "'- ·""'- ..... 

interaction b� �he ele.'Ilents of a . UFO . wave�-the people , .. · the _:;:·press , _ 

and the Air · Fo:rce . - In some .instances j there may have beeh a seri . .  

sightings �aver � sev�al , days which the neWS zredia were aw� of bu 
• . .  • ' . . lilt • 

.. . .. - ·-. . . . ' "' c ,., • 

played down�, �gnored · or did not connect until there occurred �'�ne 

sightings Which included a Iarge number Of WitneSSeS Or' other "ne�N"SII� 

circumstances • The second . third or Nth UFO report Wa.s .L"1terpreted 

confirming the preceding ones--just as -� · at the end · of a U£0 �,tvave , 
nonsensical reports have been interpreted as disconfi..rrning preceding 

ones . 
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Given such preliminary coverage } there appears to be heig..i1tened 

sensitivity" to other UFO reports . Because many local news agencies 

regularly receive UFO reports--as indicated in the preceding chapter--

a "Hareho1J.se" of reports often has been available ) Haiting to be tapped . 

The leads from five news stories printed during the August 1 9 6 5  
� 

wave illustrated the role of the press in apparently seeking out UFO 

reports and thereby possibly encouraging rore reports : 
Edrnond got well into the saucer watching action over the 

. weekend_ with several sightings of UFOs being reported here . 
· (Fdmnd , Okla. , Sun) 

- - LyonS and Rice County have ·riot been left out of the invasion 
_ of Kansas by Unidentified Flying Obj ects , judging from the 
wein:l' ·lights seen in the sky yesterday·· evening �- " · (Lyons , Kan .  , 
Daily News ) 

Not to be left out , Rock County residents reported UFOs 
over Laverne Friday riight . (laverne ; Minn . � Star-Herald) 

·'I'hankS to · . ; c�rrt '  is ' not left out iri the 
_ _  , _ .co�q J.n�;� ; �cen� wave o� .' .. �� .S<lucer ' reports which_ have 

': come ··,irf 'from Texas·- Oklahoma''- -"'�Ne��MeXi86 :}NNE!braska 'and the' · .·: · ·  - , ' ' - � 

Denv:er _ _ area .  (lDngm::>nt , Colo . , _ Times) 

. __ ,,._ .V/i't,}l __ a.:u :the recent flying_ saucer �activity, _ it is a bit 
''·aepressirig 't6 note ·that there 'l'ave been :':no sightings spec.:· 

. "t��� or  otherwis�_J-!1_ the -��- Valley for some time . 
(sa.J.ina.S Californian) · � � · · � : .  . .

· . . . �-: - · · · · 

UFO . news judgment standards :during UFO waves appear ··to drop 

and , partly for the sake of covering new developments , the press prints 
2 0  

flying saucE:r accounts -which in -nen-wave c times · have been ignored . 

· Because of the number of rep3rt:s · recorded during a UFO wave ) 

investigations have been incapable 6f reviewing all of them . Atten-

tion has focused on the first or the major sightings . A simplified 

version of the end of a UFO wave would include these elements : there 

is published a report of the percentage of UFOs previously investigated 

and explained by the Air Force ; the current wave has produced no 



tangible evidence that "flying saucers ' '  are real ; there is an Air 

Force explanation of the IIEjor current si�l1ting ( s ) ) those who 

the UFOs rej ect the explanation ; there is , for various reasons , 

the factors mentioned in this paragraph , lessening of interest in 

on the part of vi_�ally all concerned . 

This summary of what appears to have cccurred during UFO T.T.;;;! '{TCI �  

seems contradictory to the Boulder Proj ect findings on "reasons for 

reporting a UFO .  " In Table 3 9 ; the least ntnnber of responses were 

made to the reason "because other � people have seen UFOs . " Yet , the. 
reports. f1xm "other people'' do appear to support a UFO �ve and 

courage addi tioMl reports • And ,  as suggested in the preceding 

newsmen said one of the criteria for printing a UFO news item was 

number ·of ·witnesses or the number of current UFO reports . 

'!'he difference tta.y be that , in the opinion pol� , the res;POJE'li:: 

that other '.reports · were occurring. And ,  m' the Bouider �j� 
nost .of,.'·#iei:CaSe�s� .were of s:i.ngie UFO reP9rts nQt oe�ing .. during ' '  - t� - • -- • .. l ... , ___ ,_ ' -, - • 

UFO - wave . Consequently , the category referring to other reports . 

have been· · somewhat irrelevant . 
. . 

Earlier in this chapter , a distinction was drawn between 

reports from members of flying saucer clubs and reports from �-'"""'•""'"""'liii'o.L'' 

citizens . Perhaps a distinction should also be drawn between 

isolated UFO reports and those occurring during a wave . 

Summary 

The occtipational backgrounds of UFO witnesses found in news 

accounts did not vary markedly from the occupaticnal backgrounds of 



witnes ses found in Air Force files or from the occupational backgrounds 

of the population at large , except in predictable areas . For example , 

the 1\i.r Force accounts appeared to contain .rrore UFO :reports from mili-

tary officers r..;hile the news accounts appeared to contain more UFO 

reports from policemen . 

One apparent distinction , however ) was tha. t the news accoU4'1ts 

appeared to contain relatively fewer UFO reports ; than the A1:r �orce , 

from witnesses in the scientist-technician occupational category . One 

explanation for this tendency may be that individuals in such occupa­

tions knew of channels other than the mass media through which to 

make thejr reports known to the Air Force . �so , the Air Force could 

grant the scientist-technicians a degree of anonymity not available 

·from the press . 

While flying saucer cults may draw the occasional attention of 

the press ,  it appeared incorrect to suggest that the cults and con­

tactees represented ·the major ,  or even � major , part of the UFO phe­

nomenon . For example , in his study , "Tiying Saucers kre For People , "  

H .  Taylor Buckner described the typical flying saucer club member as 

old a.i1.d · lonely . Yet in the population at large , alm::>st the oppcsi te 

seemed t:r\le . The Boulder public opinion poll found that belief in fly-
21 

ing saucers decreased as the age of respondents increased . 

Reasons for not reporting UFOs appeared to be that ( 1 )  the wit-

ness reasoned that the UFO was probably something norm3.l seen in an un-

usual way and ( 2 )  the witness fear.ed ridicule if he made public a 

report of his experience . Other factors preventing' witnesses from 

making UFO reports included lack of knowledge as to whom to repo� and 

belief tr.a t nothi.""lg could or would be done about the repor-t . 



Reascns for reporting UFOs were said to be ( 1 )  the cesire 

find out what the obj ect was , and ( 2 )  the belief that strange obj "",..."''''"'"' "··',.,., .. . ! 

should be !"eported . It rl'las also suggested that the number of 

reports would increase when barriers against reporting were 

by sympathetic ne�.JS coverage and public interest i."'l the phencrr�e..T"lon . .  c:;;c.;-.:" :,: .. =��i 



CHAPTER V 

Tr:E: AIR FDRCE: Al�TI lJFOS--h""IS'::'ORY AND 3ACKG . ."�OG'?ID 

Intrcx:J.uction 

To fully analyze news coverage of an event or series of 

events , it often is necessary to review the roles played by major 

news sources in the events under study .. Previous chapters have dis-

cussed the background of and canments made by various UFO news sources 

and UFO witnesses . This and the next chapter will focus upon the 

major official news source , the United States Air Force , and its 

UFO Proj ects , .including Proj ects Sign , Grudge and Blue Book . 

�T"I er"'".cort· w� l, be made to -� �o � �  ...... ,..,os��·�-� ..,.�...,�4 "" , +-1-1 ::�-r 'h .= <:!  .....,. ,. ..!. ...._ -.. a.v ..;_U. !:-'• '-" '-'li. • '- � 46 .t4 ....... -.� ..... w...- .... ......... ..... · ·--

1 
been discussed elsewhere . This chapter will be limited · to a brief 

review of the Air Force involvement with UFOs as that involvement 

is related to understanding press coverage of the U:O phenomenon . 

To begin With, ·the official Air Force position on UFOs has 

been : 

. •  ( 1 )  no Unidentified flying obj ect reported , irivesti­
gated , and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any indi­
cation of' threat to our national security ; ( 2 )  there has been 
no evidence submitted to or discovered by the Air FolX!e that 
sightings categorized as UNIDENTIFIED represent technological 
developments or principles beyond the range of present-day 
scientific knowledge ; and ( 3 )  there has been no evidence indi­
cating that sightings categorized as UNmENTIFIED are extra­
t�strial vehicles .  

The Air Force will continue to investigate .all sightings 
of unusual aerial phenanena over the US which are reported to 
it . The services of aualified scientists and technicians 
will continue to be u�ed to investigate and analyze these 
reports , and periodic reports and ner,;s re leases 'tlill be made . 

143 



The Air Force takes no stand on whether or not extraterres ­
trial life could or does exist .  Many scientists believe that 
it is entirely pos sible that the universe contains life on 
planets other than our own . No evidence yet exists that there 
is other life . The Air Force cont; nues to extend an invitation 
to anyone who feels that he pos sesses evidence of extraterres ­
trial vehicles operating within the earth ' s  space envelope to 
suhnit his evidence for analysis . � . 

These conclusions we�e presented in Pro4 ect Blue Bcok 1 9 6 8 , 

a brief summary and discussion of the Air Force UFO investigations 

frcm 1947 through 196 7 . The conclusions , however , were not new ; 

they could be found in reports dating from the late 1940s . They also 

could be found in Department of Defense press releases which peri­

odically report on Air Force UFO investigations . 

Some History 

On June 24 , 194 7 ,  pilot Kenneth Arnold re�orted that he 

a chain of "saucer-like': objects flying_ between Mt . Rainier � and .Mt 

Adams · in· the · Casa3.de Mountains of Washington .. While t}J.e �:�'�saucer1 ' · 

description had previously been applied to strange things. seen in .  
2 

-

the sky, the press popularized the "flying saucers " seen by. Arnold -

and 1:hat label was applied · to subsequent reports of. sig!ltings . 

A:mry Air Force interest in strange obj ects in the sky pre-

ceded the Arnold sighting , however . During World War II , both 

, Allied and Gennan pilots reported seeing bright balls of light , 

disc-shaped , that darted around their airplanes . Some Allied pilots 

dubbed -rhe obj ects "foo fighters . "  V.Jhile each side may have thought 

the r :  foo fighters.1 1 were secret devices belonging to the enemy :. a 
3 

accepted explanation was that they were a form of St . Elmo ' s  fire . 

(The name of the patron saint of sailors ; St . E� , was applied to 



the glow , or corona , which hovered over a ship ' s  mast during a thunder-

stor.n . The "fire" is a blue-white glow sometimes lasting several 

minutes and caused by the breakdown and discharge of an electrical 

field . ) 
After the war ,  in 1946 , the Army Air Force j oined in the 

European investigation of ' 'ghost roc..'<:ets " reported over Sr..Jeden almost 

daily in July and August of that year . American military int�st 

apparently was spurred by the theory that the objects may have been 

missiles test-fired from a Soviet rocket test area at Peenemunde in 

Russian-occupied Gennany. (It was in Peenemunde that Nazi scientists 

developed the V-2 rocket . )  Russia,  however, denied any link with 

the "ghost rockets'' which supposedly were traced on radar and seen 

by credible witnesses . 

Reports ·on --the objects were ccirried in the American p:r;ess . 
The· New · .York Times ---- Index for 1946 , listed about 16 stories on the ob----.;......;--------.,r· . -

\ 

jects , including one on October 11 which said that about 80 . per cent 

of the · "ghost rockets" were natural· celestial phenomena . 

- Dr .  Donald H .  Menzel of. the .Harvard College Observatory has 

suggested that interest in the 1946 reports may have triggered an 

over-reaction by the Army Air Force ·when � 'saucers " were reported in 
4 

June 1947 . 

Capt . Edwani J .  Ruppel t ,  who directed the Air Force UFO in­

quiry from March 1951 through September 19 5 3 ) wnJte , however , that 

the f\ir Force did not react imnediately to saucer : · reports . In his 

book ;  The Report on Unidentified Flying Obj ects , he wrote : 

According to old hands at ATIC ( the Air Technical Intelli­
gence Center at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base ) , t�e first 
sighting that really made the Air Force take a deep interest in 



UFOs occurred on July 8 at P.uroc Air Base (now Edwards AFB ) , the 
supersecret Air Force test center in the Moj ave Desert of Cali­
fornia . 5 

That day a test pilot on the flight strip } s everal otl-ter of-

ficers and airmen � and a ere�.; of technicians observed silver colored 

��identified obj ects in the sky . 

The early UFO investigations were conducted by members of 

Army Air Force Intelligence . Ruppel t explained : 

At first there was no co-ordinated effort to 
on the UFO reports . Leads would come from radio 
paper i terns (emphasis • . mtell�gence =t=.'� ............... � 
outside of ATIC were hesitant to investigate on their own ini 
ti ve because . • • they lacked specific orders • When no orders 
were forthcoming , they took this to mean that the military had 
no interest in the UFOs • 6 

There were few public statements made by the military about. · · 

the new phenomenon . On July 8 ,  1947 a United Press wire service · 

story quoted Gen .  H.H  • .  (Hap) Amold , chief of the Army Air Force 

during World ·war II , as '�saying , the discs ''could be a developnlent; 

United States scientists not yet perfected . " Or ,  Gen .  Arno1d · � ·  ... ·� 

the obj ects might be foreign aircr�t out of coni:Jx)l or ''jtist i-' ............. , 

fighting planes_. " A rronth later , another UP story· quoted Lt . Col�  

Donald L .  Springer , intelligence officer o f  the Fourth Air _ Force , 

based near San Rafael ) Calif : 

There is not sufficient evidence nor testimony available 
to conclude whether the reports of the so-called flying discs 
in the Tacoma (Wash . )  area or any other area have any basis of· 
fact . In view of this , Fourth Air Force will pursue this 
lar investigation no further . 

Of Springer ' s  statement and similar ones , Ruppel t wrote : 

The ' experts ' , in their stories of saucer l.'ore , have �aid 
that these brush-offs of the UFO s ightings were intentional 
smoke screens to cover the facts by adding confusion . This is 
not tr"tie ;  it was merely a. lac.1<: of coordinat2.on . But had the 



Air Force tried to throw uo a screen of confusion , they couldn ' t  
have done a better j ob .  7

-

Efforts to end the � Tlac.'t( of coorclination .. ' '  of which Ruooelt ' � -

wrote , began late in t�e summer of 1947 � shortly before t�e United 

States Air Force was established as a s eparate branch of the Armed 

Force s , ( On Septerrber 2 6 , 1947 , General Carl Spatz officially became 

the first Air Force Chief of Staff) . 

In the chain of command ,  the Air Technical Intelligence ·cen­

ter (ATIC)--which investigated reports of flying saucers--was under 

the Air Materiel Ccmnand (AMC) at Wright-Patterson Air .Force Base , 

Dayton � Ohio . 

The commander of the AMC was Lt . Gen . Nathan F .  Twining . Ap-

parently responding to a request for information � Twining wrote to 

the Commariding General of the Army �� Forces on Se?teTber 2 3 , 1947 , 

explaining that the ''so-called 'flying Discs ' "  had been discussed • • .  

in a'' conference between personnel fran the AJ..r_': Inst-itute of 
Technology 1 Intelligence T-2 5 Office ; Chief of Engineering Divi­
sion, and the Aircraft Power Plant and Propeller Laboratories 
of Engineering Division T-3 . 

· 

A review of data avaj lable on the "flying discs ) "  Twining 

wrote : had led to these opinions : 

· a .  The phenorne..11on reported is something real and not vision..; 
ary or fictitious . 

b .  There are obj ects approximating the shape of a disc , or 
such appreciable size as to appear to be as large , as man-made 
aircraft . 

c .  There is a possibility that some of the incidents rray be 
caused by natural phenomena , such as meteors . 

d .  The reported operating characteristics such as extreme 
rates of climb ; maneuverability ( particularly in roll ) , and ac­
tion which must be considered evasive when sighted or contacted 
by friendly aricraft and radar , lend belief to the poss ibili�' 

1 4 7  



that some of the obj ects are controlled either manually , automa­
tically or remotely . 

e .  The apparent common description of the obj ects is as fol­
lows : 

( 1 )  Metallic or light reflecting surface . 
( 2 )  .:�.bsence of trail ; except in a fe'l-J insta'l.ces Hhen the 

obj ect apparently was operating under high performance 
conditions . 

( 3 )  Circular or elliptical in shape � flat on bott0m and domed 
on top . , 

{ 4- )  Several reports of well kept formation flights varying 

from three to nine objects . 
( 5 )  Normally no associated sound , except in three instances 

a substantial rumbling roar was noted . 
( 6 )  Level flight speeds normally above 3 0 0  knots are es"t:J.mate�d •. :��r���.� 

These ·  and other factors , including the possibility that 

foreign nation has a fonn of propulsion possibly nuclear , "  

to recommend that : 

Headquarters , Army .Air Forces issue . a directive assigning a 
priority , security classification and Code Name for a detailed 
study of this matter to include the pi'eparaticn cf c ..... � .. .:Jl�t'e sets 
of all available and pertinent · data • . •  · 

Awaiting such a specific directive AMC ·will continue ·the·  
.investigation within its current resources in oroer to more �,...,..,,!0;;� 
ly define the nature of the phenanenon . · 

• .  8 
-

Three months later , on December 2 2 , 1947 , the director of ·. 

telligence for the Air Force conCt.lr!"ed wi:th the AMC re�ammendations 

On pecember 3 0 , 1947 , Major General L·. c . Craigie , director of Ai:r 
Force Research and Development , ,...vrote to the ccmnanding general of 

the AMC � stating that a proj ect to investigate the discs should be 

established . 

Craigie 1 s  letter_, �Nritten ••gy COM!'A..A.ND OF TB!: CHIEF OF 

stated : 

It is Air Force policy not to ignore reports of sightings 
and phenomena in the a"bnosphere but to recognize that part of 
its mission is to collect , collate , evaluate and act on informa­
tion of this nature . 



In implementing this policy � it is desired that t""le Pd.:r Ma.­
teriel Command set up a proj ect whose purpos e  is to collect , col­
late , evaluate and distribute to interested government agencies 
and contractors all i..11fonnation concerning sightings and phenome­
non in the atmosphere whi�� can be construed to be of concern to 
the national securi�; . . . 

It is suggested that the activities of the proj ect include 
the preparation and distribution of an initial report . . . and 
that subsequent �pcrts be is suec on a quarterly basis . Su;ple­
mentary reports should be issued at more frequent intervals should 
the need for same be indicated . The Proj ect is assigned priority 
2A ,  with a security classification of ' restricted ' and Code Name 
of ' SIGN ' . • . 1  0 

Proj ect Sign--which corrmonly was called ; 'Proj ect Saucer" --

was the code name used for the Air Force UFO inqUiry from its incep­

tion, January 22 , 1948 , to February ll , l;_949 ; the name then was changed 

to Proj ect Grudge � reportedly because :the classified name of Sign had 

been compromised . Grudge was the proj ect name from February 11 , 1949 

1..1.,til �..arch 19 52 j wher. the naT.e ".vas cha.""lged to the cne still in use :. 

Projectc Blue Book. Ruppelt , who was · directing the UFO inquiry at the 
�· � ; ;' 

time , :· expl.a:i..ned " the second change: 

By March 1952 i Proj ect Grudge was no longer just a proj ect 
within a group ; we had become a separate organization, with the 
fornal title of the Aerial Phenomena Group . Soon after this 
step-up in the chain of ccmnand the proj ect c�e·: name was changed 
to Blue Book .  The word "Grudge u was no longer ' applicable . 11 

Table 40  shows the names and ranks of men who have directed 

the Ai.:r Force UFO inquiry . 

TABLE 40 

DIREcrORS OF AIR FORCE UFO DJQUIRY 

Rank and Name 
Capt . Robert R . Sneider . .  
Capt . Edward J .  Ruppe1t . 
Lt . Robert M .  Olsson . . • .  

Dates of Ass ignment 
. October 19 4 8 -i1arch 19 5 1  

. • • March 19 51-Sept� 19 5 3  
Septa� 195 3-March 1954  

. March 1954-Apri1 19 56  Capt . Charles A.  Hardin . 
Capt . George T .  Gregory 
��j . Robert J .  Friend . 

. . . . . April 1 9 5 6 -0ctober 1 9 5 8 

Maj . Lt . Col . Hector Quint�illa 
. October 1 9 5 8 -August 19 6 3  

• • .A .. u.gust 1 9  6 3 -
12 

14 



The nature of the UFO inquiry in the late 19 40s and early 

1 9 5 0s was reflected in the periodic reports issued as suggested in 

General Craigie ' s letter of Dece..'11.ber 3 0  � 194 7 .  The first report 

sued ,��der Proj ect S ign was Technical Report No . F-TR- 2 2 7 4-IA , 

TIFIED AERIAL OBJECTS PROJECT r = srGN . " The ATIC report �;.-;as released 

to military and governmental agencies in Febru.ary 1949 , but because 

of Proj ect Sign ' s  classified status , the report was kept under � 

secret classification until October 1961 . (Under Department of De-

fense directives : such data were declassified after 12 years ) . 

Conclusions and reconmendations m the Proj ect Sign report 

included: 

CONCLUSIONS 

No definite and conclusive evidence is yet available that 
't-v"ould prove or disprove the eriste..T'lce of these unidentified 
j ects as real aircraft of unknown and unconventional conf 
tion . It is unlikely , that positive �f of their existence-�:· � ·  
will be obtained - without examination of. the remains of -!:t � ..,,,o,.., ·.·.··' 
obj ects . Proof of non-existence is equally,. impossible to cr:r_t:a:ltr 
unless a reasonable and convincing explanation is determined 
each incident • 

• • • Explanations of some of · the incidents revealed the 
tence of simple and easily understandable causes , so that 'tnje.rE:L 
is the possibility that enough incidents can be solved to ....... . ...uw.::' 
nate or greatly reduce the mystery associated with these 
rences . 

Evaluation of reports of unidentified obj ects is a neces . 
activity of military intelligence agencies . Such sightings are 
inevitable � and under wartime conditions rapid and convincing 
solutions of such occurrences are necessary to maintain morale 
of military and civilian personnel . In this respect it is 
sidered that the establishment of procedures anq training of · -
personnel is in itself worth the effort expanded on this proj e  

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Further activity on th�s proj ect should be carried on at 
mi.nimum level necessary to recon:i , stnnmarize , and evaluate the .. 
data received on future reports and to complete the specialized 



investigations now in progress . When and if a sufficient number 
of incidents are solved to indicate that these sightings do not 
represent a threat to the security of the nation , the assignment 
of a special proj ect status to the activity could be terminated . 
Future investigations of reports would then be handled on a rou­
tine bas is like any other intelligence work . . . 

The "Sign" Report was based upon investigation of 1 7 2  UFO 

reports ; the report on Proj ect Grudge ; completed i.11 August 194 9 , 

covered 2 44 reports , the 172 of Sign and 7 2  additional ones . The 

Grudge conclusions were more specific : 

CONCWSIONS 

1 .  Evaluation of reports of UFOs to date de.nonstrate that 
these flying objects constitute no direct threat to the national 
security . of the United States . 

2 .  Rep6rts of UFOs are the result of: 
a .  Misinterpretation of various conventional obj ects 
b .  a mild form of mass hysteria or "war ne!'V'es " 
c .  individuals who fabricate such reports to perpetuate a hoax 

or seek ·publicity , i:� e .  deliberate fdlsificaticns 
d .  psycl?.opathological �ons . 

3 �  P�ed . l:'eleas� of unusual aerial obj ec-ts coupled with 
the release·· of-�relatect·psYchological· propaganda could' cause 'mass 
hysteria . . • employment of these methods by . . or against an enemy 
would yield simi J ar  results . 

-
RECOMMENDATIONS c. · • 

. . . .  it .  iS �  . .  (also ) reconmended that Conclusions 1 and 2 
of this report with sufficient supporting data , be decia_ssified 
and made public in the form of an official press release : This 
action would aid in disspelling public apprehension � often direct­
ly attributable . to the sensationalistic reoorting of many. of 
these incidents by the press and radio . (Emphasis added) 

The recommendations of Proj ects Sign and Grudge apparently 

led to a press release issued by the De��ent of Defense Office 
of Public Information on December 2 7 , 19 4 9 . At that time , True 

magazine ;; in its January 19 50  issue , had published an article by 

:COnald E .  Key hoe ,  "The F1 ying Saucers Are Real . ; ' One conclusion of 

the article was that : 

i :::, l 



For the past 17 5 years ) the planet Earth has been under syste­
matic close-range examination by living , ·intelligent obs�:ers 
from another planet (who come in flying saucers ) . 

Perl:aps the Keyhce �"'"'ticle spu.r'!"ed Department of Defense 

compliance with the Grudge recommendation for 'an official pres s  re-

lease " to dis spell · :public apprehens ion . · 

The headline of the December 27 release was ; AIR FORCE DISCON-

rnru:ES FLYING SAUCER PROJEcr . The entire text of the release , No . 

6 29-49 , with emphasis added : 

The Air Force has discontinued its special proj ect 
ting and evaluating reported "flying saucers" on the basis that 
there is no evidence the reports are not the results of natural 
phenomena . Discontinuance of the proj ect , which was carried out 
by the Air Force > was concurred in (by)  the Departments of the 
k:rrry and the Navy . 

The Air Force said that all evidence and analyses _ L�dicate 
that the reports of unidentified flying obj ects are the result 
of : 

.C l) Misinterpretation of variotis. conventional obj ects . 
( 2) A mild form of mass hy5teria·; · · 
( 3 )  Or hoaxes . 

The proj ect was established two years ago at Wrigh�-Pa.ttE:rr"S·On� 
Air Force .Base > Dayton , Ohio , Headquarters of the Air Force ' s  
Air · Materiel Corrmand .  Since January 1948 some 375 incidents . . 
been .reported and investigated . '. ;Assisting special investigators 
were scientific consultants from universities and from other 
governmental agencies . 

The Air Force said that continuance of the proj ect is unwar-
ranted since additional incidents now are simply conf{rmmg · ·:t"*J£�;:1 
findings already reached . 

The release was quoted extensively in an Associated Press 

story from vJashington , D .  c . on December 2 8 . 19 4 9 . The first tHO 

paragraphs of that story : 

vlashington (AP) -The Air Force said Tuesday night that two 
years of investigation have convinced it that flyir.g saucers 
j ust j okes , Jn3.S S hysteria or misunderstandings of natural en(JffiE:!IJ.C!.}�:�" 



It ended a special proj ect to investigate reports about alleged 
sight.ings of saucers . The proj ect was set up in January 1948 . 

An editorial in T1·1e Chicago Dailv l'Jews of January 3 ,  1950  

drew a link between the Keyhoe article and the Air Force announcement . 

The editorial � '�ny PMay , Saucers " began : 

Despite t�e statements of an 1 ' expert'' ( Keyhoe ) the Air Force ' s  
investigation . has convinced them that the ' flying saucers ' ) which 
seemed to populate the heavens for a while ,  are a delusion . . 

They are ,  concludes the Air Forces after investigating 375  
reports , either deliberate hoaxes j hallucinations , or bin:ls , 
stars and weather balloons . This is easier to believe than that 
they are - space vehicles from another planet , that decided not 
to land . · · 

· 

The "expert" who thinks otherwise--in a pulp magazine-has 
the imposing title of ' former information chief for the aeronau­
tics branch of the U .  S . Commerce Department '" • In governmental 
parlance , that usually means head press agent . . • 

The �ember 2 7  Department of Defense press release did not 

make it cl�
·: · that_ the Air Force had � discontinued :investigation 

of UFOs . The Air Force had, as the release stated ; discontinued the 

special proj ect�as recommended in the Proj ect Sign report . UFO 

investigations continued by the ATIC . 

The ��inction was clarified in a Department of Defense 

Release of April 3 , 19 52  • This rele:ase , �oo , �y have been prompted 

in part by a magazine article . For Life nagazine ' s  April 7 ) 19 5 2  

issue--on the stands around April 1--carried a lengthy article which 

asked ! 'Have We Visitors From Space? " The article , written by H . B .  

:!)a.rrach Jr . and Robert Ginna j recounted several sightings of UFOs and 

told of Air Force interest in the phencmenon . 

The April 3 Department of Defense release was headed ' !IN 

PJ,TShTER TO INQUIRIES : � '  and said : 
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The Air Force has not discontinued the study of unidentified 
flying objects (popularly known as ' flying saucers ' ) .  It is true 
that this study has changed from a special proj ect to a general 
f��ction . This means that the Air Force placed the evaluation 
of these sightings in normal staff channels . 

Every attempt is made to investigate si��tings re;orted to 
t"'l.e A..ir Force . In mos t  cases these sightings proved to be 
balloons and nat-ural phenomena . 'I"nere re.rnain :  ho . ..;ever ;; a nul!lber 
of reported sightings that cannot be thus explained ; and as long 
as this is true , the Air Force �ill continue to study the prob-
lelll. . • • 

The public should not interpret these continued efforts to 
mean that new evaluations have been made or that new conclusions 
have been reached . This is not the case . Detailed rep::>rts and 
particularly photographs fran people who have sighted unusual 
aerial manifestations will be welcome . Reports may be 
to the nearest USAF installation and to be of value should ,.,,...,..,,...�. 
as rmich detail as p::>ssible . 

The statements that rost UFOs were "weather balloons and 

natural phenomena" and that the Air Force would continue its 

gation "as long �" the..� were unexplained sightiJ'lgs provided 

cise summary of the Air Force UFO Program • 
. . 

The Nature of the Air Foroe UFO Inquiry 

The formal Air Force UFO inquiry always has been conducted · · 

from Wright-Patterson Air Force Base in Dayton , Ohio .. At Wr�ght­

Patterson , UFO . -investigators have available to th� the ' .scientific· · 

personnel and technical equipment which support the work of the 

�Air Technical Intelligence Cent er) , in recent years ren3med as the 

FID (Foreign Teclmology Division) . 

Continuity for the UFO investigation also has been provided 

by record keeping procedures established in the early 1950s by Air 

Force investigators and civil�an consultants to the UFO proj ects . 

The categories for clas sifying UFO reports have ra�L�ed relatively 

. ,  
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fixed since then . 

Identified , or explained , reports were t.�ose " fer which suf-

ficient specific information has been accumulated and evaluated to 
13 

permit a positive identification or explanation of the obj ect . ! r  

Identified reports were those categorized as airplanes ; �allocns , 

astronomical bodies � satellites or "ot""ler . n 

The "other" category included UFOs explained as missiles. , 

reflections , mirages , birds ; Jd.. tes , hoaxes , flares , etc . 

A UFO report could also be classified as insufficient data 

or unidentified . 

Reports categorized as insufficient data are those for which 
one or more elements of information , essential for evaluation , 
are missing . Some examples are the omission of the duration of 
the sighting , date , time , location � position in the sky ;: weather 
conditions an� t.'"le �-mer of appearCJ."1Ce or disappearance . If . . . 
there . is an indication the sight.irig may be of _:secur.i t�[; scientific , 
technical 3 · or  public interest value , the Project Biue BOOk Office 
conducts an .  additional investigation and every ... atte.I!"P:t, <is ·. made 
to obtain the information necessary for ; iden-tification _- · However , 
in sane instances > essential information is . req\lested from the 
observer and is neyer received ; therefore , no further · action can 
be taken. 

• .. . .A sighting is considered unidentified when a. . �port ap­
parently contains all pertinent data necessary to suggest a valid 
hypothesis. concerning the cause or explanation of the report , 
but the description of the obj ect or its motion cannot . be corre­
lated with any known obj ect or phenomenon . 14 

While the center for the UFO inquiry and the rules �,for classi­

fying ·reports of UFOs have changed little or not at all during most 

of the Air Force-UFO history _ there have been changes in other pro-

cedures and policies . 

The nature of some changes has been reflected in Air Force 

Regulations pertaining to UFOs . Air Force Regulations
·
� sent from 

headquarters in \·lashington to all .L\ir Farce bases , spell out the pro-



cedures to follow in all Air Fo!"'::e business . The basic regulations 

deal;ng rNith UFOs have been A� 2 00-2 ; first issued as Air Force Let-

te� (P�� )  2 0 0- 5  in April 19 5 2 , and AFR 8 0-17 ; issued in Senta�er 

19 6 6 , 

In an Air Force document , Status Report :ro . 7 . Proj ect B lue 

Book � 3 1  May 19 5 2 ,  Ruppelt said the issuance of the UFO regulations 

was a ma.j or improvement in the UFO inquiry . In essence :. t.Jhat the 

regulations did was to change the gathering of UFO data from strictly 

an intelligence function � ' directed from� Wright-Patterson Air Force 

Base , to an Air Force-wide concern . 

Several editions of AFR 200-2 have been distributed by the 

Depart:me."1t of the Air Force in Hashington to all Air. Force bases . 

The UFO regulations includ� the AFL of April 195 2  and AFRs of ..- u .  .... ......... = 

195 3 , August - 19 5 4 , Februa.ry 195 8 , Sept�er �9 59 ) July 196 2 ;, . and 

September 1966,-. 

Changes. m.:t�e by the Air Force i.rl empha�is and conduc� of 

UFO inquiry were evident in a review of three of the regulations-- . 

AFR 2 0 0-2 issued_ August 12 ; 19 54 , AFR 200-2 issued September 14 , 

and AFR 8 0-17 issued September 19 , 19 6 6 . 

These three regulations were selected for review because 

met the criteria of ( 1 )  availability and ( 2 ) issuance at time inter­

vals sufficient to indicate maj or changes in the inquiry--if any 

occurred . 

The August 19 54 regulation stated : 

Air Force interest in unidentified flying obj ects is twofold � 
First as a possible threat to the security of the United States 
and its forces ;  �d secondly ; to determine technical aspects 
involved . 



a • . . To date , the flying obj ects reported have imposed no 
th.�at to the security of the United States . . . However , the oos­
sibili ty that now air vehicles , hostile aircraft ' or mis siles· 
may first be regarded as flying obj ects by the initial observer 
is real . This requires that s ightings be reported rapidly and 
as completely as informati on permits , 

b .  , . .  �alysis thus far has failed to provide a satisfacto�J 
explanation fer a number of s i��tL�gs reported , . , ( a�d) the A i �  
Fcrce must be informed on experimentation and development o f  ner,.; 
air vehicles . · 

The regulation said responsibility for reporting sightings 

of UFOs rested with canmand.ers of Air Force activities , responsibili­

ty for investigation rested with the Air Defense Command and responsi-

bility for analysis rested �with the ATIC • 

. The regulation noted that the Air Defense command had , "in 

the 4602d Air Intelligence Service. Squadron (AISS ) ! the capability 

to investigate- thes.e (UFO ) reports . ' ' All Air Force activities were 

advised,� :to establi.sh · liaisot\_ with the nearest element of the ·AISS � 
. :_�:��e--rol� -·of the 4602d. in th� UFO inquiry was in��ed with 

this regulation �d._ ·ap�tiy resUlted from the work of · Capt . Rup­

pelt as director of Project Blue BOok� The 460 2d ·was a new :unit with-

in the Air Defense Comnand, and Ruppel t saw the unit as an answer to 

manpower problemS he had in investigating UFOs · 

. , . when I ' d  asked for rrore people 'i all I got was a polite 
' So Sorry . ' So , I did the next best thing and tried to find 
some organization already in being vrhich could and would help us . .  

He found the 4602d whose primary function was to interrogate 

captur�d ene.rny airmen during wartk�e . 
. . . in peacetime all that they can do is participate in simu­

lated problems . Investigating UFO reports woul� supp,lement thes e 
problems and add a factor �f realism that would be invaluable in 
their training . The 4602d had field teams spread out all over 
the United States and these teams could travel anvvmere . . .  on 
a minute : s  notice . 15 
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The role of the AISS in the UFO inquiry was short-lived , how-

ever . The unit was phased out in 19 5 6 , and responsibility for inves-

tigating reports of UFOs reverted to Proj ect Blue Book and individual 

Air 3ases . 

Most of the 3�-pcge 1954  regulation is devoted to routi."le 

information on procedures �o follow in a UFO investigation--such as 

checking with aircraft control and warning units , the weather b�u 

or local astronomers--and factors to include in a UFO report--time 

and date of sighting , observers , etc . 

Only one paragraph , the last one , dealt With release of in­

fonnation to the mass media and the public . This · is the paragraph ,  · 

with emphasis added � 

summaries 

. So � newsmen asking local Air Bases for infonnation ·aboUt-

reports would receive details on the sightings only if the obj ects 

had been "positively identified . "  Otherwise , the only available 

infonna.tion would be that the ATIC would analyse the data . This 

facet of A:i:r Force-UFO procedures has remrined virtually unchanged 

throughout the UFO inquiry . 

In fact , the regulation issued in September 1 9 5 9  was more 
I , 

specific about information which could be released onlv bv --------

or the Office of Information Se�1ices and not at the local level . 



��ile the 1954 regulation included one paragraph on release of infor-

mation , the 19 5 9  regulation contained a five-paragraph section on 

' 'Public Relations ; Information , Contacts and Releases . · 

Tne orders for release of information ir�luded : 

. . u.:Ul inforrration or releases concerning UFO ' s ,  rega.-ndless 
of origiJ1 or nature � will be released to the public or u."1cf.ficial 
persons or organizations -by the Office of Information Services ; 
Office of . the Secretary of the Air Force . . .  

Exceptions . In response to local inquiries resulting from 
any UFO report<;d in the vicinity of an Air Force Base ) information 
regarding a sighting may be released to the press or the general 
public by the camnander • • •  concerned only if . it has been posi­
tively identified as a fc;rni J  ]ar or known obj ect . (Emphasis 
theirs) . . • If tfie sightJ.ng l.S unexpJ:airiable or difficult to iden­
tify, because of insufficient i.nforma:tion or inconsistencies , 
the only statement to be released is the fact that the sighting 
is being investigated and infonnation regarding it will be re­
leased at a later date . If investigative action has been com­
pleted ; the fact that the results of the investigation . will be 
submitted to the ATIC for review and analysis may be released . 

Another':paragraph · stated that·' "every effort will· be c madea 
-, �� . .;�� .. -/r." --;·_· 'i �:�:· ':';·/:�;-:�·,:-,"'--_ 

' 

by "newsmen , writers , publishers , or
. 
private individuals • . , 

The final paragraph of the section : 

Contacts . Private .individuals or organizations requesting 
Air Force · interviews ,. briefing , lectures : or private discussions 
on UFO ' s  will be referred to the Office of Information Services , 
Office of the Secretary of the Air Fbrce . Air Force personnel , 
other than those of the Office of Information Services , will not 
contact private individuals on UFO cases nor will they discuss 
their operations and functions with unauthorized persons. unless 
so directed . . . . 

In addition to the increased emphasis given public relations , 

another difference in the 19 5 9  Regulation was that it said the Air 

Force interest in UFOs was three-fold , not two-folq as iij 1954 . 

The 1954 objectives of air defense and gathering technical 

and scientific data were restated . The third obj ective was the 
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! 'reduction of percentage of UFO ' Unidentifieds ' . · · The order read : 

Air Force activities must reduce the percentage of unidenti­
fieds to the minimum . 1\nalysis thus far has provided explanation 
for all but a few of the sightings reported . Thes e  u.neX};)lained 
sightings are carried statistically as ur�dentifieds . �= lliore 
:i.Jnmediate , detailed obj ective cata on the ur_lmc:·ms had been avail­
able . probably these too could have been explained . Ecwever . . . 
( due to hu�i factors L� the reDorts ) , . .  it is i�nrobable that 
all of the unidentifieds can be

-
elimL�ted . 

-

The. order that "the percentage of unidentifieds r be reduced 

to a minimum was listed in the August 195 3  AFR 2 0 0-2 , but not in the 

1954 regulation � although it may be implied in the obj ectives of se-

curing the na_1:ion ' s air d�fense and conducting technical analyses . 

Responsibility for investigating UFOs--given to the Air De-

fense Command and the 4602d AISS in 19 54--was placed with Air Base 

commanders in the 19 59  Regulation : 

The· commander of the Air Force base nearest t�e lcc�t�c� 
the reported UFO sighting will .. cenduct• all investigative 
necessary to submit a complete initial- report of a UFO s -�-��.-�� 
Every e�fort will · be made ·to resolve' the . sighting in th� : �. 
investigation. 

� - -

As itf'-1954_, the 195 9  regulation included procedures and 

lines to follow in preparing a report of a - UFO sighting . 

however , there ap� to be added concez:n with public relations'£ 

All Air Force activities will
. 
conduct UFO investigations -�o 

the extent necessary for their required reporting action . 
-

However , investigations should not be carried beyond this 
unless , . - · . the preparing officer believes the magnitude ( 
ligence significance or public relations ) of the case · � --� �·�e ��· 
full scale investigation . . . 

The more detailed instructions , the e.rnphasis on public 

tions and the release of information , and concern with what 

report under the UFO regulation ( flying obj ects known to be 

made the 19 5 9  regulation twice as long as its 19 5 4  predecessor . 



The 1 9 6 6  Regulation was five pages long ; compared to the three-

ar�-a-half of 1954 and the seven of 19 5 9 . The change in numbers of 

the Regulation from 200-2  to 8 0 -17 meant that in previous years the 

UFO regulation was published under the heac:.L"1g o f  : 'r:t..:..LLIGL.YCE" . 

but in 19 6 6  it was published �"i.der the heading of ' !Pesear�h ar.d !:'e-

velopment . " The name change - came about because the ATIC (Air Tech-

nical Intelligence Center) had been changed to the FTD ( Foreign Tech-

nology Division) . 

In 1966 , the objectives of the UFO inquiry were again pre­

sented as two-fold , with the 'thi:ro obj ective of identification pre;.. 

sented as necessary to fulfill the first two objectives : 

Air Force interest in UFOs is �No-fold : to determine if the 
UFO is a possible threat to the United States and to use the 
scientific data gained from the study of UFO reports . To attain 
these objectives � it is necessary to explain or identify the · 
stirm.1ltis : wtdch cause the observer to report his observation as 
an unl.-8entified flying object . 

Drawing dis-;.inction between a two-fold or three-fold Air Force 

objective may be splitting hairs . However , in another area ,  the 196 6  

regulation . did . advance a major change in the conduct of the UFO in­

quiry with regard to responsibilities for investigations . The regul�-

tion ordered: 

Each comrrander of an Air Force base will provide a UFO :inves­
tigative capacity . . .  (and) If possible ; an individual selected 
as a UFO investigator should have a scia�tific or technical back- -
ground and experience as an ,'investigator . 

The order meant that instead of just investigati.""lg UFO reports 

when they were foPMarded to an Air Force base , each base commander 
. ( 

would have to appoint a UFO officer , an individual with the fixed 

responsibiliD; of handling UFO investigations or inquiries if and 
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when there was a report of a UFO sighitng or there was an inquiry 

related to the phenomenon . Since the regulation did not provide 

di tional manpower or ftmds for the UFO investigative capacity , ' ' 

UFO officer r�d to come from the base personnel 

already· provi�ed fer related rnissions .. 

Proj ect Blue Book at· Dayton � Ohio , still played 

r-ole in investigations � however " The regulation noted : 

FTD at Wright-·Patterson Air Force Base , Ohio , 
or with the help of pertinent Air Force activities , rna.y 
any other investigation to conclude its analysis or findings 

In a July 17 , 19 6 8  interview , the director of Proj ect 

Book ,  Lt . Col . Hector Quintanilla said that having specified 

sponsibie for har1dling UFO reports might improve investigatory 

cedures , The_ UFO officers , he said , include enlisted men , 

missioned officers and those holding commissions , as WE:ll . 

some bases are much smaller than others , · � he ·�said , · ''a staff : s�""'t',.�!:ll· 

might have the same j ob (of investigating UFOs ) as a maj or at !:3',..,.".,..'"' 

base . "  

Cormnenting about the UFO officers in general , 

said : 

Morale varies depending upon the si tuaticns . Some t3.ke 
job seriously and do a good j ob .  Most don ' t  like it because 
means extra work for the.rn ( in  addition to their fulltime 
assignments ) . . .  He usually try to draw officers with 
science degrees or experience in navigation . 

The regulation provided the general di�cticns �or ��o�;��, 

and submitting reports of UFO sis;;htings . There was ,  however � 

added inj tmction : "Do Nar solicit reports . ' ' That l.s , th� UFO of-

ficers were to deal only with renorts received by the air base and 



�ot sea� out other reports or investigate those reported in the news 

rr.edia . 

P..s �oted previous ly : Capt . Edward. Ruppelt said the early UFO 

inquiry found leads about UFO reports in the neTNs media . However , 

the practice of not soliciting , or h��ting for TJFO re�orts app�er.tly 

was in effect before ·the "D:J NOT solicit � '  oroer was formalized in 

Regulation 8 0-17 . 

Quintanilla explained : 

My god ,  if I were to follow up all the pictures in magazines 
that ' s  allc I ' d  be doing. People don ' t  realize how much it costs . 
If you were to follow all this I 'd need a staff of 50 people to 
track all this dqwn . (The staff in Blue Book headwuarters,j :_:ex­
cluding secretaries , comprises Quintanilla ; a lieutenant and a 
non-commissioned officer) 

If I ' m investigating a sighting , I might ask the police or 
newspaper if other sightings had been reported . . . but I 'd  . never 
go door .to door asking if others ( in  the area) sa�N the obj.ec1: . 
That ' s more dangerous than peddling . 

� ' " �  
- . . · 1 -. , 

For those rePorts which' were . investigated , ReguJ..ation 80-17 

said the FID (Foreign Technology Division) w:Juld : 

Analyze and evaluate all information and evidence reported 
to bases on those UFOs which are not identified at the base level . 
(And) Use other Government agencies , private industrial. companies 
and. contractor personnel to assist in analyz.ing and evaluating 
UFO reports , as necessary . 

Scientific ResoUrces and Soecial Reoorts 

A July 21 , 196 0  Department of Defense News Release 7 No . 812-6 0 , 

pictured the resources available to uTO L�vestigators L1 another way : 

From time to time the Air Force has been asked the cost of 
conducting the UFO program. It is impossible to estiJ;late the 
exact amount of funds expended by the Air Force · in investigating 
reported sightings of unidentified flying obj ects because in ad­
dition to the . entire facilities of the Aerospace Technical In­
telligence Center , the entire facilities of the nation r s  scien-
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tific and technical community are at the disposal of the 
tors , and the degree of use yaries with each case o ·  Also , 
tigation in the field can involve individual Air Force base 
sonnel and special investigative units and again , in these 
ces the amount of time exrended and the number of oersonnel as� 
signed to a specific sighting will vary with each case . 

If that 1960  description of the UFO inq�J gave one the 

press ion that the "nation ' s  scientific a.,d tec.:rm.ical community" 

at the beck and call of UFO invest.igators--rMaiting to turn its 

tion to the UFO problem at a moment ' s  notice--the impression was 

wrong. 

While the technical facilities at Wright-Patterson Ai.r 
Base were recognized as excellent , Quintanilla acknowledged that ·· 

evidence took its turn. As an example , he said , if photo analysis · 

were working on material from Viet Nam, well ) that would have 

over photos of UFOs . Further , while lie detectors and facil.:.ties 

psychological c:fnalyses were available at Wright-Patterson and 

Force hospitals , Quintanilla never requested a UFO observer to · 

to such tests . He implied that the United States Air Force 

not want to be irf
.
the position of providing evidence that a u . s . -'�  

zen is untrustworthy . In fact., . Quintanilla said , one of the · 

the press had served was to apply pressure to UFO observers and to 

expose hoaxes . 

As for costs of the UFO inquiry , Quintanilla est:inated it 

cost "$72 , 00 0  to $ 8 5 , 00 0  a year just to run this sm3.11 office" 

would be additional . Since UFO investigation is not budgeted 

distinct item at other Air Bases , it was , as the July 1960  

o f  Defense pres s  release suggested , difficult t o  estimate the cos t  



of the UFO inquiry to American taxpayers . 

The _A.ir Force had , of course , contracted with the University 

of Colorado to conduct what turned out to be a two-year study of the 

U?O problem; and the cost to the Depa.rt:rr.e.11t of :Cefense �vV"as c.:;;�?!X)Xi-

ma:�ely $ 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 . 

On an individual basis , Dr .  J .  All en Hynek , now director 

of the Lindheimer Astronomical Research Center and head of the Astrono-

m_y Department at Northwestern University , signed his first contract 

as a consultant to the Air Force UFO inquiry in 1948 , when he was an 

assistant professor at Ohio State University . 

At the start , Hynek was a consultant only on astronomical 

phenomena, but he 
·
later became THE scientific consultant to the UFO 

-._ ·  

inquiry . He did not serve as consultant in any form in a period 

from 1950 t6 ' 19.51 when, he said , "it was hush-hush" and . the Air Force 

seemed to hciv�':- declded·· there ·was nothing to the phenomenon . · Hynek 
,-"-� 

returned as const4tant after there were �ports of UFOs over Washing­

ton , D . C . , in 1952 • .  A �ontract signed in 196 8  set his fees at $10 

an bour for · a
_ 
� of 500  hours during the year . 

As a scientific consultant , Hynek: occasionally investigates 

UFO reports in the field and periodically--about once a month--visits 

Proj ect Blue Book to review UFO reports and cormnent upon their expla-

nations . In separate · interviews both Hynek and Lt . Col . Quintanilla 

acknowledged they differed at times as to the acequa�J cf Air Fo�e 

explanations of specific UFO reports , When differences occtl!:"'red , 

Quintanilla would ·make the final decis ion as to whether or not an 

explanation that the UFO Has an airplane , satellite or weather bal-

1 6 5  



loon was satisfactory . Generally , Quintanilla said , he would find 

the explanations to be adequate .  

Other scientists , who had served the Air Force i...1 related 

capacities , partici:;;ated � .. ;ith :-Iynek .; n  a.T'lalyzing UFO reports that 

""eo the conclus ions advanced by P!uj ects S ign a11d Grudge . These 

tists , whose work was conducted in the late 1940s , included Dr . 

E .  Valley Jr . ,  a nuclear physicist at the Massachusetts Institute 

Technology ; Dr .. James E .  Lipp , an aeronautical engineer and 

head for the RAND Corporation ,  and Dr .  Irving L:mgmuir , 19 3 2 Nob�c�� 

Prize Winner for work in surface chemistry and a physical chemist 

the General Electric Company .  
Other scientists and private corporations have played maj 

roles in the UFO inquiry . Three of their reports will be reviewedo.� · 

· below beca'.lSE! (�), thee reports are relevant to a discussion of "_ ·" t-l�"'�t-\1!5,· 
- - : --. - '· - - -

there has ·. been a . .  "UFO coverup" by - the Air Force , , and./ or ( 2 )  

reports helped shape the nature of the Air Force UFO inquiry . 

The three reports,� are ( 1) Special Report No . 14 ) ( 2 )  the _ · 

January 1953  report of the Scientific Advisory Panel on Unidentif 

Flying Obj ect� , and ( 3 )  ·the March 1966  Special Report of the USAF 

Scienti fic Advisory Boaro Ad Hoc Corrmittee to Review Proj ect Blue ; · · 

Book . 

Report No . 14 was the first of the three to be 

while not the first to be completed--the first to be publicly re-

leased ( in  May 1955 ) . Report No . 14 , or as it is also called 

14 , "  apparently was so named because it followed the 12 Proj ect 

Book Status Reports issued when Ruppel� directed the UFO inquiry . 



Those reports , generally , were rronthly sUJlliTI.aries of Blue Book activi-

ties , not of t�e scope of Report No . 14 , That Report No . 14 was not 

c.=:.lled "Report No . 13 " apparently was evidence of a military form of 

triskaidekaphobia . 

The first Air Force reference to the report ftJas printed in 

Status Report No . 6 ,  April 3 0 , 19 5 2 : 

The contractual agreements with ( censored ) for furnishing 
aid in conducting this proj ect have been finalized . 

The name of the midwestem , private research corporation which 

conducted Project
_
: 14 ba.s been kept secret at the request of the com­

pany , apparently because it feared the link with flying saucers might 

hann its "image . '� Its report was based on analyses of approximately 

4 , 0 0 0  reports of UFOs recorded by the Air Force from June 1947 through 

19 5 2 . 

Characteristics _ of the UFO reports were presented in 240 tables 
. 

.· .J ' ' . �; ; , _ -��� -- - . -:_-
.J*! J , :- �  ·-

which covered �Ch areas as "Evaluation (explanation) ' of - Ail _ Sightings 
' " ' ·  '1·,-" · ·  -

by Years , "  eya,lt..U;ltiori of sightings by months , by reliability of ob-

servers , by n� of obj ects reported , by duration of sighting , by 

shape , cola� �r, speed of object , by geographi� region of sighting or 

by the strategic nature of the area in r..Jhic� a UFO was reported . 

Statistical test� (Chi Square ) were applied to the data to determine 

whether . there were significant differences between characteristics 

of Unknown UFOs and those identified . The tests were inconclusive . 

As stated in Report No . 14 , p .  7 0 : 

The results of these ( Chi  square ) tests are inconclusive 
since they neither confirm nor deny that the UNKNOWNS are pri­
marily unidentified KNOWNS , although they do indicate that rela­
tively few of the ill!K!'TOr�rs are actually astronomical phenomena . 

., ,.... ..., ....._ 0 /  



The summary of the 3 16 -page report offered these conslus ions : 

All available data were included in this study , . . On the basis­
of this study it is believed tr�t all the unidentified aerial ob­
j ects sould have been explained if more complete observational 
data r�d been available . .  > 

Therefore , on the bas is of this evaluation of the 
it is considered to be highly improbable that reports 
fied aerial obj ects examined in this study repres ent 
of technological developments outside of the range of present­
day scientific knowledge . It is emphasized that there has �en 
a complete lack of any valid evidence of physical matter in any 
case of a reported unidentified aerial obj ect . 

The unnamed research corporation said its conclusions were 

based on "A critical examination of the distributions cif important 

characteristics of sightings , "  "an intensive study of the sightings 

evaluated as UNKNOWN , "  and "An intensive study aimed at finding a 

verified. example of a ' flying saucer ' or at deriving a verified u.��..�� ... �; ... 7t�\'',;,ilif,>+ 
16 

or lllXiels of ' flying saucers ' • ' '  

· In addition to reinforcing the c:onclusions reached by the 

Proj ects Sign and Grudge studies , the Project 14 research also lea; 

to revisions in the Air Force UFO inquiry . 

questionnaires for observers of UFOs and ,.  apparently , played a 

in the revision of AFR 20 0 -2 in August 1954 (F:rum page viii of the 

report) : 

As the study of current eases progressed , it became increas_­
ingly obvious that if reporting and investigating procedures 
could be further improved , the percentages of those cases which . 
contained insufficient information and those remaining 
would be greatly reduced o The key to a higher percentage 
solutions appE;ared to be in rapid "on the spot : ' investigations 
by trained personnel . . On the basis of this , a revised pro�am. 
was established by PI Reg . 2 0 0-2 . . .  12 August 19 5 4 . , 

This new program . . e provided primarily that the 46 02d Air 
Intelligence Service Squacir'on (Air Defense Col'l'lm3J1d)  would carry 
out all field investigations . . . .  6.£te:!:" treat.::ent by the 4 6 0 2d 
Aiss , all info1�tion is supplied to the Air Technical Intelli -



gence Center for final evaluation . This cooperative program 
has resulted , since 1 January 1 9 5 5 , in reducing the insufficient 
.information cases to 7% and the unknown cases to 3% of the to-­
tals . . .  

Questions about the validity of Proj ect 14 findings have fo-

cused upon the statistical procedures used by the research organiza-

-cion . Dr .  David Saunders , a U.nivers i"!:y of Co1oraC.o psycholsgist a'r!.G. 

computer expert for the Boulder UFO PnJj ect , wn:>te of Project 14 : 

. . .  This $ 100 , 000 , taxpayer-financed report . . . purports t9 
be a sophisticated statistical treatment of all the data in the 
files up through late 195 2 , a period when the Air Force was still 
getting much interestin,g input . The report contains more than 
200 tables filled with ·numbers . It also makes -use of an elemen­
tary statistic known as chi-square to lend credence to its pri­
nary argument (that flying saucers did not exist) .  I was impressed 
by the fact that not even the formula used for calculating chi­
squarE! was correct . And with remarkable regularity , whoever did 
these statistics combined the categories so as to minimize his 
chances of finding anything significant � . .  It was even more of 
a disappointment to learn that all of the IBM cards coded for this 
special study . . . had been t1rc"Nn aw-ay . The card d.ec.tc could at 
least have provided a check list of early sighting� . 17 

- - · - .  

- One---�cteristic . of UFO reports that __ was n.c;>t_,��cluded j.n . ' -- .: .. --:-' � ';:. -· 

any of the Proj ect 14- analyses was that of "maneuverab��ity �- " the 

aerial maneuvers the reported UFOs performed . 

The Project 14 researchers explained : 

. . . at the time that the maneuver factor was determined to 
be critical , it was physically impracticable to make the required 
definitions and re-evaluate the original data . Therefore , no 
code for maneuver has been included in the CODES (the coding 
system used for reports ) , CARD BIBLE (the work sheet) , or IBM 
caros . 18 

Hence , the motion of an aerial object--that factor which may 

have set the obj ect apart from aircraft � balloons or astronomical 

phenomena and made it unknown in the eyes of the o9server--was not 

one of the characteristics included in Proj ect 14 ' s  "critical " and 

" intens ive n  analyses . 

16 9 



The omis sion of the maneuverability factor was mentioned 

t"1e conclus ions of Report No , 14 . The logic was that , if the 

had been included , perhaps more UNKNO{tfl\TS would :r.ave been ,-1, . ..,.,, .......... ..-

to be KHOwNS : 
. . .  a combination of factors , prL1cipally the reported 

maneuvers of the obj ects_ and the unavailabiliDJ of su·pp.�snerlta 
data such as aircraft flight plans or balloon-launching --::-:.::::t�;�:.,-
resulted in ·  the failUre to identify as KNOvJNS most of the ;::�::1���1?-�c 
of obj ects classified as UNKNO�·JNS . 

The report of Proj ect 14 was the product of three years of 
research and was 3 16 pages long . Yet PJ;t>j ect 14 has not received 

the attention accord.ed the January 195 3  report of the 

visory Panel on UFOs , also known as the "Robertson Panel . " 
bertson report was 2 8  

in detail and 1 5  others on a briefing basis . ·· 
. 
One

-
controversial aspect of the · Robertson Report-· tha.t .  

involvement of the Central Intelligence Agency in the UFO - ' 

has been discussed at length in The Saturday Review ;, Sept � 

pp . 45-50 , and also in the writings of Dr .  Jarnes McDonald , 

physicist in the Institute of Atmospheric Physics , University of ·-·� . 
.. A.rizona , Tucson . 

The chairman of the panel was Dr, H .  P .  Robertson , 

physicist at the California Institute of Technology . 

members who met from January 14-17 , 19 5 3  �.;ere �uis �·I . P..l \"2.Z"e:: 

U!"'.iversi ty of California , Lloyd V . Berkner of As sociated 

Inc . , S .  A .  Goudsmi t of Brookhaven National Laboratories and 

Page of Johns E-:opkins UniversiDJ Dr .  McDonald , who read the 



son report before it was " sanitized " ( in  military terms ) said the CIA 

representatives listed in the unedited version were a Dr ,  H .  Marshall 

Chadr.-1ell , Ra.lph L .  Clark and Philip G .  Strong . 

Dr .  McDonald---in a speech before the American Society of News-

paper Editors on April 22 : 1 9 6 7--told how he was allowed to review 

the entire panel report on June 6 ,  19 6 6 ; but when he returned to Pro-

j ect Blue Book offices on June 20 and requested a Xerox copy : 

The copy was prepared for me ,  but not given to me because a 
superior officer suggested that since ' another agency ' was in­
vel ved , they ' d  have to check before re leas i..ng it to me .  I re­
minded them ·. that I already had extensive notes on it . .. · • I was 
assured that their check was perfunctory and that I �tlld be 
sent the copy in. a week or two �  

In fact , I never received it . The ' other agency ' ,  the Central 
Intelligence Agency , ruled that this document did not come under 
the ' 12-year (declassification) rule ' and reclassified it . Al­
though a so-called ' sanitized version ' was later released , the 
full docur.er.t re���s undisclosed . 

The CIA is mentioned Only indirectly in the declassified ver­

sion ·of the���el' s · -report �  Also·· deleted , McDonald · said�: was . a  CIA 

recorrmendation : 

. . ., for a syStematic 'debunking of the flying saucers , ' to 
use the . actual language of the document . And the stated obj ective 
of the ' debunking ' was to 'reduce public · interest in flying 
saucers . '  19 · ' · 

Another scientist who reviewed both the class ified and de-

class ified versions of the Robertson Report was Dr . J .  Allen Hynek , 

scientific consultant to Pn:>j ect Blue Book , In a vis it to the UFO 

Proj ect at the University of Colorado on Nov . 11 � 196 6 , Hynek told 

the proj ect of his comparison of the nvo copies : 

I made it a point � . .  to see how the ' sanitlzed ' version dif­
fered from the other , and it doesn ' t  differ very much . There is 
very little difference . . . 

l 7 l  



In fact , the " sanitized" report does include references to 

"debur.Jd..l'"lg" flying saucers within the context of a two-fold educa- -

ti-:::;nal program .  One aim of the program r..vould b e  training military 

and Ground Observer Corps persormel ' '  ir1 proper recogni -:ion of unus-

ually illumi."'"lated obj ects . - . " As for the other ai":l :  

The ' debunking ' aim �  would result i.l'"l reduction in public 
terest in ' flying saucers ' which today evokes a strong 
ca1 reaction . This education could be accomplished by mass 
such as television , motion pictures and popular articles . . . "1 11"'P\'o�";':':"''�-� 
a program should tend to reduce the curTent gullibility of the 
public and consequently their susceptibility to clever hostile 
propaganda . • • 

Neither "debunking" nor the CIA was mentioned by name :in 
panel ' s declassified conclusions and recommendations . 

and recommendations will be quoted extensively below because they' 

brief and because they are important in understanding the role of 

Air Force and the press in the UFO inquiry: 

� ,a· result of its · _consider�tio��� the Panel concludes ; _: .  

a .  That the evidence presented on Unidentified Flying Obj 
shows no indication that these phenomena constitute a direct · 
physical threat to the national security . .  

We firmly believe that there is no residuum of cases 
indicates phenomena · which are attributable to foreign 
capable of hostile acts ; and that there is no f:Vidence that 
scientific concepts . 

The Panel further concludes : 

a .  That the continued emphasis on the reporting of these _ 
phenomena does , in these parlous times , result in a threat to 
the orderly functioning of the protective organs of the body -
politic . 

�ve cite as examples of the clogging of channels of '-'-III I I UI""-1 ··-,oc.;"-,-c"'#:;_":o� ,'' 
c:;ition by irrelevant reports , the danger of being led by 
false alarms to ignore real indic�tions of hostile action , 
the cultivation of. a morbid natiorial psychology in which 
hostile propaganda could �t"lduce hysterical behavior and 
distrust of duly constituted authority . 



In order most effectively to strengthen the national facili­
ties for the timely recognition and the appropriate handling of 
true indications of hostile action , and to minimize the concomi­
tant dangers alluded to above , the Panel recommends : 

a .  That the national security agencies take immediate steps 
to strip the Unidentified Flying Obj ects of the special status 
they have been given and the aura of mystery they have unfortunate­
ly· acquired ; 

-
b .  That the national security agencies institute policies on 

intelligence , training and public education designed to prepare · 
the material defenses and the morale of the country to reco&nize 
most promptly and to react most effectively to true indications 
of hostile intent or action . . . 

--
Thus ,  in part , the Robertson report was similar to that of 

Report No . 14- and the Grudge and Sign Reports in that the scientists 

reported they found no evidence of the existence of "flying saucers " --

hostile or friendly obj ects , :possibly of extraterrestr·ial origL'""l and 

representing technological advances beyond present scientific know-

ledge . 

A �cJ,if'ference _betWeen the Robertson _report and •  the- -others , how­

ever, was .�� former ' s pointed call for the "debunking" of flying 

saucers--prompted by concern with "the current gUllibility of the 

public and consequently their sUsceptibility to clever hostile propa-

ganda . " 

The panel· also expressed fears that unofficial UFO investi-

gating groups might be used for subversive purposes , perhaps a sign 

of the times , the early 1950 s : 

The panel took cognizance of the existence of such groups 
as the ' Civilian Flying Saucer Investigators ' (Los Angeles ) 
and the ' Aerial Phenomefl.a Research Organization ' ( T:Jisconsin )  . 
It was believed that such organizations should be wat'ched because 
of their potentially great influence on mass thinking if wide­
spread sightings should occur . The apparent irresponsibility 
and the possible use of such grcups for subversive p�cses 
should be kept in mind . 
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(Perhaps aware of this concern , APRO--the Aerial Phenomena 

Research Organization--required applicants for membership to sign 
2 0  

stat��ents ,  swearing that they had no Communistic sympathies ) ,  

:·Jhi.le the !\obertson Panel apparently rrade no specific reco:n-

mendations as to the operations of Proj ect 31ue Bock L� parti�Jlar , 

the impact of the panel upon · the Air Force UFO inquiry was considerable��: 

Dr .  Hynek: , who was an associate member of the panel , said : 

The Robertson report irrmediately became the main justifica- ,_c,o:o 

tion of the Air Force position-there is nothing to worry about--.-_: :J.�':� 
and it so remains to this day . I was not asked to sign the 

· - � -�,-� 

but I would not have signed if I had been asked . I felt that 
the question was mre complicated than the panel believed . • • 

The men took just four days to make a judgment upon a perp---··­
subj ect that I had studied for more than five years without """'"" .. ..,. ,.l&i •. ��, 
able to �ol ve to my satisfaction . 21 

Dr .  McDonald , who has studied the UFO phenomenon perhaps 

intensively than even Hynek , corrnnented : 

• • . I regard this four-day session of the Robertson Pane·l 
as a _ pivotal �point in UFO, history �-<·· For iustea.d of a _re<:onmenCU:l�.;� 
tion .that the problem be taken out of .Air Force hands (on 
of non-hostility of the UFOs ) and _turned over to some scien 
agency for adequate study , there wa.S. a rost regrettable· . • . 

recommendation made . • • 

That recommendation , McDonald said , was the CIA-sponsored · -

. . 
one to debunk "saucers " to reduce public interest in the phenomenon. · · 

The declass ified Robertson Panel report contained no detail����-

directions as to what form an "�ucational and debunking" program 

should take . The panel did discuss ,  hoV7ever , the possibilities of 

employing such individuals and organizations as A..vthur Godfrey , Dr · 

Hadley Cantril , who studied public reaction to the Orson Well�s 
r 

"War of the Worlds "  broadcast in 19 3 8 , The Jam Handy Co . , which 

Jn3.de �'lorld rd:=.r II training films , and t�al t Disney Inc . The oanel 



also said some "expansion of the ATIC effort 'WOuld be required" 

although" it was believed inappropriate to state exactly how large 

a Table of Orgal"lizaticn r,..;ould be required . "  
Research for this dissertation found no evidence of any ' 'edu-

cational and debunking" program utilizing the �ass media or resources 

such as those mentioned in the above paragraph .. As noted in t.."le dis-

cussion of Air Force regulations , a revision in Air Force Regulation 

2 00-2 , issued a few months after the work of the Robertson Panel , 

ordered that "the percentage of unidentifieds must be reduced to a 

minimum. " That order appears to be in accordance with the conclusions 

and reconmendations of the Robertson Panel . 

While the Robertson Panel met in 19 5 3 , the declassification 

of its report came 13 years later . That was 11 years after Proj ect 

No . 14 was released; and it was about three mnths after the Febru­

ary 3 ,  ' 1966 meetirig of the USAF Scientific Advisory Boaro ad hoc 

Committee to �view Project Blue Book .  

· ·· The February panel was SUJI'm:)ned by Maj . Gen .. E . B .:  LeBailly, 

Director,- of _the :Air Force Office of Information . In a mem:>randum 
. ' 

dated 2 8  September 1965 , he noted that the Air Fore� had been L�ves -

tigating UFO s  since 1948 , that the program was a worthr...:hile . one and 

that many UFO reports which Cr.::Juld not be explained came ' 'from intel -

ligent and technically well qualified individuals whose integrity 

cannot be doubted • . .  " 

Accordingly , it is requested that a Harking scientific panel 
camposed of both physical and social scientists be organized 
to review Proj ect Blue ·Book--its resources , methods , and find­
ings--and to advise the Air Force as to any improvements that 
should be rra.de in the program in oreer to ea.� cut' t!:.e .A.ir 
Force ' s  ass igned respons ibility . 
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The panel chairman was phys icist Dr. Brian 0 ' Brien . Panel 

me.rnbers included tHo psychologists , Dr. La.unor F ,  Carter and Dr ,  

Jesse Orla"1sky ; tv1o electrical engineers , Dr .  Richa_rd Porter and Dr ,  

\villis H .  Ware , and astronomer and exo-biologist Dr .  Carl Sagan . 

They reviewed reports of previous A.i..r Force scientific panels >�;: 

with "particular attention . . .  given to the report of the Robertson� ;�;� 
panel . . .  " ;  they were briefed by persormel of the Foreign Tec.l-u'lology:_ff.; 

. _ _._ i·-_ : 

Division at Wright Patterson Air Force Base ; they reviewed case his- : _"�J 
.., ,-: -,:.:-.:;�jt 

tories of UFO sightings • They reported : 
. i;��l 

The comnittee concluded that in the 19 years · since the first�:\�'·f�2� 
UFO was sighted there has been no evidence that UFOs are a thrE!a.t�E;� 
to our national security . Having · arrived at this conclusion . · · :-":' : �-· 
th,e cornmi ttee then turned its attention to considering how tl-te · -";�f� 
Air Force should handle the scientific aspects of the UFO prob�����;-� 
Unavoidably these are also related to Air Force public relations �:,�-,�f:'� 

. (emphasis added) , a subject on Whic..� the cornmi ttee is not exp�§J: -� 
Thus the recommendations which follow are made simply from t.�e -��:E��, 
scientific point of view. - - �·jJ'" 

The conmittee then restated its · conclusion that UFOs rep��:;�? 
sented no tl"l:reat t<? �e national security_, but . . · ! � 

Nevertheless , there is always the possibility that analysi� :�1��£�� 
of new sightings may provide some additions to scientific know- ��::�'tl� 
ledge of value to the Air Force . Moreover , some of -the · case · - .. :���5;� 
recoros (at )  which the . committee looked that were lJ.st-ed as - " . " ��7"� 

' identified ' were sightings where the evidence . collected was · too ':�·01i� 
mea er or too indefinite to ermit sitive listin in the ide.n- �£;,-�:� 
tifJ.ed category . emphas�s added Because of thJ.s , the coJTU'!U tte��1lil� 
reconmends that the present program be strengthened . to provide ��·�f:f!!) 
opportunity for scientific investigation of selected sightings "L����J in more detail and depth than has been PJSsible to date . ��-�1� -

To strengthen the UFO inquiry , the committee made three recom\1.:1 
� -,.- .--:-1 

-- s - ::"::::: 1  

mendations : ( 1 )  that contract s  be negotiated with a few universities, -:��� 
._ � [f.�i2 

selected partly on a geographic basis , to provide prompt 'and detail�5�c:c;t.·�' 

investigations of UFO reports ; ( 2 )  that at each Air Force Systems 

Command base an officer be designated to work with the university 



team for that area ; and ( 3 )  that a Lmiversity or non-profit organiza-

tion be selected to coordinate the work of the university teams , and 

se:!:"" le as liaison bet't·ieen the teams 2 .. rK! P!'oj ect Slue 3ook 

The recorrmendations were implemented to the extent that ( 1 )  

as s-:c.::ed in A .. .t� 8 0 -17 , all ?..i.r- Force Bases rr1e� crder�C. .AJ.r Force 

headquarters to provide a UFO investigative capacity , and ( 2 )  in the 

fall of 196 6 , the Department of Defense contracted with the University 

- of Colorado to conduct a -separate and scientific inquiry of the UFO 

phenomenon . 

This , t!len , was the situation at the time this study was con­

cluded : Proj ect Blue Book was still directing the Air Force UFO 

inquiry ; each air base had a UFO officer ; the University of Colorado 
�vas cc!1ducti ng a supplementary UFO investigation . 

Year-In , Year-Out--The Statistics 

Throughout the period of special reports , such as those of 

Proj ect 14 , the Robert�on Panel and the 196 6  study , the Air Force 

had continued receiving and classifying reports of UFOs . In fact , -

the special reports and Department of Defense press releases regularly 

cited Air Force statistics to support conclusions _that UFOs repre-
sented no threat to the national security , and that all UFOs could 

be identified as natural or man-made phenomena --if sufficient data 

had been available . By the end of 1967 , for example , ?rej ect Blue 

Book could report that , of the 12 , 0 9 7  cases it had r�ceived in the 

preceding 2 0� years , only 6 97 , or about 5 per cent , were classified 

as ��own .  If one cons idered the GTOs reported sLice 19 5 � ,  then 

1 '7 '7 ..l. /  I 



1. DAT E 

there would be only 3 per cent unknown , or 3 0 4  of 9 ;  7 5 3  reports . 

These . statistics were based on individual case reports on 

fi.:-: at �j ect Slue �cok offices at t.·!'right-Patterson Air Force 

Base . A sample of the Proj ect 10 0 7 3  Record Card used for 
the UFO Gata is shovm below : 

PROJECT 10073 R ECORD CARD 
2. lOCATION 12. 

0 
0 

��3.�0�A�T�E�-T�I�M�E�G�R�O�U�P--------------��--�T�Y�P�E�O�F-O_B_S_E_R_V_A�T-I O-N------------------l o 

Local ____________________ _ C Grounc:l-Vi sual C Graund·Radar g 
���G�M�T��==================��r-;C�A�i �;,V�I���· a=I�------�C�A�i��l�n�te�rc�e�p�t�R�a�d=ar�I C 

S. PHOT C 
o Y es 
0 No 

0 
c 

7. LE NGTH O F OBSE RVATION a. NUMB E R  OF OBJE CTS 9. CO U RSE 0 
c 
c 

tO. B R I E F SUMMARY OF SIGHTIN G  1 1. COMM ENTS 

ATIC FORM 325h(R.E"l 26 SEP 52) 

- - -- -------- ----- - - ------ -- - ----
�--..--;- - : --- -

-

As indicated by the ·caro ,.  the case records permitted Blue 

Eook staff m:!fnbers to express varying degrees of confidence in the 

explanations of UFO reports . Under ite.rn 12 , a UFO report could be 
' . 

classified as ( 1 )  �' probably or possibly Balloon , ( 2 )  �; pro-- _ 

bablv , pos s ibly Pircraft etc . 



There were no set rules for distinguishing between ) say , Air-

craft '!' p�bably Aircraft or possibly Aircraft . A review of thousands 

of UFO cases , however., .indicated the ' ! probably-possibly" labels re-

sultec under one or more of four conditions : ( 1 ) �.e cb j ect , alt�ou�� 

not cefi�tely identified , exhibi�ed characteristics 0f a� 2i �craft � 

balloon or astronomical phenomenon either by description , time in 

sight or rraneuvers performed ; ( 2 )  someone said the obj ect or another 

one in the same area resembled a balloon ) aircraft , or planet , star 

or meteor; (3 ) in the opinion of the investigator there was no hard 

evidence conflicting with the possibility that the UFO might ·have 

been a natural or man..:.made object ; (1.4-) if the UFO were not called 

probably or possibly something else , it would have to be called 

Unknown . 

'Ihe system of qualified classificatiqns was understandable 

in light of :the enigmatic nature of the· uro phenomenon .  However, 

when the individual case statistics were sunrrarized and reported in 
press releases or other Air Force documents , there was no mention 

of the qualifying labels , probably or p?ssibly . Instead ,  the publicly 

released categories have been simply Aircraft , Astn:>nomical , Balloon , 

Other , Insufficient Data or Unknown , as defi..'1ed on p .  1 5 5  . .  In reading 
thousands of relevant newspaper clippings and rrost of the Depart-

ment of Defense press releases on UFOs , this study never found refer-

ence to the probably or poss ibly labels . ?ublicly , degrees of doubt 
did not exist . 

The problem was W1derscored in an Oct . 6 , 19 5 8  Department 

of Defense press release summarizin� UFOs investigated from July l i  



19 5 7  through July 3 1 , 19 5 8 . The release ; No . 9 8 6 -5 8 , announced , 
"More than 84 pe!" cent of the reported UFO sightings were definitelv 

establi�hed c ��phasis added ) as natural phenomena . . .  or man-made 

obj ects . " No� ·only had the qualifying labels been deleted from the 

statistics , but reports previous ly considered only ' 'pos sibly" ex­

plaL!ed were reported among those "defL'""li tely established" --not be-

cause of further investigations ) but because of bookkeeping proce­

dures . 

In the July 1968 interview , Lt . Col . Quintanilla aclcrlowledged 

that the words "definitely established" were misleading • .  He defended 

the general procedure , however , and asked , ''Where else would you 

it ( the probably-possibly explanation ) ? Too many categories ·would 

make the report too cumbersome and might lead to too many questions 

C if  the probably-possibly �ls were continued year after yeax) . "  

: One questio!l that needed to be . answered , however , wa.s how . 
qualified explanations had been transformed into established explana-

tions "thrpugh _the summarizing proces s . The answer W'ould provide 

formation about news media use of publicity release statistics and 

about Air Force ·investigatory procedures . 
To answer the question , explanations found in individual 

reports for a sample of months were matched against statistics for 

the same months as reported in year-enc?- s1..l1III'l'la.ries and pres s  releases ·• 

The case reports and summaries were available trxcugh research at 

Wright-Patterson AFB and through study under Dr .  Hynek at 
University . 

A monthly sample was drawn from every ot!1er year = beginning 

with 19LJ  8 , the first full year of the Air Force inquLry .  Three 
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��nths were s elected from each even-numbered year , 1 9 48 through 19 6 6 --

one :nonth from January· , February or ?1arch . one month from Hay , June 
• 

or July , and one from Octobe!"' , �rove.rnber or December . The sample was 

reduced from 3 0  to 2 9
-
. months because only a few individual ca..V'I(js Here 

available for the 3 0th · month , :-Tovember 19 6 6 . 

For the 2 9  months , 1 ; 0 3 4  cards were examined . The number of 

s ightings recorded by Blue Book for the same months was 1 , 117 . .  So , 

cards were available for more than 9 0  per cent of the reports re� 

corded during the sample months .. The 1 ,  0 3 4  cards represented 9 per 

cent of all UFO reports recorded by the Air Force from 1948 through 

1966--11 , 038 . 

�·n"li.le the 10073 cards were revised in September 19 6 3 , the 

fonn shor..m on p .  178 was :in use throughout the study period . With 

four minor exceptions , the only quantitative use made of each Card 

was- to record · the )!conclusion' '  checked W1der item 12 : 

1 . " In a few early (circa 19 50 ) cases . ., meteo� sightings had 

been -recoroed as Other and not as Astronomical as they later were . 

In these _ cases , the meteor conclusions were recorded as Astronomical .. 

2 .  toJhen · a  carbon copy of .the 1 0 0 7 3  form t-ras used and the 

class i�'ying rrark on the copy fell between �..�o categories --betHeen 

possibly and probably or bet:Y..Jeen probablv and �--the more� definite 
category , probably or �' was the one recorded . 

3 Per.naps .,.._ef"" - u  ... Cl +-he "v-t'h�. .eY' c:-:_-;t"' 1 ' !� :_0-:"1 ,__ .::;,?� .... .o 
. I./ i_;C1 ;;;;> ._. '-• - • - - ·- - _ ._. - A 4 ! 1-

the 1 0 0 7 3 form did not include a nrobablv or DOss iblv Other option . 

However , many of the written conclusions under Other wer� qualified 

as probablv or c.os s ibl? a flare a bi..r'd ,  �tc . Consequently , a 
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"Prob/Poss Other" category was added to the analysis to clas sify 

such qualified conclusions and t1.cse termed only "psycJ1ological a "  

':'he latter term t·ras considered too vague to r..rarrant place.'nent in an 

' 'established'v category . 

4 . For 194 8 , 1007 3 ca...vUs r...rere not available for each TJFO re-

port . Information about tll.e classification of thes e  reports was pro­

vided by other Air Force data .. As is evident in Table 41 ; the 194 8 

results did not bias the findings toward ' disparity between the indi.-
vidual cards and the sunmari.es . 

In the analysis ,  a "solved" case was one in which there was 
no overt evidence of doubt about an explanation . The "solved" expla-

nations on the 10 0 7 3  cards were t..i.ose marked as � Balloon , /l.stro­

nomical , or A.ircraft or was Other � the "solved" explanations in the 

s'l.liiiila.ries were Balloon; A.ircraft , Astronomical or Other . 

An "unsolved" or "doubtful" . case was one in which there was 

overt evidence of some doubt about the explanation . Insufficient 

Data and Unknown categories were "unsolved" --in both indi. vidual 

stimuli were . The probably and possibly conclusions on individual 

cards we.."'"'e "Unsolved" because the explanations were qualified . 

Proj ect Blue Book routinely considered Insufficient Data a� 

orobablv or possibly cases as "solved " in that there �-�e..� no fu..-t�er 

investigations and the reports were categorized . It is suggested 

h h .. 1-. - • • UFO . c •'-ere > owever , uJCZ.t so.J.vmg a .t report may ::ons:.st o ... rr.:.re �. . ..a.1. 

havi."'lg a category i.11 ,._.,1"1ic.1. the report cart be file� o 

In fact , it did not seem cons istent to equate the probablv 
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identified cases : 

• G .. t�ose for which sufficient specific .inforrr'dtion has !)ee.'i. 
accumulated and evaluated to permit a pos itive identification or 
explanation of the obj ect . 

.. l\lso , tt�.e...� w"as a precedent: in that Report �!o , 14--fi."'la!1ced 

by t!i.e Air Force--dist:..nguished ben...reen "certain" and ''dcubtful" 
2 2  

I 1 

explana.tions of UFO reports . 

Before presenting the findings of the analys is , a note of 

caution should be given . Air Force statistics on UFOs changed fre-

quently because new sightings were reported for past years , two or 

three old sightings may have been combined into one report because of 

time and location consid.e.rations , and periodic revisions may have re-

sul ted from staff changeover . Consequently , the individual card totals 

for five rronths--October 19 5 0 , May 19 54 , July 195 8 , May 1960 and 
February 196 2-exceeded the sunmary totals for the same ronths , but 

only by a difference of one ( 1 )  case in _ each instance . 

St.m1'nai"ies reported here nay differ from sunmaries reported 

elsewhere and surely will differ from sumnaries reported in the future . 

Hcwever , randan checks between the sunmaries in this report and those 

found elsewhere uncovered only minor differences of one ( 1 )  or two ( 2 )  

cases for some m:::>nths • 

So while the Air Force stat istical data may not be amenable 

to rigorous statistical analys is , the data are amenable to the analy-
s i's conducted he�--m=.t��.:...�g t!:e "'..lr.Solv� ' '  against th� "s('1�1ed " con-

clusions o 

As shown in Table 41 , the analysis of surrmarized reports 

found that 2 7 0 , or 24 per cent , of the 1 ;  117 UFO reJX)rtS ';�ere ' 'un-
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s o lv e d  .. ' 6  Fr om t h e  ind i v i dua l  c ar d s , howe ver , ana ly s i s  show-

e d  t hat 5 28 , or 51 p e r  c ent , o f  1 0)4 ca s e s  wer e " uns o l v e d . "  

Thus e by s imply advanc i n g  t h e  pr o ba b ly , po s s i b ly c as e s  

t o  " e stabl i s h e d '• s ta t us , t h e  b o o kke e p in g  i mpr oved t h e  B lu e  
� .. 

B ook inv e s t iga t o ry c apac i t y  by �e du c ing t h e  numbe r  o f  " un -

s o lv e d "  c a s e s  fr om 5 1  t o  24 p er c ent . Furt he r , by e mpha s i z -

ing only t h e  Unknown c a s e s , Depa r t ment of Defens e pr e s s  

r e l ea s e s  f o c us e d  up o n  " uns o l v e d  .. c a.� e s  not o f  51  o r  24 per 

c ent but o f  " l e s s  t han 2 per c ent " ( G e t . 6 ,  1 958 ) ., " l e s s  

t han 1 p e r  c ent .. ( J an . 22 , 1 959 ) and " 2 . 09 p e r  c ent .. { J uly 

1 5 , 1 959 ) . 

A s  ind i c a t e d  by th e far r i ght c o lumn o f  t h e  tab l e , t h e  

upgrad in g  o f  pr obably and po s s i b ly c onc l us i on s  t o  � s tat us 

wo uld c hang e t h e numb er o f  ba l l o on e xp lana t i ons fr o m  55 

s o l ve d  and 52 uns o lv e d  t o  107  s o lve d ; t he numb e r  o f  a ir ­

c ra ft e xplana t i ons fr om 6 7  s o lve d and 9 J  uns o lved t o  160  

s o l ve d ; t he numbe r  o f  a s t r on o mi ca l  fr o m  225  s o lv e d  and 

1 06 un s o l v e d  t o  JJ1  s ol ve d . The s o l ve d , uns o lved ra t i o s  

were pr e di c t a b l e s inc e i t  wa s exp e c t e d  that t h e  firme s t  

c onclus i ons wo uld b e  t h e  a s t r on omi c a l  on e s - - s tars and 

p lane t s  may b e  e a s i er t o  i d ent i fy and d o  s t ay i n  one plac e 

l onger t h an errant ba l l o on s , uns c h e du l e d  a irplane s and 

o t h e r  s o m e t ime U FC s . 

T h e  find ing that 51  p er c ent o f  t h e  ind i v i dua l  c a s e s  

wer e  c ons i d er e d  uns o lve d s h o ul d  b e  und e r s t o o d  a s  a minimal 

e st imat e o I t  was bas e d  s o l e ly upo n  c o nc l us i �ns c h� c k e d  on 

t he 1 007) form . I n  many c a s e s , t h e  wor d ing on a car d  o r  

i n  a r e p o rt c l e arly ind i c a t e d  t ha t  a � or " s o l ve d "  s o l ut i on 



was s u s p e c t . A mo r e  s o ph i s t ic a t e d  me t h o d o l o gy e drawing 

f iner l i ne s b e twe en 80 S O l v e d "  and " un s o l v e d "  c as e s e wo uld 

f ind a t  l e a s t  60 per c e nt o f  t he c a s e s  " uns o lv e d . ... 

I f  on e app l i e s  the· f inding�
. 

o f  t h i s  s t udy t o  the 

over -all B lue B o ok r e c ords , t he impac t of " upgrad ing" UFO 

r e p o r t s  b e c ome s 

N ot e a  Page s 1 84 and 185  o f  t h e  o r iginal manu s c r ipt hav e  
b e e n r e - t y p e d  d u e  t o  heavy r e v i s i on by t h e a ut h o r  ( Pub ­
l i s h e r o s  N o t e ) e 
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apparent : 

p_�ysis of the summarized reports showed t�at 24  per cent 

of the cases were ' \msolved o i l  Sirrtilar data from t�e years 19 5 3  

through 196 6- 2 J  :L'1dicate t�t 18 8 9  (or·  2 1  per cent ) of 8 ,  7 6 2  cases 

per cent figure for the 1948-66  sample was not out _of line then � par­

ticularly since data from Proj ect 14 and elsewhere report that the 
.... . 

number of unsolved cases from 1948 through 195 2  was nuch higher than 

in later years ) ., If applied to the 1953  through 196 6  figures , the 

findings of this study indicate that the number of unsolved cases 

should not be 1 , 88 9  ( 21 per cent ) but should be more than 4 , 3 50 (rore 
than 5 0  per cent ) . 

Blue Book �!"fO!"!!E..'!Ce has been. ew.anced by its bookkeeping 

system. Probably and possibly explanations of UFO reports--at the 

outs et defensible and realistic--were advanced to "definitely estab-

lished" status simply as a function of time . Perhaps mmy Unknowns 

were listed .as distant possiblies to begin with and then advanced 

to known status within the year . 

The analysis does raise questions about press performance , 

particularly about t.'l-..e acceptance and use of questionable �epa.�ent 

of Defense statistics o S ince newsmen frequently vis ited Blue Soak 

and had access to virtually all the information re:ported here , it 

is noteworthy that there has been no noticeable reference in the press 

to the probably , possiblv procedures outline here . ?er�ps t!Ae ��-

grading-ttL�u��-tiTe procedure was encouraged by the acceptance of 

the staTistics by t�e pres s .  
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Sumnarv 

'!':1rcughcut its histor:,r j, the United States Air Force has inves-

tigated reports of flying saucers . Based · ·oo its explanations of 

���us�ds of repo�s . sc�entific s���es and special �0 �rej ects : 
the ,.LUr Force has concluded : ( 1 )  that UFOs do not COflSti tute a t1reat 

to the n.a_tional security ; ( 2 )  that uros do not represent advanced 

technological developments ; ( 3 )  that there is no evidence UFOs are 

extraterrestrial vehicles . 

Air Foree interest in UFOs developed because of Air Force 

air defense responsibilities and the opinion : in 194 7 ,  that UFOs 

might be real ,  and possibly threatening , obj ects . Interes-t in UFOs 

continued--despite the conclusions stated above--because of t,e Air 

Force ' s  mission of air defense and ,  judging from Air Force Regula­

tions , concern with public relations . 

Analysis of Air Force UFO records suggested that the pro­

ficiency of Project Blue Book was enhanced by a record-keeping system 

which systematically advanced doubtful or dubious exp�anations of 

UFOs to "known" status • 

Criticism of t!-1e Air Force UFO :inqui_,-·y included a statement 

fran a 19 6 6  scientific advisory boa.IU whic.� noted : 

. sane of the case recoros . e • that were listed as ' iden-
tified ' were si�s where the evidence collected was too meager 
or too indefinite to permit positive listing in the icentifiee 
category . .  · . 
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CHAPI'ER VI 

.. 

THE AIR FORCE AND UFOS-A CONSPIRACY? 

In a discussion about the Ai:r Force involvement in the UFO 

phenomenon in particular , or about the existence of flying saucers 

in general , the "conspiracy" question often arises . In b�d terms ;; 

that question is nnoes sane agency in the government hi<!e the truth 

in connection with the alleged cover-up ·are the Ai:r Force and the 

Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) . 

There appears to be widespread public belief that at least 

part of the UFO investigation is cloaked in secrecy . In a public 

opinion poll conducted by the University of Colorado UFO Proj ect , 

69  per cent of the adult and 7 3  per cent of the teen-age respondents 

agreed with this stateme..,t; : 

A government agency maintains a Top Se�et file of UFO 
reports that are deliberately withheld from the public . 

And , 63  per cent of the adults and 69 per cent of the teen-

agers disagreed with this statement : 

There is no government secrecy a.OOut UFOs . · 

In this chapter , a limited discuss ion of the conspiracy ques-

tion rNill be presented ( 1 )  to comolete the review of the Air Force 
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UFO program begun in the preceding c..'-lapter and ( 2 )  to present find-

ings relevant to the conspiracy question and attendant press coverage . 

9ecause rruc..'"t material already has been published about the alleged 
�'UFO conspiracy , "  the discussion will be limited to only four brief 

examples cf conspiracy theories ,  three mL"!lrrE.."ies of c..l-targes rrade a-

gain�rt the Air Force , some Air Force responses to t""le cha..rges and , 

at greater length , the f.i.ndings of this study . 

Sane Conspiracy Theories 

Part of the "evidence" ·  of the existence of flying saucers 

includes theories that various conspiracies are at work to hide the 

truth about saucers from the public o In its simplest form t""le argu­
ment is that evidence about the reality of fl� saucers has not 

cane to light--not because saucers do not exist-but because the evi-

dence is being hidden by one agency or another . 

Frank Edwards ,  author of some best selling books on flying 

saucers and one-time conmentator for the Mutual Broadcasting System 

said news coverage of UFOs Wa.s involved in the cover-up . At a meet­

.int of the Civilian Saucer Intelligence of �rew York ; April 23 , 19 56 -, 

�.....s was asked ' 'P.ow is the gove.-rnment able to keep saucer sightings 
'c 

quiet? "  His response : 

There are only three press services and they are all depen­
dent on the Pentagon and other government agencies for their big 
stories , . so it ' s very easy ·to bribe them into silence er enlist 
·their cooperation . Anyone who gets out of line won ' t  get any 
rr.ore scoops .. 

Edwards died June 27 1 1967 , before he could be interviewed 

for this study , 



The .Air Force and other branches of the military also have 

bee.'1 accused of censorship of UFO news .. In a legal case mentioned 

iJ1 the magazine Flying Saucers , Decerr£er 19 6 7 , a civilian e.rnployee 

of the Arrrrj sued a list of officials frOm Defense Secretary Robert 

S .  >!c!· :ar.a!'la down to a ·  colonel at Fort Eustis } V a .  , for r�fusi."'lg hi:n 

permission to publish . an  article critical of an Air .Force UFO inves-

tigation o 

The civilian , Larry Bryant of Newport News , Va .. , reviewed 

and edited Arrrrj :instruction nanuals at Fort Eustis . In late 1965 , 

he wrote an article about an Ai:r Force UFO investigation at Langley 

Air Force Base , Va . Since he thought the subject matter dealt with 

the military , Bryant submitted the manuscript for review and clear-

ance under A...'ri!!!Y Regulation 3 60-5 : a regulation covering manuscripts 

'.-lri tten by Arrrrj emPloyees • 

In November 1965 , according to his law suit , Bryant heard 

from John L .  Mantle of the Office for the Freedom of Information , 

Department of the Arrrrj , that clearance had been denied : 

Your manuscript , 'The UFO Cover-Up at I..angl�y Air Force 
Base , ' is returned without action since it is critical of a 
sister service and therefore cannot be cleared on the ground 
of propriety (AR3 6 0-5 ) ,  ( Para 6 ) . In addition , the subj ect 
IIE.tter as worded in your terms ; is hi�'Uy contruve...�:.al and 
the Chief of Staff has recently reiterated his stat��ent • . .  

that controversial subj ects are not to be discussed in public . 

When Bryant resubmi tted his article for clearance through 

other channels in June 19 6 6 , clearance was again denied . Roger De-

laney :; deputy director , security review , Department of I;ef;:r.se , ad­

vised Bryant the article was not cleared because :  

The article is bias ed and may tend to enc8�age unfo�ced 
speculation a.Ttd controversy . � .  Bryant ' s statements are not 
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supported by the overwhelming factual data and statistical evi­
dence contained in USAF Project Blue Book 4 and are contrary to 
the authoritative views of the Department of Defense .  

P.-lblication of this article by � .. Bryant would be in viola­
tion of Section 201 (c)  (b) of Executiv� Order 112 22 ) May 8 ,  
1 9 6 5 , which is quoted in part as follows :· 

' 20 1  (c)  It is the intent of this section that e..'Ilployees 
avoid any action : whet!ler or not specifically '9rohibi-ted 
by subsection (a)  which might result in or �ate the ap-
pearance of-- ... 
: (b)  affecting adversely the confidence of the public in the 

integrity of the government .  

Bryant , who had been a member of the 1.x>a:n:i o{ directors of 

the Richmond , Va .. , chapter of the American Civil Liberties Union, 

filed suit in Federal District Court in Washington , D .. C .  With the 

aid of the Washington ACUJ office , Bryant sought a court oroer for 

the clearance of his article on t'1e ground it : 

o • • does not contain or disclose c:ny information or na.terial 
of a secret or classified nature , nor any otl-ter infonr.aticn t:he 
publication of which would � government or military security . 

Bryant ' s  complaint also allegeq tbat his .military and defense 

department superiors had harassed him and thr eat ene d t o  deny him 

pr omo t i ons , fire him or r e voke his s e c ur i ty _c l e aranc e . l  

Bryant ' s  article was cleared for publication--apparently 

by Defense Department security-revie..r officials--on May 2 6 , 1967 , 

a week after his suit was filed . 

His article > "The UFO Cover-Up at La.ngley Air Fo!'::e Base :. "  

was published in the June 19 6 8  issue of Flying Saucers . The article 

was critical of the A..ir Force explanation of a UFO reported ne.::.r 

L3.ngley AFB .in January 1965 .. It reviewed correspondence between 

Bryant � U .  S .  Senator P.arry F .  Byrd of Virginia and the Air Force , 

all dealing �..;i ::h 9rya'1t ' s  inabili t"J to get satis factory a."'lS'fNers 
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to his questions about the UFO report o For example � while the Air 
Force said the UFO was , in fact , a helicopter , it would 

��t tell Srya�t t�e r�es of the ai_�aft ' s  crew e 
The article concluded : 

. . .  To t�e veteran private ufologist : it se�Ts that scme­
whe..."""'e along the line the Air Force has reached a definite 
sion as to the origin and purpose of UFOs , and �hat the pr:i.nary 
obj ective of Proj ect Blue Book is to keep this conclusion s�-
cret o o o there is rrore art--public-relations art--than science 
in the operation of Proj ect Blue Book: Coupled with the incon­
trovertible evidence of the Federal Government ' s  UFO news 
ment programs ' the lack of science should be enough to persuade 
any discerning Congressional comnittee to hold open hearings on 
the subject .. The fact that extensive hearings have not been 
convinces me that ufology remrins the .hottest off-the-record 
story on Capitol Hill . ·  

For Bryant � the difficulties in getting this relatively mild 

criticism of the Air Force published JIE.Y have only confirmed his 

suspicions of a cover-up and news mar�gement . 

One of the rore sinister theories of a UFO conspiracy has 

been that advanced by John A. Keel , who received an award at the 

New York 1967 Congress of Scientific Ufolcgists for "outstanding 

contribution to UFOlogical Research during 19 66 . "  Keel has written 

about Men in Black (MIB ) , dark sJdnned men with apparently Oriental 

features and dark clothing who , he says , seem to harass trFO wi-::nes-

ses--even when the witnesses had not reported their sig�tings to any 

official agency or a newspaper . 

Keel wrote in the April 1968  issue of FATE magazine : 
If the Men In Black do not represent our government--and I 

believe that they do not--tha� they �st come :�m sorre ct�e� 
secretive group or organization directly relatea to the UFOs . 
And they are successfully infiltrating our cities a�d villages 
on a large scale . When an innocent citizen accidentally lea.� 
O.r: t""e .: 'l""' '"'Y'IeseT"" co .... he i '\o"' .,...eT"'\Y'Iesen• =l ..... .: .,o c::: '""e"""""' ; "" "'"'n � .:  .... r""' ...... '-'o ...... .A. • •  -- !:".... • 1  ._ t.. __.. - !::"... 4 .... ..... ... .... ""' '"" .... - ....., .._ .  \- • · - · ·  _ ... • · -- ' 
perhaps to prepare the r.vay to s ilence the r.vi �e s s  at some r;oint 



in the future e They photograph the person ' s home and family . 
L'1 many cases , they also tap the witness ' telephone and inexplic= 
ably , even tamper m th their mail . . . 

Perhaps all of this _sctL�ds lL<e a bad plot from The Invaders 
TV series but it seems to be very � .. Experience and many 
in-depth interviews with bewildered people all over this country 
have convinced me that this ( the ·,MIB)  is part of the �elusive 
' se�et ' 'behi."'ld the ' £":y�:.g saucers . '  P..nd per!i.ars only a sr.-.a.ll 

part at that .. It has been kept from you not by the Air Force 
or government but by the entities behind the UFO phenomenon 
itself .  

As suggested by Keel , theories about a UFO conspiracy were 

not limited to implicating only the Air Force or the CIA.. In fact � 

in the last of the four examples , it will be shown that even the 1ar-

gest private UFO organization , the National Investigations Ccmnittee 

on Aerial Phenanena (NICAP) , has been charged with conspiring to hide 

the truth about flying saucers • 

The charge was made in the June 1965 issue of Saucer !Iews , 

a publication of the Saucers and Unexplained Celestial Events Research 

Society ( SAUCERS ) � founded in 19 54 . The editor of Saucer News , 

James W .  Moseley, and the director of NICM' , Maj . (USMA Ret . )  Donald 

E .  Keyhoe have disagreed often ; SAUCERS tends to emphasize--and 

NICAP to ignore-�the more sensational UFO stories , including those 

which mention beings from outer space . · 

In Moseley ' s  June 1965  issue it was charged that NI�� a�d 

Keyhoe served the Air Force and the government as l !a safety valve 

se that no genuine public pressure on behalf of more and better UFO 

L�ormation has a- chance to build up . , ,  

The article said that NICAP ' s  demands for Congres s ional hear-

ings on UFOs were a ruse because at such hearings evidence presented 

by UFO �searc�ers �vould �e countered strongly by hostile ccrr.rr.ent 



from the scientific C01l'Ill"'.L."'lity o The pressures for Congressional 

hearings , the article said , served only to dissipate public displea-

sure with the Air Force and to divert public attention :rem ot!'ler UFO 
issues o !<eyr1oe � in short , was working . �or tlte Air Force . 

The four exarnples-:--the Edwards , Bryant ; Keel and Keyhoe 

cases-- althoug.l-). reviewed briefly , do indicate how open-ended a dis- -

ct.tssion of the UFO conspiracy could be a Yet , every case , in som� 

way , 'is relevant to a discussion of what 'generally is considered 

to be nthe" UFO conspiracy--"the. Air Fon::e coverup . '' 

Three Criticisms Of The Air Force 

The NI CAP cri tic ism of the Air Fon::e was sumnarized in that · 

organization ' s  1964 publication , The UFO Evidence , p .  105 . 

NICAP contends that the Air Force has practiced an intoler­
able degree of secrecy and withholding of information in its 
public policies on the UFO subj ect and refuses to allcw an in­
dependent evaluation of its data . There are two general schools 
of thought on the reasons for this secrecy : 

( 1 )  That the Air Foree has obtained significant pn)Of of 
UFO reality , and is withholding its evidence until .the public 
can be psychologically prepared under a program guided by some 
higher agency . 

( 2 )  That the withholding of infornation is · not because of 
any special knowledge on the subj ect but results more or less 
unconsciously from red tape , lack of continuity to the UFO 
proj ect ,  differences of opinion within the Air Force , etc . 

In either case � the secretive public information policies 
are symptomatic of the general governmental secrecy which has 
T:'1lshrcorned s ince �·!orld �var IT ,  and must be viewed in that con­
text . e 0 

The stand of another private UFO organization , tt:e Aerial 

Phenomena Research Organization (APRO ) , vis a vis the Air Force , 

was stated Lt The APRO Bulletin of January 19 5 1 : 



It has cane to our attention that APRO has from time to time 
been described as one of the UFO ' clubs ' which insists that there 
is an official Air Force conspiracy to withhold conclus ions con­
cerning the extraterrestrial nature of UFOs from the public .. o • 

w'ha.t we do maintain is this ;  That many Air Force conclusions 
conce.�g individual UFO cases are not justified on the basis 
of available evidence . . . 

. Air Force officialdom is cedicated to the proposition that 
all ' unknowns ' could be explained as conventional phenomena if 
enough information were available .. It does not · require a great · 
deal of erudition to perceive that this attitude (which is t�e 
guiding philosophy of the USAF program) begs the question .. . . 

In The APRO Bulletin of May-June 196 5 , however ,  it was sug­

gested that , if Air Force censorship did exist , there was a logical 

reason for it--news of outerspace visitors , in an almost literal 

sense , might be too "earthshaking" : 

• • •  Can any of us really imagine an official agency of the 
U .  S o  Government adm.i tting to the people of the U .  S . that 'tle are 
being visited. by extraterrestrial en-ti -:ies �riD come and go freely , 
whose craft make our best aircraft look like Jdddy cars i., com­
parison ,  and AGAINSI' WHOM WE HAVE NO DEF'El'ISE IF 1HEY SHOULD BE 
HOSI'ILE? (Emphasis theirs ) . . 

Some might say that we have a right to know J that everyone 
should be told , in order to avoid ' accidents • ' There would pro­
bably be IIOI"e ' accidents ' as a result of knowledge which the gen­
eral public is neither ready for or able to assim:i.la:te , than there · 
have been or would be from accidental personal contact with UFO 
occupants . 

We so often hear it said tha. t ' the M '  or · ' t.�e gover:"'.rr.e.'1t ' 
is censoring . ne�vs of UFO . . . Either the initiator of such i,deas 
does little thinking about the philosophical aspect of extrater- · 
restrial visitors or he himself is predispositioned against a 
deep look at UFO research and the possible impact of UFOs them­
selves on earth societies . • .  

The : 'conspiracy' '  hypothesis also was discussed a--c 

196 7  meeting of the American Society c= �few"Spaper Editors in �·lash­

ington , D .  C .  The editors heard Dr .  James E .  Mcfunald , senior physi-

cist .in the Institute of Atmospheric ?::ys .::cs -=.t the TJr.i,:ers i�T c� 
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Arizona ; report on his research of the UFO phencmenon . In part of 

his discussion of the "conspiracy" hypothesis , he stated : 

I do not believe :: as some UFO investigators , that the CIA. 
or still higher security groups ' know all about the UFOs ' � know 
tl"'nt they are of ext:rate...'V"'!"estria.J. C?rigi., ,  and a..� conce:U. i ng 
this frcm both t,_e public rmd science . Rather I have seen a 
a110UI1t of evidence � Irn.lC.,_ of it compelli..'i.g in its nature : that 
rr.e to rej ect the grand cover-up hypothesis . :::: believe it .:.s in­
stead a grand fouluo ( emp:r.as is his ) , accomplished by people of 
ve...ry limited scientific competence , confronted :.by a messy and 
ratl-J.er uncomfortable problem . nmat air force officer , American , 
British , Russian , or Chinese , would care to admit that in his 
country ' s airspace there are maneuveiting obj ects of unknown '1""\!:11 • .., ,..._ 
far exceeding in performance characteristics anything his friends 
are flying ! ) I have told Air Force personnel quite directly 
that I think it ' s  a foulup , not a coverup , and until· I see new 
evidence to the contrary I shall subscribe to this · view. 

The Air Force Response 

The official Air Force response to criticisms of its uro 

inquiry can be sunmarized relatively easily because the response 

has been essentially unchanged since the early 1950s . In part , . . 
the response consists of conclusions reached by the Air Force in the 
course of its UFO investigations . Those conclusions , as stated 

in t�e preceding chapter , are basically threefold : ( 1) UFOs do not 

represent a threat to the national security ; ( 2 )  UFOs do not repre-

sent technological developments beyond the range of current scia�-

tific knowledge : ( 3 ) there has been no evidence that UFOs are extra-

terrestrial vehicles .  

T:!e UFO irrvest:igat:io:"! �·las supported by Soe�ta_�, of the Air 

Force Harold Brown on April 5 :  196 6 , when he told the House ·  of Repre-

sentatives Committee on Armed Services : 

. . .  let me assure you that the Air Force is both obj ective 
and thorough in its treatment of all reports o: l.J.l&usua2. ae!"i2.2. 



cbj ects over the United States . .. .  

In evaluating these sightings , the Air Force has used care­
fully selected and highly qualified scientists ) te��cians � 
and consul ta.'1ts '"  These . personnel have utilized t�e f; r'lest .AJ.r 
Force laboratories � test center�r, scientific instrumentation , 
and technical equipment for this . p�se o 

4 • •  t�e � :orce will ccntir.ue to investigate sue� ?ter�­
mena. with an open mind and with t.�e finest technical eqcip::1ent 
available .. 

The Air Force UFO inquiry also � SUpJ;:Orted by General Thomas 

D .,  White , who was chief of staff of the Air Force in 1960  when he 

wrote : 

By an Act: of Congress the United States Air Force is charged 
with the Air Defense · of the United States .. Rapid identification 
of anything that flies is an important part of air defense .. Thus 
the All' Force initiated and continues the unidentified flying 
object program. Under this program all unidentified flying obj ect 
sightings are investigated in meticulous detail by Air Force 
personnel and qualified �cient.; Fie consultants .. So far , not a 
single bit of material evidence of the existence of spaceships 
has been found . 

General White ' s  �t was the forewrord to a book , Flying 

Saucers and the U. S .  Air Force written by L t .  Col . Lawrence J .  Tacker , 

chief of the magazine and book branc.l-t , ·office of Infornation , Office 

of the Secretary of the Air Force . In chapter 7 ,  "The Official AXr 
Force Position , "  Lt . Col . Tacker dt;nied allegations that Air Force 

had ever reached t,e conclusion that flying saucers were real , He 

further wrote : 

An additional charge against the Air Force is that it is 
afraid to tell the oublic the truth concerning flying saucers 
because of the national hysteria and panic which will result . 
This is , of course ;; a ridiculous argument because the same groups 
hurling these charges and allegations against the Air Force are 
continually telling the public the same thing they wcmt the Air 
Force to say and there is no resulting panic . The real truth 
of the matter is that the public itself trusts our government and 
our Air Force and does net be:ieve that space people are visi���g 
our planet . . .  
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The official Air Force position can be summed up in a few 
words .. In its attempt to put the UFO subj ect in proper perspec­
tive it appears that the Air Force cannot ccmpete with the sci 
fiction writer in satisfying the desires of those people who wish 
to believe in S:)a.Ceshios . The Air Force believes that the in­
vestigation of the UFO� phenomena is in responsible hands and 
that an adequate � thorough and honest ·program is being conducted . 

The .. A..ir Force has a tremendous task in defending this count:::y : 
against weapons systems which we know actually exist and are in 
'the hands of our potential enemies o To divert more men and 
IIDney away from this JIDst serious mission into a -greatly enlarged 
program for the investigation ( of )  and defense against UFOs , ·  

· 

about which we have been unable to discover one iota of tangible 
scientific evidence would seriously j eopardize the security of 
this country against a known proven threat .. . .. 

Was There A Coverwi? Was There A Foulup? 

Has there been an Air Force conspiracy to keep the truth 

about flying saucers from the public as some of the conspiracy theo-

rie� suggest? Has the Air Force been guil�; of a foulup ins�ead of 

a coverup as Dr .  McDonald charged , or has the Air Force UFO inquiry 

been as forthright and as thorough as stated by Colonel Tacker , Secre­

tary Brown :.  General White and others? 

In attempt.ing to answer these questions and in comparing the 

answers against those . reported in the pres s , it was decided not to 

follow a strictly case-study methodology in which . several "cons?i=acy 
cases might have been selected and re-investigated to determine 

whether there was evidence of a conspiracy . Such an approach "HaS 

rej ected for two rra j or reasons : ( 1 )  it was not thought that the 

time , effort and expense required for such study would be merited 

by the results which were likely to be inconclusiv� and limited ; 

( 2 ) work with the Boul�er UFO Proj ect had shown there were many dif-

ficul ties inherent in trying to reconstruct UFO cases more than 
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2 
several months old o 

It was decided . instead that 1 in all research ! this study 

would be alert to any information relevant to the conspiracy and 

competence questions . After two year� of research , it tvas thought 4 

t�ere 'NOul= be sufficient data--possibly including case s�dies --

to rrake some judgments about ( 1)  the adequacy of thE! Air Force UFO 

program , ( 2 )  the question of whether there had been a conspiracy and 

( 3 )  the nature 6f relevant press coverage . This general approach 

was favored because s for one thing , research activities and interests 

provided access to individual s ,  orga.nizat�ons and files bearing in­

formation pertinent to the conspiracy and competence questions • 

For example , after research began in the Spring and Surnner 

of 1966 : I still had one year to se--rve in the Air Force Rese.....-ve as 

a public information specialist . That year was spent on · resexve 

duty-at least one day a nonth and two Weeks during the sumner-in 

the public infornation office at Edwanis Air Force Base in Central 

California . The Air Force night Test Center at Edwards tested ex-

perimental planes such as the X-15 and the XB-70 and the so-called 

wingless lifting 
·
bodies : designed to enable astronauts to re-enter 

the earth ' s a'tJn:)sphere from an orbi tting space ship . Edwanis Air 

Force Base : formerly Muroc Air Force Base , also had been the scene 

of several flying saucer reports dating back to July 1947 . Work in 

the public information office provided background on Air Fo�e public 

information regulations and procedures which proved , helpf� in re-

search . 

For instance , this study fot.md a clipping f�m The Sundav 

1 e a  
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Newark (N . J . )  Star-Ledger of January 18 , 19 5 9  in which the reporter , 

John Lest er ,  IN!'Ote about the Air Force UFO L"'1quiry . He suggested 

t�at t�e P...ir Force knew far more than it was telling about UFOs . 
. 

As part of his evidence he wrote about accidents lL"'lked with UFO 

reports : 

.. . .  The F-94 from Griffith Air Force Base , New York , crashed 
in Walesville ; N .. Y . , June 30 , 19 54 killing four persons and . 
seriously injuring one ,. Both pilot and radarma..n , whose names 
are unavailable , explained they bailed oot when an intense heat 
enveloped their plane as it closed in on the target . 

The statement that the names of the "pilot and radar man 

were unava i J able was puzzling because Air Force Regulations oroer 

wide and immediate disclosure of information 

civilians . 

The pilot was Lieutenant William E .  P.Jd..!'1S , 2 4 , of Dutton ; 

V a .  , and the radar observer was Lieutenant Henry F .  Coudon , 2 6  , 

of · Perryville , rii . , as reported by the wire services and as I found 

printed in the New York Times of July 3 ,  1954 . (The accident was 

July 2 ,  not June 30  as Lester had written . )  

News accounts of the accident als9 reported that Akins and 

Coudon were returnin� from the identification of an off-course air-

plane and not "closing in on the target , · when their cockpit over-

heated and they be.iled out . 

This , then , was one case study in � =conspiracy· '  that appeared 

to be relatively simple to resolve although Lester never responded 

to mailed inquiries for information from him .. 
During work with the University of Colorado UFO Proj ect , I 

had acces s  to all the files a�d ot�er data with�� the ?roj �c� o::ices 
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in f/Joodbury Hall on the Colorado campus .. I had my own key to t�e 

building and to th.e offices a11d worked uninterrupted at night often 
curL1g the Summer of 1967 and dur�1g brief visits to t�e Praj �ct L� 
Noven1ber 1967 and August 1968 . During studies at Northwestern Univer-

sity in the 19 67-19 6 3  sc:'"lool year ; Dr .  J . .  Alien ::ynek pe!"'!!'it-:ed r::e 

access to his files on UFO reports o 

In investigation of the conspiracy-competence questions , · I 

could also draw upon five years of professional experience as a news­

paper and wire service reporter . While I never did cover a UFO 
sighting as a news reporter , the news training was helpful in my 

gatheri."'lg of data dealing with the charges of conspiracy and censor­

ship . 

In St...''11!'!EI'Y � m::)St of the research on the conspiracy-competence 

questions was conducted � the form of "in-depth" reporting and in 

the role of the "participant-observer . '' Findings will be sumnarized 

in two sometimes overlapping steps , first presenting infonnation 

obtained from interviews with newsmen and reviews of press clippings 

and ;, secondly , from infonna.tion obtained from Air Force sources . 

Press Data 

At least one direct way to gather information about arry UFO 

conspiracy involving the pres s  was to ask newsmen whether they had 

e..11countered any pressures to censor UFO news . It was recognized , 

however , that such an approach would be inconclusive . P.SJ, Ja:res :�c­

Cartney � city editor of The Chicago Daily NeNS , said in a May 19 6 8 

:L"1terview : 
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I assume in my line of work that it is completely possible 
and conceivable that the government could suppress anything 
and might for any God damn reason . 

�Jonetheless , the questionnaire su...""Vey of neHspapers acr:)SS 
the nation provided an opportunity to " raise the censorship question . 

:· �eHspa�er.:len �;-;ere as.Jr...ed to respond to this state.rnent c.bou-: ::-.res s  

coverage o f  UFOs : 

2 02 

The press has been schooled by _the Air Force and other agencies:t�� 
to play down or ignore UFO reports . � 

The 8 6  responses to the statement included many one word 

i terns such as "hogwash, " "Nonsense , " "Ridiculous , " ' 'Nuts , =• and "Ba- -

loney .. " Other respondents generally rej ected the statement ,  but 

acknowledged that news sources may influence hew a story is reported . 

Listed belcw are 10 representative responses , all received in July 

19 6 7 : 

Earl Zarbin , night city editor , .  The Arizona Republic , Phoenix:_ 
'_�;�'l1�-� 

This statement is inaccurate . Neither the Air Force nor > �: 
anyone else has schooled the editors of this newspaper : though :.;� 
the editors , individually , JIE.Y have been influenced by the variousc� 
(UFO) accotmts published over the years • I can speak only for 
myself when I say that I neither deny the possibility nor do I 
affirm the existence of flying saucers . 

Ben Kent ; city editor ; The Charlottesville , Va . ,  

Speaking for the local press , this is absolutely ridiculous . 
I cannot speak · for wire services or larger newspapers , although 
my experience as a newsman leads me to believe that any effort 
to suppress news is met by news media with an even firmer resolu­
tion to see that this news is printed . 

Robert M o White II , editor and publisher , The !·!exico , :1o . , 

Evening Ledger j and past president Sigma Delta Chi , professional 

j ournalism fraternity : 



I think rost editors will say that ( the charge of censorship ) 
isn ' t  true and it ' s  not very significant anyway . On all unveri­
fied stories newspapers are accused of either playing up or playing 
down the story , depending whose ox is being gored . 

Joseph S ..  J ennings , executive e<h."'tor , The Elizabeth , N .J . 

�ail v Journal : 

Qualified agreement . No direct approach made by sue.� agencies , 
but their position has been well publicized and rrust be considered .. 

James R .. Bittenrann , reporter , Waukegan , Ill . ,  News-Sun : 

0 0 o i ' ve personally covered a majority of the reports and in 
no instance were they influenced by a governmental agency other 
than routine conoboration or discrediting by airport controllers 
or other observers .. 

Scott. E .  Smith :: assistant national editor , 'The �'!ashington , D .  C .  

Star: 

Un� , unfair to the press . However , I 'm convinced the Air 
Force would like to be able to do this . ( e.'llphasis his . ) 

Lewis Cope , science writer > The Minneapolis Tribune : 

This is not nearly as imp:n•tant a factor as the general 
skepticism in the scientific community .  

Beverly Orndorff � science writer , The Ric..,.mnd , Va . ,  T.i�es -

Disoatc..� :  

Not true � although ' official ' skepticism can often have the 
effect of causing the press to play down a number of reports . 

James P ..  Moran , mmaging editor , Dodge City , Kan .  , I;a.il y 

Globe : 

We have been schooled by no agency or military service and 
don ' t know of any such schooling anywhere . �ve don ' t  get �.1 
UFO reports and are highly skeptic2.l cf t�ose He do , � ust' of 
our own nature . 



Da.vid Lore � education "and part-time UFO " reporter , The 

Columbus , Ohio , Disoatch : 

The press has a tendency to rely on official sources for 
much of its news . As a result : during the early history of 
such sightings l official . skepticism .was transrni tted throug..� the 
pres s  . In recent years ; however , one is more likely to read 
skepticism of the official source

· 
rather than the sightL�g in 

this paper and most others ., 

In the course of this study ; a list was compiled of appr<?xi­

ma:tely 5 0  newspaper and wire service reporters who had seen UFOs .. 

In none of their stories about the sightings , nor in interviews with 

ten of them� was there any mention of Air Force pressures to ''play 

down" or censor the UFO report . Nor , for that matter , was there any 

reference to John Keel ' s  Men In Black (MIB)  • 

In an interview of July 27  , 19 67 , John Snyder , city editor 

of The Denver Post-not_ among the newsmen listed as having seen a 

UFO--said he was skeptical of the Air Force ' s  UFO pm gram . He said 

he had no specific reasons to doubt the Air Force ' s credibility 

but was skeptical of nmili tary psychology" in general : 

Maybe military psychology is the same in the Air Force as 
in the Army .  I rrean in keeping material frcm the public . There ' s  
a ' screw-e.l'!l'  attitude . The military doesn ' t  tell you answers 
.even to simple questions just because they don ' t  think they have 
to or don ' t  want to . 

Snyder said he thought sane UFO reports nay have been retxJrts 

of secret aircraft or other advanced weaponry but ' 'even if they were 

you ' d have trouble find-ing out . .  , 

In New York City , in March 19 6 8 , Palmer Hilliams of CBS was 

interviewed .. He had been the executive producer of ·the CBS Reports 

program , "UFO : Friend , Foe or Fantasy , " broadcast over the CBS 

network on May 10 , 1 9 6 6 e 
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�villiams was asked what cooperation he had received from the 
.A.ir Force in preparing the· program and what general impressions he 

or his staff had formed about the UFO Project . He answered that CBS 

had dealt with the Air Force and Departmei1t: of Defense on many ct!:er 

rratters , He said that � on the UFO topic , there was "a sort of grudg-

ing cooperation at first , rrostly from the Defense Depa.._�ent , = be-

cause of fears a popularized television program r.-10uld create a wave 

of UFO sightings .. He added , �ever : 

Once we started asking questions. about Blue Book and NORAD 
(North .American Air Defense Cama.nd) and they saw our intent was 
serious--they could see - our  intent was to knock this story down , 
that it (flying saucers ) · was a popular myth--then, they began 
cooperating in better fashion .. 

��jlJ iams said conversations with CBS producers and writers 

Joseph Wershba and Jack Beck gave him the impression that UFOs 

"were handled in sort of an off-hand manner:t by the Air Force : 

Blue Book was like a public relations ann of the Air Force , 
an answering service or just a nail drop for naterial about 
UFOs . . . the Air Force didn ' t  have their first rate minds dealing 
with the problem. 

The CBS program was narrated by Wal ter Cronki te and was 

aired about five weeks after the "swamp gas " solution had been an-

nounced for t�e UFO reports in !)��er and Rillsdale , Mich . The pro-

gram· included no criticism of the Air ·Force UFO inquiry . 

The Air Force program was questioned , however : in articles 

written by Mort Young of The New York Journal-American soon after 

the " swamp gas " issue was raised . On March 26 , 1966  he wrote : 

Civilian astrophysicist Dro H .  Allen Hynek :threatened to 
quit after 18 years of heading the Air Fon:e UFO proj ect , be­
cause the official explanation of this week ' s  UFO sightings 
'NaS forced on D�� according to a source close to the investi­
gation . 
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The Air Force report was leaked unofficially at 'rlrigr�.t­
Patterson �ir Force Base while Dr .  Hynek and his l O O  ass istants 
were still in the midst of their investigation s 

:Z, .  H�e.'< r..-ras said to have rrade his t!-':reat at t�e heig!;:t of 
an argument with an Ai.r ·Force public relations officers ( sic ) 
who told him what the result of his' investigation was to be Q 

: ;evert!"leles s ; Dr .  H�mek , a �.fcrth�vestern U!:i 'Je!"s i �." pr0fessor � 
repeated the ����tions yesterday afternoon at the �etroit 
Pres s  club . 

He said that what a farmer ,  his family and nine policemen 
saw early this week was nothing but a· luminous cloud of swamp 
gas o o o 

'Th.is news report of a possible coverup in the Air Force UFO 

investigation , it was thought , was possible to verify . There were 

obvious errors in the news story in addition to the mistake in Hynek ' 

name , ea 1 1 j ng him H .  Alien instead of J .  All en . (The sarr.e error had 

appeared LT'l Young ' s  story of the preceding day . )  Hynek was not the 

''heacf' of the UFO project but only a consultant to it ; the reference 

to lOO assistants was unclear because H01ek conducted the investiga-

tion singlehande�ly . The major issue remained , however : Has P.ynek 

forced into the explanation and told to perform at the press con-

ference? 

In his published corrments , Hynek seemed to suggest t'1at the 

pres s  conference in Detroit was not rJ.s idea : 

o o o I got a message from the !Ur Force : There t-10uld be a 
. pres s  conference and I would issue a statement about the cause 

of the sightings . It did me no good to protest to say that as yet 
I had no real idea what had caused the reported sightings in the 
swamps . I was to have a pres s  conference , ready or not . 

Searching for a j ustifiable expla.."'l.aticn of -:�e sig!"rt:...�gs : 
I remembered a phone call from a botanist at the Uni�rsity of 
Michigan : who called to my attention the phenomenon of burnin� 
' swamp gas o ' • • .After learning rrore about swamp gas from ot; 1er 
�ic.:rrigan scientists , I dec iced that it :·;as a. ' �s s ib!e ' ex:: l.::...-2.-
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tion that I would offer to the re�ers . 3 

In his report on file at ?rej ect Blue 3cok offices at �·/right-

?atterson �.ir Fcrce 3a.se . ;:)a:y"ton , -8hif' , 2yne..'<: :-.TOte (p . 13 ) : 
I wish t��t a pres s  confe.�e had not been necessary l or l 

if necessary , that it had been handled mre expertly and adroitly o 
"':"' ;.., =- ' "e , ;  ........ ., �  �""' saH �hat- .; c:: ""'""� 1 -: ,...a l"'' -+-.::: � ,. -=�o� + .. ,_,a -., • ._ , .: .,:::l -: .::: - .a. ........ v _....._ '- "" ..la."'-' - �  

. ..' -.· · """' ........ ............, • •  'T" ..... ......_ .. _ • •  ._......__ .J -· t.l '- '-• .. ._ ::'""""""'--_.._c - ..... __ _ 

tions office at Selfridge Fie�d ( near Detroit ) . o . • i� displayed 
no knowledge of how a press conference should be handled .. 

The entire matter of a full �ss press conference was m:>st 
distasteful to me because I would rather present carefully weighed 
and consistent evidence and conclusions with due time allowed ,  
to a body of scientific colleagues than be subject at a m:ment ' s  
notice to a roaring pack of newshounds whose chief interest 
appears to be in g�tting a quick story .  . . 

During a visit to Project Blue Book offices in July 196 8 , 

I asked L t .  Col .. Hector Quintanilla , Blue Book director , whet.'Ler 

Hynek had been oroered into the press conference . To the contrary , 

he replied that Dr. Hynek had reouested a news Conference or news 

release "to get the press off his back . :� Normally ,  Quintanilla s�d ,  

news releases were issued only 'thro.lg.l1 the Pentagon � but , he said , 

he received permission from the Office of Infoi"'flBtion in Washington 

for Hynek to issue a news release · 'because it was Hynek . '' 

Mrs .  Marilyn Stancombe , Quintanilla '  s secretary , was a party 

to the telephone converSation betwee.T'\ Quintanilla and Hynek . She , 

too } said that Hynek said a ne'NS release was needed to lessen pres -

sures from newsrne.11 . 

As Hyne."< wrote L'1 his ret:art to Proj ect Blue 8ook :  

o o . since the interest and excitement generated L, these 
cases was mounting to a fever pitch � it seemed �dient , in fact 
mandatory , to hold a press conference a...'id maJ<:e a progress report . 
Until the evening before I was to make such a staterr.ent I ',..;as 
still puzzled as to a natural explanation for even the consisten� 
sightings . . .  
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In surrrnary , no evidence was found that--as suggested in 

s-tory--the swamp gas ·answer was invented by the Air Force e Hyne.l( 
credited University of �1ichigan faculty witl-t introducing him to that 

possibility , and the swa'llp gas answer was also suggested in the press�'( 
;,-: 

before Hynek advanced the theory at . the press conference .  References�� 

2oe 

to 1 1marsh gas " were found in a column in The Detroit Het.JS on .M=:rc.� 2 3 ,}\�I:: 

19 6·6 and in Chicago ' s  American on March 24 . 'The press conference 

was March 2 5 • 

The charge that Hynek was forced into the press conference 

also was challenged by Quintanilla and by Hynek ' s  ccmnents that 

newsmen had interfered with his investigation by badgering witnesses 

and that there was a need to lessen such pressures ,  perhaps by 

what was intended to be "a progr'eSs report . '' 

Young ' s  story of March 26 also said the " swamp  gas " answer 

"was leaked unofficially' '  at Wright-Pa�erson Air Force Base before 

Hynek: ' s press conference . It was ,  in fact , known what Hynek ' s expla­

nation would be before he appeared at the press conference . 

But , Howard Fields , a United Press International reporter , 

who covered the Dexter-Hillsdale UFO reports , said that Hynek ' s 

explanation was released in advance--not by the Air Force-- but by 

a secretary-telephone operator at Selfridge AFB .  

Fields was interviewed in April 196 8 . When the subj ect of 

the " leak:" ca?fle up , he explained that a reporter at the UPI bureau 

in Detroit had called Selfridge AFB an hour or more before the press 

conference was scheduled to begin .. Perhaps by luck, the reporter 

found himself talking with the �man who had typed the text of 



Hynek ' s statement o Ei t'i-ter she did not know she was not supposed to 

re-lease t"le information , or the reporter was very resourceful , Fields 

said . Either t-.ay : she did tell t�e UPI r.e'N31rdn the essence of Hyne..t<: ' s 

explana.tion, and a story was filed on the UPI wire e 

eFisoce r���ed a�ong the �ern classic 

UFO cases , there did occur in 194 7 a UFO case which must be included · 

in any discussion of an Air Force conspiracy . Kncwn as "the �.auty 

Island case , "  it was important because it involved : ( 1 )  Kenneth 

Arnold , who had ma.de the original flying saucer repot•t on June 24 , 

1947 ; ( 2 )  Capt. E .J .  Smith , .  a United Air Lines pilot whose UFO sighting 

of July 4 ,  194 7 ,  received wide press coverage ; ( 3 )  Ray Palmer , a pub­

lisher of adventure stories who gave flying saucers wide publicity , 

a."'ld ( 4 )  .A.:. �!ty A ; �  Fcrce Captain William L .  Davidson and Lieutenant 

Frank Blx>wn of Hamilton Air Force Base , Calif. , Who were killed when 

their plane crashed after they had been · to Maury Island , near Tacorra , 

Wash . , to investigate a report of the disintegration of a flying 

saucer . 

The es�ence of the Maury Island case can be sunmarized from 

accounts found in Ruppelt ' s The Report on Unidentified Flying Obj ects , 

Air Force files , newspaper clippings and a book by .A.rr.old and Pal-mer , 

The � of the Saucers : 

Harold Dahl and Fred Crisman of the Tacoma area had reported 

that on June 21 , 194 7 ,  Dahl was steering his boat along the east bay 

of Ma.ury Island when he saw six flying saucers i.1. the sk·./ . �ne 

saucer , he said , disintegrated , showering his boat Hith fragments ; 

Crisrr.an sai� :-:e sa�.; a disc on t:he next day ; Ray ?ak.er �e.:..."'� -:: : -:::e 
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reports and offered tl.rnold $ 2 0 0  to investigate . In late 

went to Tacoma and : after talking with Dahl and Crisman � telephoned 

=: .  J .  2mi-c:-t . r,.1hc '.Va.s in Seatt::e at the tir:te , a..':.d also called Lieut 

3ro�·m at �1 ton l\FB .  Smith } BI"C"...m, a.,;d Ca�tain Davidson all came 

the.'Il and r,vere killed when their B-2 5  crashed on its return trip 

to Hamilton AFB the rrorning of August 1 '� 

The crash of the B-2 5 near Kelso , Wash o , added one note of 

strangeness to the Maury Island cases • Newsmen in Tacana also �,�.,..a. 

receiving phone ca.lls from a.nc:mynous persons who told about the meet­

ings between Arnold , Smith , Crisman , Dahl ,  Davidson and Brown . Ar­

nold , in The Comir1g of The Saucers ; wrote of other Maury Island inci-

dents that puzzled hiTL . 
Newspaper stories in The Tacoma Times , 

Chicago Times and other papers and a United. Press story written in 

Tacoma suggested there was a conspiracy afoot . A story by Paul 

in the Tacorra Times of August 2 ,  194 7 , was typical : 

The mystery of the ' Flying Saucers ' soared into prominence· 
again Saturday when The Tacorra. Times was infonned that the crash 
Friday of an army plane at Kelso may have been caused by sabot�ge . 

The Times ' informant l in a series of mysterious phone calls , 
reported that the ship had been sabotaged ' or  shot down ' to pre­
vent shipment of flying disk fragments to Hamilton Fields , Cal . � 
for analysis . 

The disk ;a..�s �,;e!"e s.rid by the i. �!o!ma."lt to be th�""�S'= � 
one of the mysterious platters which plunged to earth on �.aury 
Island recently . 

Lending substance to the . caller ' s  story is the fa�t that 
12  hours before the army released official identification , he 
correctly identified the dead in the crash to be Capt . William 
L .  Davidson � pilot , and First !:..,t .  Frank �1 . 3rcwn . 
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At the same time he i.rtformed The Times , Kenneth .�old , Soise 
bus:L'1esSiran rNho fL""'St sighted the flying saucers , and United Air­
lines Capt . E . J .  Smith , �·Tho also sighted them , were in secret 
cor.fe._'r\a-nce in Room 502  of the Hotel Winthroo . A check confir.rred 
+-'ha ; ,... �1""\.,..._ :: t-i '"'T"' ht t-f- n,c:) .;  .. h ,..., <:::: -i +h "" ,1.,......, .-; � ". :-.  1 d  � � - , r- .= -· ...... - ..... -...�� . . ...... _ ... .. .  ., .b.i ..4 ... - - �.. .. e_ ... !11.:!. __ r.1_ r . _ .  ·�· .... ..... .1 _,u_ ....... .=,c ... ..,s _ 

the nature of the conference nor the reason for t.-.,eir being i.J."l 
T.accma • 

. �c=orei:1g t8 -:r..e ·=..!'"'.-.:!'1yrrous call-:!: : � L=:.tter _::y-��e:;ts �-Te� 
leaded aboa.rd a B- 2 5 at McChord filed F!"'ica�/ for shipment to the 
California field . Half an hour after the takeoff ; the plane 
crashed near Kelso , Hash .. Two enlisted men Master Sgt . E1mer 
L .  Taff and Technician Fourth Grade Woocircw D .  �.atthews para:... 
chuted to safety .. 

At McChord field, an intelligence officer confirmed the mystery 
caller ' s report that the ill-fated craft had been carrying ' clas­
sified material . ' .. . • 

The theory of sabotage was borne out by the statement of the 
t'wo crash survivors that one of the engines burst into flames 
and that regular fire apparatus installed in the engine for 
such emergencies failed to function o • • 

.An anonyrrous caller told Ted Morello , the United Pres s  

reporter in Tac:ma , that the B-25 was shot down by a 20mn cannon . 
4-

The sal:otage theory remained popular despite Ai:r Force 

reports that Crisman and Dahl had admitted their story was a hoax � 

that the "disc fragments " were slag from a nearby foundry and that 

the B-2 5  crashed after an exhaust stack · burned out on the left 

engine , causing. a fire in the left wing . 

Until a visit to :-Iright-Patte...-rtSon A:.: Force 9ase i.-'1 July 

1 9 6 8 ; this study had not uncovered any news item referring t() the 
Ma.ury Island case as a hoax . An Air Force surrrnary of the case , 

hor11ever , included this note : 

• o o the As sociated Pres s  wi..�rnan a:: 7-=.cc:r.a. i.'1-:e!""t:.e�·� 
Dahl concerning his disc sighting . In the course of 'the i."lt�r­
view , Dahl '  s wife stated that the whole thing �·ras a fa."'ltasy . 
Dahl at this time aCmi tted the whole thing \.Jas a hoax . 

A more detailed �ir Force report identified the AP newsman 
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as Ernie Vogel and said : 

e • G Vogel stated that he had never , in his expe�ia�ce ,  
had suc..1. pressu..""'e brcugl-rt upon hi'Il to release a r:.e' .. iS story al"ld 
... �� ... he Y".=1"'\.o.::+.o.Aly .:�Av-i -�� +'he � ...... .: r:e Q • :::� �Q��'"' ......... = ..... ..... ...., Q c:::-1""\l"'W '-· � '- " - "" !"' '-...... '- -\... _�,..;. ->:l"<;;; ...... '- - � .,.. ..,., ........ - '--..A · --· · � 1 .... . .  .._ ... ·- · · - ..... '- -· "1 
of seeing the flying discs by Dahl .  and Crisman r11as a complete 
fabrication and should be in no way ca.rried as a ne,...vs stoPJ 
refused t'o f'l..lr'I1ish any information re�a_Y"Ciin.rl these reports . 

public relations office of. Boe.ing Aircraft in Seattle , rtlash .. , when 

he was interviewed by telephone in April 196 9 .  

His recall of the 1947 incident s eemed prompt : 

It was an outright fraud • • •  Yes , there was · a  considerable 
am::>unt of pressure for a story o • • it was a falsification , a c •· 

fabrication , a fraud . • •  I went out to visit one of them (Dahl) . 
and we sidled out on to the back porch • • • His wife came out wi 
a butcher knife and I thought she was after me ) but she waved 
it under his nose and said ' I ' m  tired of being embarrassed by 
your lies . Tell this man the truth . ' 

Vogel said Dahl then admitted the Maury Island story was a 

hoax , and "I got ahold of the other guy (Crisman) 

too . "  

There was intense pressure on him from newspapers 

about the Maury Island mystery , Vogel said . He recalled that he 

write a story about the admitted hoax but : to his knowledge , the 

story was not widely used . 
,, 

Vogel said newspapers seemed to prefer the interesting � .... ,.,._" 

about conspiracy and sabotage to the accurate story about the hoax • . · 

Of those involved in the M.aury Island episode , Ray Palmer 

apparently maintained the deepest interest in flying saucer'S . !-!e 

published science fiction magazines and books and was the d publisher 

of n ving Saucers magazine which printed Larry Bryant ' s a.�icle en 

the ' 'coverup" at !...a.ngley Air Fcrce S?.se . 



r;�lith Curtis Fuller � Palrner began publishing the pocket-sized 

r.".agazirte FATE in 1948  o One of the feature stories in the first issue 

�.;as ' 'I  Did See The Flying Disks ! . , by Kenne1:h Arnold . 

Tne two men had worked for the safte ��cago-basec pub:ishL�g 
c�:::;C!"1Y and started FATS , Fuller said , because they h:�d �,1a1ted to stay 

in Chicago and the company was rroving to New York . Jn a r�.ay 1 9 6 8  

interviet..r , Fuller said the monthly circulation o f  t..'l-).e rra.gazine w�s 

12 5 , 0 0 0 . FATE had started as a quarterly and , Fuller said , owed its 

success to stories about flying saucers . 

Differences between fuller and Palmer j apparently including 

Palmer ' s i.nvol vement in the Maury Island episode � caused Palmer 

to leave FP� and m:>ve his publishing business - to Amherst ; Wise . 

Fuller has written about flying saucers throughout the 2 0-

year period covered by this survey. His articles have been printed 

in the Magazine Flying as t-rell as in FATE . He said that in all his 

years of writing about UFOs he had never bec_n approached by anyone 

connected with the Air Force , Fed� Bureau of Investigation or 

other governmental agency seeking to censor UFO news . . 

Fuller ) then , like the rrore-than-100 newsmen intervie,..:ed 

in person and by mail ,  reported no first1ar� experience with Air'"· 
Force �ensorship of UFO news . Nor , for t�at matter : have n�-1Srnen 

vvri tten rruch arout conspiracy and censorship charges . 

Exce�t in a few cases . s��� as ��cse �iscussed 0� t�e ��-

ceding pages , almost no references to ' 'conspiracies · '  were found .L1 
the thousands of UFO press clippings read in the coilrse of this 

stuc!y . 
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In fact � as stated in the previous chapt� } newsmen generally 

have given ncn-hostile coverage to .� Force reports about UFO s ight-

.L"1gs , 0� Force st'ate.rnents about the conclus ions of UFO investiga-

tions--especially those supported by statistics--appear to receive 

�.;icespree.d press coverage . As noted in the previous chapter ; t!1is 

study never found a news i tern whi�"-1 distinguished be"V'...reen the ' 'pro- · 

2, , .... 

bable , 'v "pos sible " or "known'' explanations of flying saucer reports 

which were all included under the "�'Own" category in UFO statistics 

released by the Department of Defense . l2�j; 

While press coverage of the A±r Force UFO program generally�-���� 

has been non-hostile :; · it also has been relatively infrequent . As 

found in the content analysis studies discussed in ��pter 

the typical UFO story was not about an Air Force UFO investigation , 

but about some private citizen who said he had seen a flying 

In both content analyses , involving a total of m::>re than 1 , 50 0  

paper items , references to Air Force UFO investigators 

about 15 per cent , or roughly one out of seven , of the i terns . So 

while the Air Force UFO program has been discussed widely in what 

might be called the specialized saucer p�s s  � it has not been 

frequently . by daily newspapers . 

This study found cnly one series of articles based 

on the Air Force UFO inquiry . The six-part series was printed in 

The Portland , M e ., Evening Express ; amJng other newspapers , f'rcrn 

Janua...ry 17 t!"-.rcug.ll. Janua!j' 2::? , 196 6 . T.'le a..""'tic1es Here �.r.:"i tten by' 

Bul.ldey Griffin , executive editor of the Evening Exoress 

J .  C .  , bureau . The serieS �·laS bas ed large l�r ':':": .11..i:-- :'C'Xe 



of UFOs reported in the Southwestern United States in August 19 6 5  

and in Exeter , N .. H .  , in Septe..rnber 19 6 5  e In the sixth article : Griffin 

concluded : 

A main conclusion can be brieflv stated . It is that the Air 
Force is misleading the public by its continuing campaign to pro­
duce and maintain belief that all sig.""ltings can be explained away 
as misidentifications of familiar obj ects : such as ballcons , 
stars and aircraft e 

The logical assumption , backed by much circumstantial , evi­
dence , � that the Air Force is deliberately misleading the 
public . · ,. . 

· 

Another chief conclusion is this : no energetic and thorough 
effort to investigate the unidentified flying object phenomenon 
is being made by the Air Force or ever had been made by it . • • 

Griffin based his conclusion upon his finding that Air Force 

explana:tions of UFO reports--especially in August 196 5 --seemed in-

consistent with what the witnesses said they had seen . In his stories ;, 

he �d not · elaborate on why the Air Force might be "deliberately 

misleading the public .. " A.lJrost � con�adiction to the charge of 

deception , Griffin acknolwedged that the lack of any tangible evidence 

of flying saucers was "a mighty strong argument" against their exist-

ence . 

Griffin died before he could be interviewed for this study . 

He had visited the Proj ect Blue Book offices for two days in October 

196 5  .. 

Air Force Data 

Data on the Air Force role in the UFO pher.o:r.e.'l.on ca.T.e �:n 

many sources in the course of almost three years of researc.'l-t .  To 

facilitate discuss ion of the findir.g:; , the :naterial �·lill 8c ::�se::te� 
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r,ri trun the context of six questions asked of L t .  Col . Quintanilla 

in interviews of July 17 and 18 , 19 6 8  .. 

The questions are phrased as they were � the interview and , 

therefore , are more L"lforma.l than thq�e fC'l.L"l.d in qt.:estior-.nai:es :. 

for example . 

1 .  Coes the Air Force want to handle the UFO incuirv? Is 
t,e nature of the inquiry , as you see it , primarily investigative 
explanatory or bot�? 

Quintanilla responded � 

Originally , the Air. Foroe sincerely felt there tvas some sig­
nificance. to the flying discs . Now the feeling is not the same � 
as it was 15 or 2 0  years ago . Because of the early concern � 
responsibility fell upon the intelligence corrmm.ity .  Now the 
primary concern is different ,  it ' s  viewed as a public relations 
problem .. 

We ' re trying to convince t""le public that ' Big Brot�er ' 
looking out for you • • •  that we ' re taking care of our air ........... �. -..... �. 
respons ibilities . 

Quintanilla said it VJOuld be correct to view the primary 

goal of Blue Book as Air Defense and not UFO investigation . Blue 

Book was oriented toward Air Defense , he said , and included UFOs 

under that heading a 

He added : 

'tle don ' t investigate too much . . . 0� ?ri.Jrary responsibility 
is to collect data and then check the subj ective ma.terial to see 
what the stimulus might be .  . • We 1 re not an investigative force • 
that ' s  up to the Department of Justice ) the OSI (Office of S 

· 

Investigations ) and the FBI . We collect data . It ' s  a misnomer 
to think we investigate . 

Because Quint�"1illa ' s cc�ents see�d c�ntrcdictory to the 

statement by General Thomas D .  tVhite that ' 'all unidentified flying 

obj ect sightings are investigated in meticulous detail , '' ·Quintanilla 
f..J2.2 asked about his state.rnent that. it was a "misnomer''  to say Blue 



Book investigated UFO reports . 

In a letter of August 3 0 : 19 6 8 , he wrote : 

ftJith regards to li1¥ statement that I feel that we are rrore 
or less a collecting agency--that state.vr.ent , of course , is mine 
and I feel that way because we have no pa.ver ''Thatsoe\"er ; to 
investigate the people themselves . Therefore , in this respect : 
He cannot re-ally complete the cycle · of the cL""CUl'l'Stances sur­
rounding the sighting with regard to the i.J1di vidual ' s  e.rr.otional 
state and personal background . Without this infornation , in the 
records , I feel that we cannot really investigate_ the sighting in 
its entirety e 

It ' s  true that we contact everybody we can with regards to 
trying to identify the stimulus which caused the observer to 
report a. UFO sighting to the Air Force , however , this is not 
n!ally investigating:; this is chec.king details .. We do use scien­
ti.fic disciplines to evaluate the information which is sut:mitted 
to the Air Fo:t.'Ce , hcwever , this is an after the fact evaluation . 
As you well kncM ,  once the sighting has taken place the stinulus 
is gone and we are unable to reproduce the circumstances , en:otions , 
or the stimulus of that particular observation . t�le have only 
subjective statements m3.de by the witnesses to work with . We 
check out the details as best we can but we are not empowered 
to check the individual ' s  background . . . Collect�cn is oa.-t of t�e 
investigative process and we accept the data as fact � hOwever , 
we seldan really ccmplete the cycle . We have a witness , but no 
corpse .. I '  m not trying to play down the investigation process , 
but you don ' t  n!ally do much investigating when you check out 
satellite observations in definite quadrants of the sky } astronom­
ical observations , roving lights , weather balloons , etc . 

To Lt . Col . Quintanilla , then , Proj ect Blue Book was - pri­

narily a data-collecting , public relations agency w�ch existed 

because cl tizens expected the .A.ir Foroe to be able to explain strange 

objects they had seen in the sky : 

��en I had e.T'lded my reserve duty at Edwards Air Force Base 

in California , I rrade it known that I VJOuld be investigating UFOs 

wit!! the University of Colorado Project . Col . James Srnit� ,  the 

director of infornation at Edwards � comnented : "Strentz �s going 

to work on LeBailly ' s problem . tvf.aj o Gen .  E .  B .  LeBailly was director 

of information for the Air Force . Col . Smith � like Qui.--rtanil la . 



a 
viewed UFOs as an infomation problem not as an intelligence or 

Air Defense problem. 

2 o  What real limits exist as to what the Air Force or Blue 
Book can and cannot do in the scope of UFO investigations or 
data collecting? 

· 

The only "limit" Quintanilla would list was that investiga-

tions or data collecting were limited to the continental United 

States . There were at least two . reasons for thiS , he said . One , 

the Air Force Air Defense responsibilities were limited to the United 

States ; and two ,  the State Department and foreign countries might 

object if the � Force began investigatir:tg UFO reports overseas .. 

He said that , while Blue Book had available to it Air Foree 

resources for medical and psychological testing , he had never asked 

a UFO witness to submit to such tests or to a lie detector test . 

Quintanilla suggested it would probably cause trouble on the 

sional level for the Air Force to test priv�te citizens as to their 

medical and mental stability . 

As noted in the Chapter v a 19 6 0  Air Force Press release 

stated : 

. . .  the entire facilities of the Aerospace Technical Intel­
ligence Center , the entire facilities of the nation ' s  scientific 
and technical conmmity are at the disposal of (UFO ) evaluators -- -·-:::.-�---+ 

Some of the scientific studies conducted for the Air Force 

were discussed in the preceding chapter . As Quintanilla noted , how-

ever , there are practical and political limits on what use can be 

ma.de of facilities of the FTD and the scientific and technical com­

munity o 
There appeared also to be limits of "red tape . "  During the 

wave of sightings over Hash.:ington , D . C . , in July 19 5 2 , Edw:ux:l J .  
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Ruppelt was director of Proj ect Blue Book .  

He had flown from tf�right-Patterson Air Force Base , Dayton , 

Ohio , on July 2 1  to investigate the UFO reports and had planned to 

work all day and all night if necessary .. · Despite all the resources 

of the P.i.r Force end the scientific and technical community j however , 

he could not get a staff car for transportation aiUj..l.nd rtlashington . 

He told of the episcde in his book ,  The �eport on Unidentified Flying 

Objects , and part of the story is reprinted here to suggest that 

Project Blue Book suffered from red tape just as any other military 

operation might : 

. .. . I called the transportation section at the Pentagon 
to get a staff car but it took me only seconds to find out that 
the regulations said no staff cars except for se."lior colonels 
or generals .. . . I went down to the finance office--could I rent 
a car and c.�e it as travel expense? No-city buses are avail ­
able. But I. didn ' t  know the bus syste.rn and it would take me 
hours to get to all the places I had to visit , � pleaded . You 
can take a cab if you want to pay for it out of your per diem 
was the answer . Nine · dollars a day ·per diem and I should pay for 
a hotel room, meals and taxi fares all over the District of Colum­
bia . Besides , the lady in finance told me ,  my travel orders to 
Washington covered only a visit to the Pentagon . In addition , 
she said � I was supposed to be on my way back to Dayton right now , 
and if I didn ' t  go through all of the red tape of getting the 
orders amended I couldn ' t  collect any per diem and technically 
I ' d be AWOL . I couldn ' t  talk t� the finance officer , the lady 
informed me , because he always left at 4 : 30 to avoid the traffic 
and it was now ·exactly five o ' clcck and she was qui tti.'ig . 

., 
At five-one I decided that if saucers were buzzing Pennsyl­

vania Avenue in formation I coulen ' t  care less . • •  I was tiL�ugh . 
I· caught the next airliner to Dayton . 5 

In research on the Hashington 19 5 2  s ightings , another incident 

that raised questions about the Air Force UFO inquiry was uncovered . 

As mentioned p�viously , UFOs were reported . over '.:!ashington , 

D . C .  � late the night of July 19 and the morning of July 2 0 . P.arry 
G .  Barnes and several other air traffic controllers for the Civil 

. . 
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Ae_"I'"V_)nautics Administration said radar returns indicated that uniden-

tifiee aircraft tvere flying in restricted corridors over the capital . 

T!"l conversatio!"ls with personnel at Andrews Air Force 

Air Force Base , however : Barnes apparently could not get tb.e .Air 
to s�d up aircraft to investigate the UFOs . 

He discussed the problems in a lengthy letter on file at 

Proj ect Blue Book in Dayton , Ohio .. In the letter , the te..-rms "Thorn-

dyke" and "Snoke Ring" apparently were references to the air bases , 

6r units or men at the bases . Again the situation about which Barnes 

wrote was that CM employees reported unidentified aircraft over 

Washington and wanted the Air Force to do scmething : 

The impres sion received frcm Thorndyke t-TaS to the effect 
that m:>re information was needed to order an intercept . I told 
them our equipment was giving us good readings so we VJOuld be 
able to do any vectoring that might be necessary but �hey se�T.ed 
to be leaving it all up to Sm:>ke Ring . As time wore on (com­
mercial) pilot reports were received--P807 saw seven of the obj _ _  
between Washington and Martinsburg variously described as lights )�: 
that rooved very rapidly , up and down and horizontally as well · '1_�;c 
as hovering in one position and SP610 saw one come in with him . 
frcm around Herndon and follow h.:im to within four miles of touch-;;,�"'= 
down . This was substantiated by Tower and Center Radar . �;,·:�, -

• • . We reached the point where we VJOndered just hew much 
of this could go on and for how long before something co�d be 
done about it . I contacted Smoke Ring finally about 300  est 
( 3  a .m. ) .  They were doing nothL�g abcut it so I askec if it 
was possible for something like this to happen , even though ".-le 
gave them all this information , without anything being dohe 

· 

about it o The man who was supposed to be in charge and to whom 
I had been talking , said he guessed so . Then another voice 
came on who identified himself as the Combat Officer and said 
that all the information was being forwarded to higher authority · . 

and would not discuss it any further . I insisted tr:.a t � �·13..��ed 
to know if it was being forward.ed tonight and he said yes , but 
-would not give me any hint as to �.mat was being done about all 
these things flying around tvashington o He tried to as sure  me 
that something was being done about it o I asked , too , how he 
was getting his information . He said they 1Nauld get it from 
�orndyke and Pufo�l . r:le Here t:te!1 told by P.Dt-1 that they had no 
way of forr..varding it to them . Srroke Ring then said they r...;e._� not 

.. .  
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really concerned al:cut �t anyway ; that somebody else was supposed 
to handle it . 

It would be extremely difficult to write this so that it is 
in a logical sequence due to the confUsion that seems to have 
existed throughout the whole affair . • . 

�Alhen similar UFOs were reported over r:/ashington a week later , 

.� Force a�aft did investigate but reported no contacts . 

The Ruppel t and Barnes episodes seemed to suggest that , · at 

least in the early 5 0s , the Air Force UFO inquiry was not as high 

powered as one might be led to believe on the basis of the press 

release which told heM UFO investigators had access to all the re­

�es of the military , scientific and technological conmunities . 

3 .  What function does Blue Book serve that could not or 
should not be handled by NORAD (North American Air Defense with 
headquarters in Colorado Springs ) ?  

Quintanilla ' s ans\.;er was short arK! �o t�: FCi..""lt : 
None • None whatsoever. NORAD can perfonn all the tasks 

and do so roore timely . 

The apparent logic behind Quintanilla ' s answer was that 

the mission of NORAD is the rapid identification , and destrUction 

if necessary , of any unidentified ai.rcraft , missile or other flying 

obj ect . �Jhile the NORAD response capability nust be measured in 

terms of seconds � Proj ect Blue Book generally investigates UFO repo� 

that are days :. wee.l<s or rronths old . If it is to be determined whether 

UFOs constitute a threat to the nation ' s  security then it seems that 

the task should be in the hands of NORA.D , rather than in the hands 

of Quintanilla ' s small staff in one office at rtlright-Patterson .A.i:!-
Force Base . 

Quintanilla acknowledged that � by the time his office receives 
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a UFO report , the lJTO can be cons idered to have posed r.o threat s imply . 
because nothing happened . His staff of one other officer , an enlisted 

ma..'1 and two secretaries , he said , �as sufficient for the day to day 

��e��tion of the o=fice and could �e expanded during a wave of UFO 
reports . 

Q'Ji.'1ta.""lilla saic that ,  to his knot-rledge , during his ::.�,e 
years as Blue Book director , his office had never received a UFO 
report fran NORAD ev�"1. though NORAD was covered by the same .. A i .,.-, .Force 

Regulation which requires all ccmnands to forward UFO reports -eo Blue 

Book ..  I t  may seem absurd for NORAD to forward reports of UFO s  it 

cannot explain to Quintanilla ' s one-roan office , but that is what: 

the regulation , AFR 80-17 , requires . 

Occasionally , there are news stories which !"eoort that NO�.D , 

in fulfilling its air defe..'1Se responsibilities , has never detected 

a flying saucer or UFO . One such story was pri.'1ted in The Chicasro 

Tribune of August 18 7 196 7 ,  under the one column headJ i ne ''NORAD : 

No/ Saucers Fly I in the Sky ! " 

J lft�� 
Colorado Springs , Aug . 17 --North American air defense camand�����: 

officially said today that no flying saucers , no extra-terrestr��� 
space ships ,  and no ' unfriendly obj ects ' have ever been identi-

· 

fied by air ·forces over the United Sta�es or Canada . 

Answeri."'lg a recurring inquiry about the off:.�ial a� force 
sta'1ds on UFOs ( unidentified flying obj ects ) the command f� 
its mountain fastness here replied : , 

' There have been thousands of reports of UFOs 
variety of sources over the years--but so far as the co:mand is 
aware , it never has been shown anything but na1:t.zr'.:t-l atmospheric . 1 . . . ' .  ,_ .  � . ... or astron�ca pnenomena or a�oorr.e 00 1 ects--� � -s , ��seC -3 1 
hardware--seen under unusual circtmtstances or misinterpreted . ' 

o Q . The command is not concerned with tr�sito� or ill 
' s  ightings ' often reported as UFOs and usually the result of a 
misunderstanding by the sighters . 



'Nhile �.JORAD was not concerned with UFOs , it did have a sane -

what similar classification called Ucrs , short for UnCorrelated ':'=r-• 
get:s . UCTs , briafly � a-"""e returns recorded by :rORA.D radar .. survei2.la...T'lce 

gation , etc . UC!'s are presumed to pose no threat a."1d therefore can 

!:;e disrega...""'ded �y �TOP .. AD in its con·tinuous sea.rc.1. fer hostile or \ID-

known a.ircraft or missiles . 

ucrs were discussed July 2 9 , 19 6 8  at a "Symposium on Uniden­

tified Flying Objects" held by the House Canmittee · on Science and 

.Astronautics in Washington, D .  C .. 

One of the scientists testifying at the symposium , Dr .  James 

McDJnald said : 

The question is raised often , why aren ' t  UFOs tracked'? The 
point one is struck with in studying each of these (defense or 
detection) systems in turn is large .degree of selectivity neces­
sarily built into them . . . 

It has to be kept well in mind that even systems like SAGE . 
when they were developed necessarily had to have progranmed into 
them certain speed limits both lower and upper , certam safe 
requirements like if the target was on an outbou."1d path it could 
be ignored . In almost every �ronitoring system you set up , whether 
for defense or scientific purposes , if you don ' t  want to be 
sncwed with data , you inten-tionally built selectivitv iri ,  and 
then you do not see �·That you a_re not looking for . '\ .  

Consequently , this point is important , that despite our rrany 
sensmg and moni taring syste.rns ' the fact that they don ' t  repeat- . 
edly turn up what appear to be similar to UFOs , wh..=ttevcr we define 
those to be ,  is not quite as conclusive as it might see� .  . . 

Dr .  Carl Sagan , department of astroncrny , Cornell Univer'si ty ,  
told the Congressmen : 

Apparently �...Ihat is nov: happening is that the Air Force 
surveillance radar is throwi.n2: away the data that is of rele­

vance for t�s ( UFJ )  i.r1-J uirv . �=--. otter �·7o!"ds ) if it s e� s  
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somethL1g that is not en a ballistic traj ecto�; ,  er �o� in orbit , 
it ignores it j it th.�s it in the garbage . 

� .  Hyna'l( :. the Air j'orce s cientific consultant 0n r..:t'Os , 
I would just li.'<:e to concur in �.vhat Qr .  Sagan has said . 

understand t!"lere are several hundred U�s a rr.onth . . . ! .. :rJ.ch , 
they do not follO"w ballistic traj ectory , they are tossed out . 

The UCT reports were not for.varded to �j ect 3lue 3cok sL�ce 

they t..;ere not considered to be UFOs • 

4 ..  What rules of thumb provide for classification of reports 
of UFO sightings? 

Quintanilla answered : 

We have certain characteristics for sightings . . . character­
istics for astronanical reports , aircraft , balloons . If any of 
these (UFO reports ) have characteristics t�t fall into such 
categories , the plausible �er is that it ( the UFO )  was that . 
If it has all · the characteristics of an aircraft , or wha. tever , 
that ' s  it • . .  yet you cannot name the pilot who was f:ying t�e 
;a:""ti = ..:.1.2:" ai... �=.ft • 

Scmetimes there is a thin line in classifying a UFO ,  but if 
it falls in the category , it ' s  in the category . You can quibble 
Hell yes , anyone can quibble c . •  You could spend $ 5 0 , 00 0  on ea�� 
investigation if you wanted to . But I cut them off when I think 
we ' ve got the answer . 

Qui.T'ltanilla said if his office received a UFO rep:>rt , he 

mail the witness an Air Fon::e form 164 , a OFO report form . If the 

form tVere not �turned , he said , he might mail anot'1er as a followup , 

but he would not send a thi..rd .  Sometimes , he said , an i.'1divi..:!ual 

completing the form recognizes that what he saw was actually an air-

As noted in the previous chapter , classification of many 

UFO reports also occurred as a function of time . Reports first 
termed ' 'possibly" or "probably" an aL""Craft would �e advanced to 

s i111ply "-=.i...v-.c�a£"7: " as yea.!"' ' s e:;.d . 
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The UFO reports which receive the most attention , Quintanilla 
said. , are those involving a large number of people or having certain 

security or scie.'1tific intere�ts : poss ibly .including the finding 

of a satellite fragna�t . .,.. .- •  
t

" ., , �  .&::..-..... _nves �-�ga :.ons a.J..SC rra:� !"esu .... '- ..., .;. ,_,.::: 

A letter or a phone call from a UFO witness  to his Coniress-

wan protably would lead to a UFO inves tigation , Qttintanilla said .. 

Air Force headquarters in Washington is sensitive to political pres -

sures , and a UFO iJl.vestigation was one of the things a Congressman 

could demand on behaJ.f of his constituent without fear of antagonizing 

another voter or another lawmaker. Quintanilla said , "I never realized 

hew much po;ver Ccngressrnen had until I took this job .  " 

News coverage may focus public attention upon a UFO report 

so that the Air Force will conduct an investigation even though the 

sighting never has . been officially reported to an Air Force base as 

regulations require . M example of this 'llas the Dexter-Hillsdale , 

Mich . , <?ase . Telephone logs at �j ect Blue Book indicated that , 

at first , inquiries fran news media all received the answer that 
Slue Book was· not L�vestigating because the reports had not been 
officially made to the Air Force . L'1 a matter of a day > public and 

press pres sures appa.�tly forced Blue 3ook into the case . 

The Air Force explanations or classifications of UFO reports 

sul ted i..11 conside!"able cri tic ism of the Air Force UFO inquiry . 

Exa'!lples of supposedly erroneous explanations can be found in any 

tcok r..J�ose the s is is ' flyi.r,g saucers are real . "  In such books , t"wo 
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theories generally are suggested to account for the faulty explana-

tions : ( 1 )  the � Force is hiding the truth about flyi."1g saucers j 

foulup , net a ccverup . 

.j_. third reason fs'!' contr��Jversv over ?.� c ::..=.ss ific:=.ticn 

of UFO reports may be the reluctance of witnesses to .accept a natural 

explanation for what they consider to be an unnatural event . In· 

inves tigating of UFO reports , this study encountered two cases which 

illustrate this point : 

( 1 )  With two other membe...T\S of the UFO Proj ect at the Univer-

s i  ty of Colorado , I investigated UFO reports in F.arrisburg , Pa . , in 

early July 19 67 . During one night , we were '..Jith a crowd that had 

gathered near an open field which had been reco�ed as "the ola.ce 
to go" to see a flying saucer . In the cour-se of the nightwatch , 

one could see the lights of an alrplace · approaching the P.arrisburg 

.. .l\irport . A woman in the crowd pointed and shouted , ''You ca'1 ' t  tell 

me that ' s  an airplane . " It soon became obvious that it was . 

( 2 )  With William Pcwers , Northwestern University as sistant 

to Dr .  J .  Allen Hynek � I investigated the UFO report of a family 

:1ear ��laussau , Hisc . ,  in the summer of 19 68 . The� nighttime �port 

of an apparently low-flying , lighted obj ect , accompanied by a sL�n­

type sound , was puzzling . But our inquiry was hampered by the fact 

that the family members had discussed the s ighting often with one 

another and with outs iders , includi ng a mern=�r of � �� crg�zat�cn . .  
t 

The father had been given a book about UFOs and in it he had four� 
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had seen . The photograph in the book ftJas of a lenticular cloud . 

��though he did not no�ice it at the time of the sightL�g , the fat�er 

:ater rec:;,j led "that 1:he lights in the hcuse appea1:'ed t8 d.ir:1 soon bef·:;re - ,  . 
the obj ect appeared . He had read about LTO�linked pat�er failures . 

of their report the day after the sighting , but not the wee..l< af-ter-

ward .. 

But , even recognizing these tendencies to dispute a natural 

explanation of a flying saucer report ) this study found several 

cases in t-lhich the Air Force methcxiology , if not the explanation 

itself , was open to question . Four such cases will be reviewed to 

ill�strate reasons why sar.e people thi.'"lk t.'"le .Air Force has been 

Force files • 

CASE 1 . --0n January 2 5 , 19 54 , near Las C�ces ,  N .M . , a tech­

nician wi tl-} the ordnance corps of the rtJh.i te Sands Proving Grow.ds 

said he saw a point source--a point of light with no apparent size--

rroving across the horizon at about 50 degrees . He was preparing a 

camera statian for a miss ile shot , he said., and 1 1W3.s look; ng up at 

the stars to see if they we...-r-e suitable for a ballistic camera star " 

callibration . '' Unknown to him at the time , another technician , 17 

miles south of him also saw the obj ect streak across the sky . In 

his report to the Air Force the first witness wrote : 

. .. .  I can ooint out that it most definitelv. was not a meteor 
(his emphas is ) . · Under special t:rai."'l.ing , JJ1 addition to my college 
work may be listed five years experience in astronomy and astrono­
mical observing , i.ncluding work at Lcwell Observatory , and as 
a faculty member of the t.Jnivers i ty of Qi.icago , i..;. t:-:e .-:e;:a.r _.:.�!"'.� 
of astroncmy at '{erkes C Jbservatcry ) . I :Uve obs e!"";ed ::a'1y 



thousands of meteors and ea� defL�tely state that this ob j ect 
was not any type of �eteor . 

The Air Force classified -:..�e report as ".A.st!"'ncmic=-1-�eteor . "  

CASE 2 . --On February 1 6 , 19 6 6  � a navy enlisted rr.an and a 

21-year-old woman reported seeiJ1g two UFOs near the Bruns:·rick � 

:!aval .A..ir Station . 

The two claimed to 'b.ave s�._n one UFO , which changed in colors 

fram red to blue-green to "light salmon ,-!' and said they followed 

it to a landing poi."lt where they watched it for 3 0  to 45 minutes 
fran a distance of about three miles .. They also said another UFO 

appeared to circle and land between them a11d the first one . The 

navyman and the VJa1Eil said they were looking to the east as they 

watched the UFOs . 

The Air Force report said the second UFO Has p��xilily a.11 ai""'-
plahe although there was not enough data ''to make an evaluation as 

such . "  The first UFO was classified as the planet Jupiter . But 

for that explanation to apply , the witnesses had to be confused about 

their directions and could not have been looking to the east . The 

report said : 

. . .  it is my opllUon that t�e observer( s )  -v1as evi.=.enta.l!? 
confused L11 directicn . and was looking to t�e wes t rather tr� 
the east ( and t�e...�fore saw Jupiter ) . 

'· 

To compound the problem , tl-te investigator was r..JI."'Jng anc his 

explanation had to be edited so that '\.rest " Has crossed out and 

" south" was written in ,  getting the direction to agree with Jupiter 7 S  

pos ition in the sky . There HaS no indication the Witnesses had been 

asked whether they might have been �"'rong about the dL�cticn . '!'he 
first UFO was class ified as ' 'A.s�r.omi::al -Jupiter . "  
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CASE 3 .  --UFO reports near Loring Air Fr ... ft"'Ce Base , Me . �  on 

c�-::ober 2 2  2nd 2 3 ' 19 5 9  were clas si.:ied as a ,. .. reat!"ler balloon 'tlith a 

been '' insuffi�ient data" available when t'"le report consis-:ed of at 

city and military police , radar 1�turns and reJX)rtS of one or t-..rc 

obj ects flying over Presque Isle , Me . , and emitting red light rays 

toWard the ground . Burlington AFB sent two F -102s aloft to investi-

gate ; LDring AFB "scrambled'' j ets , too . Yet there was , accoroing to 

the report , "insufficient data" for a classification . 

CASE 4 . --On July 19 , 195 6 , Michael D .  Savage , 1 5 , of San 

Bernardi.no ,  Calif. , told the Air Force he "Na.S lyLi.g on the �as s  ta.""i�g 
pictures with his new camera when a saucer-shaped obj ect passed in 

view. Only one picture was taken by Mic.-.,a,el , '.-Jho said t'1e obj ect 

was silver gray or metallic in calor and was first observed approxi-

mately 6 0 0  yaros away . The photo was ana.lyzed by the Aerospace Tech­

nical Intelligence Center which reported that analysis . . .  

finds shadows across (the ) . obj ect which (would be ) unusual 
for an obj ect .almost one quarter of a mile away . Also , all obj ects 
in picture are clear ; sharp and in focus e.--<cept the obj ect �·rl)ic..l;. 
is very blu.rred and very r.ear camera lei"'.s . ; . on basis of tl;.e 
focal length of t�e lens the obj ect (as described by Savage)  , 
would be 2 0 0  feet in diameter . 

In view of forgoing , L'"le opinion of this center is that the 
photograph strongly suggests a hoax and is typical of the many 
it receives , resulting in a considerable waste of gove.."""T"Unent 
time , money and manpower . • .. 

The "hoax'' class ific.::tion :.;�earec �·:.�::L�ted . '!'he �hctcg!'��h 

did show a definite obj ect , but it was dark and blurred although 
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':':le firs� explar.aticn cf t.�e photog.t""aph , hor..ve'Jer � did not 

rrenticn �!-.. e �ossi.bili ty of a hoax . Pather the UFO '..Vas explained as 

a cold air rrass --which often distorts astronomical bodies or de-
:le�s �::.�=r �·:e-ves . Such i.l.vers ions ge:-:e"!::'"ally OCCU!" a:t al ti tu.des of 

a1: least a few thousand fe�t . 

The officer who prepared the first report ; i'A.aj or  John M . · 

.Ahlstrom of the 2 7th Air Defense division headquarters , wrote : 

It is the opinion of the preparing officer that the tempera­
ture inversion which was recoroed at Los Angeles could have 
xroved to the area of the sighting for a possible optical 
solution to this sighting . 

r:Jr.i.J.e temperature inversions are found by the Air Force to 

account for many UFO reports --Washington D . C .  in 1952  for example-

if Ahlstrom had seen the picture and certainly questionable if he 

had not . To acco1..1nt for the obj ect on the photograph , t.1.e 

inversion was moved 6 0 or 7 0 miles from Los Angeles to San Bernardino 

to somehOf.o! manufacture an image as real as an autorobile on the nega-

tive of Savage ' s  film . 

The ;?hoto analysis repcrt ncted : 

o ' ta�erature inversion ' cannot be re�tely considered 
as cr-eati..T"lg the . . .  obj ect . 

The Ahlstrom explanation , although rej ected by the Air Force 

itself , was presented here to sugges"t there r.63.y ::e 

t�e c�g� ��:t �he .� =��e ove� 1ses cr.d ·misuses scme ter.ms a�d 

explanations as solutions to L� s ightings . 
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UFO reported by Pan .t..rnerican Pilot Capt o Ma:t+..he'.v A .  Van r:7i.J1.1de as 

a ' 'bolida ' o• whic.'1 ;:-eans a f�eball--a !:!'ig..i.t :netecr--r..;hi l""h explodes 

=..--::: :::a�es -::. so�;,� . v •=o:::..:::es , , . �:me.'�( saic ; ' · .�� !'=-..�ly er:.coun"te!"':d ) , . 
• 

but t.."rle word somet:imes is used as a synonym· for meteor . Frior to 

t.i.ons . .A£'ter Hynek used it , the term was found in several ..A..i.r Force 

expla.na.tions , . none of which came fran Hynek .. 

5 .. Can Quintanilla state unequivocally that Blue Book is not 
a · ycover'' for another agency investigating UFOs'? 

He answered :  

Yes , I can state so unequivocally • . .  By golly , I ' ve been 
on the program for five years , going on six , and the only ones 
I ' ve hearo fran have been the ccmnander (of the Foreign Technology 
Division) and the scientific adviser (Rynek) �.vho have che�·!ed rr:ry 
fanny out ( in  disputes over some UFO cases ) . • • There ' s  no other 
agency involved . 

· I  get my m::mey and · manpower fran the Air Force Syste.'Il.S Com­
mand and infornation fran SAFOI ( Secretary of the Air Force 
Office of Information) .  

I can ' t  understand why others are supposed to be visited 
by the Men In Black but I ' m  not .. 

Quintani.lla said he had heard two reports that might be used 

by some to support John Keel ' s  theory about the Men In Blac.� .  In 

one instance , Quintanilla said , ' 'sorr.e guy passed hl..mself of: as i:'.e 

during a UFO investigatio� o ' '  In another , "some guy ; probably frcm' 

NICAP , passed himself off as a gov�ent agent" collecting ir�for-

IM.tion about UFOs . But these , he said , '..re..-r.e the only t:NO incidents 

he could recall . 

6 .  Does the Air Force ever request silence pn the part of 
UFO witnesses ? 



Negative . . o ��le never request silence . This is a fallacy 
perpetrated by those interested in UFO books and that stuff o ., ., 

I never have heard of any request for silence , but it ' s  :ha.-rd. to 
say about other investigators in the field . o . v.;e try to leave 
�ec;;le alor.e . . . v-;e don ' t . pressure .. 

One of the devices often listed as an instrument by which the 

?orce :nforces silence upon UFO obsa..,..vers is J.�:A:? (Jci.."'"lt A.�· 

Navy Air Publication ) 14 6 . This regulation established procedures 

for "the reporting of information of vit� importance to the secilrity 

of the United States and Canada . "  

The list of sightings to be reported by civilian and military 

personnel under JA� 146 includes : 

(a) Hostile or unidentified single aircraft or fonnations 
of aircraft. which appear to be directed against the United States 
or Canada or their forces . 

(b ) Missiles 
( c )  Unidentified flying objects . 
(d) Hostile or unidentified sut:marines 
(e)  Hostile or unidentified group or groups of military sur­

face vessels . 
(f) Individual surface vessels , sul::marines , or aircraft of 

unconventional design or engaged in suspicious activity or observed 
in a location or in a course which may be interpreted as consti­
tuting a threat to the United States or Canada or their forces . . • 

(g ) Any unexplained or unusual activity which may indicate a 
possible attack ag� or through Canada or the United States . . • . 

The security section of the regulation , wtd.ch supposedly 

had been the "gag" on UFO observers , says , in part :  
. . .  any person who makes an unauthorized transmission or 

disclosure of such a report may be liable to prosecution under 
Title 18 of the US Code , Chapter 37 , ·or the Canadian Official 
Secrets Act of 193 9 ,  as amended . 

Quintanilla corrrnented : 

As far as I know , J&\U4.P 146 has never been a.pplie<! to a :::� 
case .. It includes reference to UFOs but isn ' t  intended for themo ., 
It ' s  a communication act . It doesn ' t  spell out UFOs . People 
are going to ' nit picJ<:: ' on these things as much as pJ s sible . 

This study found no i.'1stance in t.-lhich JANA.P 14 6 was applied . 
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Further , it would seem to be a clumsy manner in which to enforce si-

lence s��ce ��e legal action required would leave a record of the cen-

In reading Ai:::- Force microfilm on cases dating from 194 7 and 

i.!1 ether researc� , this study fou."1d only three direct references to 

efforts to restric-t public conment about UFOs • 

In November or December , 1948 , the month was not clear on 

the microfilm, Col a H .. M .. McCoy , chief of the intelligence department 

of t:he Air Material Camland , wrote to the agent in charge of the 

Office of Special Investigations at Mc:Chord Field , Tacoma, Wash . , 

about a UFO sighting there . McCoy wrote : 

Personnel concerned should be advised of the confide.11tial 
nature of this investigation . All publicity should be avoided . 

On December 13 , 1948 , Dr .  Li.."'lcoln I.aPaz , di.""'ector of t!'le 

Institute of Meteoritics at the University of New Mexico , wrote to 

the Air Force rega.rd.L"lg diffic..� ties he thought he was having in 

making the public aware of green fireballs appearing over the South­

west .. In a letter to Lt . Col . Doyle Rees of the Office of Special 

�vestigations , L3.Paz wrote : 

It is recommended that the Institute of �eteo�itics be giv�n 
official authorization to rrake oublic in newsoaoers and ever -.radio 
networks requests for observations of ' firebails . ' Such authori­
zation would seem to be necessary since requests of the nature 
alluded to , .  transmitted through Dr .  Haro Fenley , dL""eetor of the 
University of New Mexico news bureau ,  to newspapers throughout 
New Mexico , in connection with the Las Vegas incident of 102 0FM ,  
on the night of 5 December 1948 , were not publishe·.:! , ap�a.:'e.-.t::.y 
because of pressure from other agencies also investigating this 
occu.."""Tence . 

. , 
In November and December of 19 5 3 , Dr .  Hynek wrote at least 

tl"'J:"ee letters , asY"�g t-:i t:::esses to a TJFfJ sight.i..�g ne=r 9isr.B...""2k , N .  D .  , 
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not to talk about their experiences o The letters were sent to an 

Air Force pilot on ;Jove.rr.be,rt 7 ,  to a woman witness 

t0 a.-:. .;ir Fcrce sergeant on Dccl[i1ber 4 .  

In the lette...� ,  Hynek wrote ·that silence was necessary to 

and to help assure that investigators would receive an independent 

and unmodified report frcm each witness . 

Col .. McCoy ' s  1948 letter , ordering that "all publicity 

be avoided" in a UFO case near Tacoma , Wash . , did not appear to be 

conspiratorial in nature .. Current Ai:r Force Regulations , as noted 

in the previous chapter , allow local Air bases to give out informa­

tion only o� UFO reports which have been identified as resul1:ing 

by SAFOI i..'1 Washington. 

If , as Dr ..  LaPaz suggested , there had been pressure to not 

release information about the "green fireballs , "  the effort failed . 

Reports of the "green fi.."""'eballs " of 194 8 :r.ave been widely discussed 

and appear in m:>st of the UFO literature . 
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vated by a desire to conduct a methodical , uninterrupted .i.nves-cigation�7�( 

rather than by a conspiracy to hide "the truth about flying saucers . "  ]�i ,' 
The former interpretation seemed warranted by the fact that Hyne..l( 

7 
had published UFO articles including references to the Bismarck 

case .. 

The search for evidence of enforced silence--turnL�g up inci-

dents such as those discussed atove--r.-.a.y te based on a fault-; . .=.ss'J..'TI;;-



tion that the.� was a reason for the enforced s ilence or censorship 

1:0 exist in t.�e first place , i . e .  that flying saucers '.-Jere real . 

This srudy found no convincing evidence �f that o 

On the other hand ,  there appeared to be evidence that the 

news coverage of UFOs and UFO reports o Given such a correlation 

and the fact that the Air Force would want to eliminate or reduce the 

number of UFO reports , then it TM:Juld follow that one way to reduce 

the number of reports would be to discourage news eoverage .. 

Graph 3 is a copy of a graph prepared by ?.roj ect Blue Book 

in February 1953 to show a relationship between news attention to UFOs 

and frequency· of UFO reports • Although the nature of the graph seems 

and UFO reports , such correlation was claimed in Department of Defense 

releases .. 

A department of Defense "FAcr SHEET" released in December 

19 53 referred to the Feb�J 1953 graph .. 

In addition , a recent study has shown a direct correlation 
betv,..reen the number of sightings reported and the publicity given 
to ' saucers ' by the nation ' s  pres s . 

The exact VJOI"ds , including "a recent study , " we..""'e .in a Depart-

ment of Defense release issued in October 1964 and titled , "U . S .  Air 
Force Sumnary of Events and Infonnation Concerning the Unidentified 

Flying Obj ect Program. "  

References to links between news coverage and frequency of 

UFO reports were also . found in Air Force accounts of suc.'L UFO sightings 

as those i.r1 Levellai1d , Texas in : :overr�er 19 5 7 , ScC'�rro , : r . :1 . , L'"'l 
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April 19 6 4 , and Long Island , N .. Y . , in October 196 6 . 

These Air Force findings are not presented here to de.monsi:r'ate 

there is a relationshi? bet"'N"een ne'tlS coverage and frequency of UFO " 
reports . Rather , it is suggested that any programs or regulations 

�.;rJ.c..'"l ::ay rrd.ru:nize ne�.;s coverage of UFOs rr"ay result from causes other 

than efforts to hide the fact that "flying saucers are real . "  

SUJI!llarY 

Despite a number of charges to the contrary , this study 

found no evidence that there was a conspiracy to hide from the public 

the fact that flying saucers were real .. 

It was suggested that restrictions on information about UFOs 

were rrore likely to result from Air Force belief that news coverage 

created flying saucer reports than from airf deSire to mislead or 

trick the public . 

This study did find evidence to. dispute official statements 

which described the Air Force UFO inquiry as ''meticulous , "  "thorough , "  

or "obj ective . "  Nonetheless ,  press coverage of the_ Air Force UFO 

inquiry generally was found .:to be uncritical , if not favorable . 

It was suggested that the primary function of the Air Force 
UFO Proj ect was public relations , and that any other duty it per­

formed , or was supposed to perform, could be discharged rore adequately 

by the North Airerican Air Defense Ccmnand . 
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CHAFT.ER VII 

·i� 
NEWSMEN ' S  COMMENTS--AS REPORTERs , AS WITNESSES 

"; t 
, if'_  

�!£"-
In the preceding chapter, part of the discussion as to whe1:hel:--,}''' 

an Air Force conspiracy existed to ''hide the truth about flying sau-

cers "- included responses newsmen had made to the statement :  

'The press has been schooled by the Air Force and other agen­
cies to ' play down '  or ignore UFO reports . 

In general , newsmen replied : (1) there had been no such 

pressure to "play down" UFO reports ; ( 2 )  if there had been such pres-

sure newsmen would have been more likely to print UFO stories , and 

( 3 )  nonetheless , the position of official news sources rrust be con-

sidered and may influence any news coverage . 

The statement �t "schooling" was one of four listed in 

the survey questionnaire mailed under the auspices of the UFO Proj ect , 

at the University of Colorado . The questionnaire was intended , in · 

part , to gather data about newsmen ' s  opinions of UFOs and UFO press 

coverage . Additional information was obtained fn:m reports of news-

men who said they had seen UFOs and fran interviews with non-witness 

newsmen . 

The information from the questionnaire and other sources will 

be reviewed in this chapter because newsmen ' s  corrme.nts may be helpful 
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in understanding why UFO coverage has taken the form that it has .  

questionnaire Responses 

The four questionnaire statements to which newsmen were asked • 

to respond were these : 

1 ..  The press has been schooled by the Air Force and other 
agencies to ' play down ' or ignore UFO rep::>rts . 

2 .. Press coverage discourages people from reporting sightings 
for fear of p.lblicity and ridicule .. · .  

3 f) It is impossible to coOOuct a scientific inquiry into a 
UFO sighting because the press badgers witnesses or sensation­
alizes the sighting, hampering obj ective inquiries . 

lf. .  Many waves of UFO sightings are encouraged and maintained 
by news coverage .. 

These four stat�ts were considered to be anong the major 

· criticisms of press coverage as found in 'the reading of UFO reports 

and in discussions with newsmen , scientists and others involved in 

the UFO phenanenon .  

To help assess questionnaire responses to these criticisms , 

the responses were coded along a scale of from one to five , ranging 

from strong agreement with . the criticism to strong disagreement .  . 

Irlst::ructions for .coding the responses were :  

(1)  Agrees strongly-Not only notes that the criticism 1.$ 
correct but that it is a pressing fault . Response suggests strong 
feeling because of length , or use of epithets , slang or other 
strongly affinna.tive language . 

( 2 )  Agrees--An answer of ' Yes , ' ' Correct , ' or 'True ,  ' or 
similar indication that this appears to be the case rrore often 
than not .. 

( 3 )  Sees both sides--Criticism may . be  valid at sane time and 
not so at another . Possibly it is true , but on the other hand it 
may not be e 



( 4 )  Disagrees--An answer of ' No ,  ' ' Incorrect , ' or ' False , ' 
or similar indication that the criticism is generally unfounded .. 

( 5 )  Disagrees strongly--Not only notes that t!1e criticism 
is incorrect but indicates strong displeasure or irritation that 
such ccmnent is even made . Responje. suggests strong feelings 
through length or use of epithets , slang or other strongly nega­
tive language . 

A mean response was calculated for all responses to each 

statement . 

The mean response to statement 1 .. ; about Air Force 

was 4 .. 03 , indicating relatively strong disagreement .. Of the 92 

men who returned questionnaires , 8 6  had responded to statement 1.  

No responses were coded as (1) , strongly agreeing with the statement;  

seven responses were coded as ( 2 )  agreement ;  sjx were coded as ( 3 )  

sees both sides ; 5 0  were coded as ( 4 )  disagreement and 2 3  as ( 5 )  

strong disagreement . 

Ten representative responses 'f.o1ere presented 

chapter and will not be duplicated here . 

To statement 2 .  , al:out press coverage inducing fear of ridi­

cule , the mean response was 3 . 15 , indi�ting a relatively neutral 

or a balanced overall response . The latter was the case ;  of the 85  

newsmen who resp:::>nded to this statement , � agreed s�ngly , 28  

agreed , 15 were coded as seeing both sides , 35  disagreed and 5 dis-

agreed strongly . 

Here were nine representative responses to statement 2 .  

Where one person reports a sighting , this might be true .. 
\..Je have experienced isolated instances of persollS re:p::>,rting 
sightings but refusing to give their names. . When rrore than one 
person reports the same UFO , however , the sheer weight of numbers 
discourages ridicule .. -John Snyder , City Editor , The Denver Post . 

We don ' t  ridicule persons who report sightings ; neither do 

240 



we editorially corrment on them.. UFO sight.ings are c.arried by 
us as eyewitness reports , with no conclusions offered .. --Don 
James , City Editor , The Wichita Falls ,  Tex . , Record News .. 

Often people want to get ' in ' on the reporting . A valid 
account of such a sighting from a witness is not discouraged . 
In many instances , a local editor �-li. know the source a.�d be 
able to determine whether the witness is creditable • -W. W .  Harris , 
editor , The Jacksonville , Ill . , Journal . 

'This may very well be true . Several 'Ni tnesses with whom I ' ve 
talked have ,  in fact , been subjected to friendly Jd.dding . about 
such sightings-including � sheriff ' s deputies and a prominent 
businessman .. For this reason ,  many people may decide not to make 
a report because ' no  one would believe me any way. ' --John Eagen , 
staff writer, The Napa. , Calif. , Register .. 

.. c. .we have made no attempt to poke fun at anyone in our 
very few reports-just tried to tell what someone said he saw. 
But they may feel others , friends or acquaintances , might do so 
because of saneth.ing in the paper. We do not feel much respon­
sibility for such a feeling . �im M:lran, managing editor, The 
IX?dge City, Ka.n .  , Daily Globe . 

-

(The statement is ) False in my opinion. I have never found 
tha.t the public at large refrains from doing things for fear 

, of appearing ridiculou5 . -Eugene R .  Miller ,- . nanaging . editor , 
The Ansonia. , Conn. , Sentinel . 

People are leery . One report published by us was from three 
anonyrrous sources-relayed to us by a Catholic priest . • •  -R .H.  
Dodsley, city editor , The Sioux City, Iowa , Journal .  

From my experience loca 1 1 y ,  I believe the newspaper readers , 
rather than the newspaper , are responsible for ridicule . . We 
handle all stories of area UFO sightings without comnent or calor , 
but there was plenty of comnent and calor by the readers • -. Harold 
F .  Brown , managing editor , The Malone , N .  Y .  Evening Tele�am. 

While there is some evidence of this , the trend seems to be 
leaning the other way because so many persons of unimpeachable 
character have cane forward to report UFOs . Quite often when 
one person canes forwa.n:i , a number of persons will follow up to 
substantiate the statements . • • indicating there is still sane 
reluctance to be the first to report an incidence because of fear 
of ridicule . -Ben Kent , city editor , The Daily Ptx>gress , Char­
lottesville ,  V a .  

To statement 3 .  , about press coverage hampering a scientific 

inquiry of UFOs , the mean response was 4 .. 13 , the strongest disagree-



ment expressed with any of the four statements .  

Of the 7 8 who res�nded to this cri tic ism , seven were coded 

as "seeing both sides , "  54  as disagreeing and 17 as disagreeing 

strongly .. None agreed with the cridcism. 

Here were seven representative responses to the charge tr�t 

news coverage has hampered scientific inquiry of UFOs : 

The press has the basic respons;i.bili ty of being obj ecti v·e , 
but its cri tics tend to use the phrase ' scientific ' to blast the 
press • Anti and Pro-UFO persons tend to say the press badgers 
or sensationalizes depending on how canplete affirmation or . , d i sm:i ssal is .  -Sanuel V ..  Kennedy III , assistant editor, The Auburn��:.;�:,' 
N. Y .  , Citizen-Advertiser. �::,y. � 

If the inquiring scientist can 't stand the heat , he should 
get out of the kitchen . -Karl Abraham ,  science writer , The Phila­
delphia Bulletin . 

Since both sides-government and saucer believers-both tend 
to say this , it is good that the press does 'badger witnesses , '  
and not leave the issue to �se with axes to grind . ?eople are 
�tly interested in UFOs , so you are not going to avoid ' sen­
sational headl ines ' anymore than yc)u �uld with a war ,  an extreme 
crime of violence or other event which corrmands wide interest .­
David lDre , reporter , The Columbus , 0 . , Dispatch. 

This has some truth-But I 'm not sure that ' s  ever a legiti­
mate criticism . Badgering causes inquiry as well as it hinders 
it . --David M. Milligan, city editor , The Washington , N . C . , Daily 
News .. 

Invalid badgering �uld appear to be conducted on official �,c=- ,  
level . Some irresponsible news media , however , are guilty of ·.���� 
sensationalism regaroing reports of sightings . --Dor.ald H .  'Smith, "���{L 
science editor , The Orange County , Calif . , Evening News . 

, 
: ,,' ,�; ;_"-

;··-

The problem arises when officials are asked for an exp�tiarJ�: 
of the sightings . For some obscure reason , Air Force and govern- . si'"� 
ment officials tend to be extremely critical of even factual and ��:�ttl;r 
responsible s ightings . --E..1"11est E o  Eschbac.� ,  publisher , The :rorth �·���� 
��chester , Ind . , Ne'tlS Journal . 

Nonsense ,  though I obviously can ' t  speak for what' other ;· .�( 
newspapers do .. The Arizona Republic has treated the comments 
of Dr .  James McDonald of the University of Arizona , a firm be-
liever in UFOs , with complete respect . There has been no badger­
ing , and , if there has been any sensationalism , it has been 



contained in Dr o McDonald r s remarks . --Ear 1 Zarbin , The Phoenix , 
Ariz .. , Republic . 

· 

In pe..'I"'Sonal correspJndence of August 11 , 19 6 7 , Dr .  McDonald 

also canmented upon statement 3 :  
• • 

.. • • I don 't  think 'rost scientists ' are at all unhappy about 
press coverage of UFOs . ' Host scientists ' have been told so rr.any 
times by the press and the Air Force that there is notlring to 
all this nonsense that they would be unhappy if the pres s  were 
giving very rwch more of the same kind of attention to it G • o On 
the other hand ,  the tiny handful of scientists who have studied 
the problem YQ.lld ,  I believe , share (my) attitudes that .. .. ..  The 
press has ,  in a sense , ' stopped us fran finding good evidence 
about the existence of UFOs • ' But I emphasize again that I 
believe ·their failure to do :�oore can be b� directly on the 
Air Force asseverations that it was doing · a  thorough job • • •  
what could be more reasonable for scientists , newspaper editors 
and Congressmen than to assume that what the M.zt Force said was 
true . That it is utterly false is still not widely appreciated 
bu1: will be in due time , and then it will be interesting to see 
what happens e 

The respondents agreed nost , or disagreed the least , with 

the fourth statement , "Many waves of UFO sightings are encouraged 

and maintained by news coverage . "  The mean response was 2 .  97 ' and 

of the 8 0  newsmen who responded to the statement , 3 6  agreed , 13 

"saw both sides , "  2 8 disagreed and three disagreed snungly . 

Here were seven responses to the fourth statement : 
. . � 

No doubt this is a factor. I don ' t  know what to say about 
it in terms of press coverage . It is merely a human reaction 
to press coverage o We have a story about some spiders ha.v:L"'lg " 
a red spot on their back , many of our readers will start seeing 
spiders with red spots on their back . Those same spiders may 
well have been in their view many times before but they j ust 
don ' t  bother to look close enough . However , in the incidents 
of UFO sightings where the imagination can be a factor and surely 
must be in some cases , do doubt the fact that the pres s  inter­
views sane people who have seen UFOs stimulates people into think­
ing they have seen UFOs when they have not . --Robert M .  White II , 
editor , The Mexico , Me . , Even� Ledger and past pres ident , Sigma 
Delta Chi ,  professional journal�stic society . 

��ed--this is why we ' re reluctant to publish such reports 
unless well verified .. --Joseph S .  J ennings , executive editor , 
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The Elizabeth , N .J . , Da.il y Journal .. 

True , but this is human nature and is not caused by the press And i£ UFOs are real , ·  sightings prubably would come in series . -­
Scott E .  Smith , assistant national editor , The r,lashington Star .. 

This appears doubtful , but since I don ' t  have direct 
on the subj ect I must say it ts possible . The question might 
be : Does one sighting of an unusual phenomenon and its ne,..vs 
coverage make it more likelv that another person will report his 
sighting? --Lewis Cope , science writer , The Minneaoolis Tribune . 
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Not here , maybe elsewhere .. C�ainly , if you report one . sight­
.ing , the telephone starts r.ing.ing With rrore of the same . This - · ·c 

could result from two things-those who saw the original UFO 
decide to add verification now that the story is out ; the pub­
licity-seekers want to get on the bandwagon.-Don Duncan , 
The Seattle Times .. 

There may be sane truth in this , reports do seem to come 
in brmches . Generally, if we have a l'ef'Ol"t , we have a couple 
of rrore . However , this may be the pattern of UFO activity . 

�lho knows? -Edward A .  Coy le , The Missoula ,  Mont . Missoulian . 

There may be something indirectly true in this . I believe 
poeple tend to pay rrore attention to the night skies after a 
sighting is publicized . They then see a lot of things (like 
loons , satellites , meteors ) and report them. Normally they """''"� · 
not have noticed them. -Richard B .  Spencer , manag.ing editor , 
The Greenfield , Ind. , Daily Reporter . 

While the questionnaires had been addressed to city editors 

of the sample newspapers , responses were returned from editors , manag-;��: 

ing editors and reporters , as well as from city editors . 

A.l though unplanned , the varied positions · of the respondents . 
' 

permitted an analysis of responses to criticisms of the pres s  on 

the basis of positions held by the respondent� . The 92  respondents 

were classified in one of three ways : 3 8  were executives , that is 

editors , publishers , managing editors or executive editors ; 4 2 were 

news editors or city editors ; 12 were reporters . 

Table 4 2 shows the overall mean resp::>nse for each statement 

and the mean response for members of each ea tegory : 

...!.- :-· ,.�:::._,:::-: 
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Statement 
1 
2 
3 
4 

(N) 

TABLE 42 

HESPONSES TO CRITICISHS OF PRESS COVERAGE , 
BY NE�PAPER POSITION 

RES?JNSES TO CRITICISMS OF !'RESS COVERAGE 
Overall Executive News Executive · Reoorter 

4 . 0 3 4 . 21 3 . 9 6 3 . 73 
3 . 15 3 . 4 6 3 . 13 2 . 27 
4 . 13 4 . 12 4 . 17 - 4 . 00 
2 . 97 3 . 16 2 . 9 2  2 . 64 

92  38  42  12 

'The analysis of responses by positions held on the newspaper 

indicated that reporters generally tended to disagree less with the 

criticisms than did the executives or news editors . This tendency 

was most evident in responses to statement 2 .  , about news coverage 

discoll!"a.ging people fran reporting UFOs for fear of publicity and 

ridic'JJ.e .  The mean executive response was 3 • 4 6  while the mean repor-

ter response was 2 41 27 . 

The differences in responses may have resulted fran the fact 

that reporters were more involved. in UFO news coverage and based 

their responses on personal experiences while the executives �spond­

ed to the criticisms as cannents upon press performance in general . 

Or ,  perhaps this response tendency is not unique to journalism. It 

may be that in· other occupations , too , manage.T.ent pe..""Sonnel react ' 

more strongly to criticism of the company ' s  product than li.T'le persor ... ·."'le.l 

do . 

The questionnaire also provided opportunity for �spond.ents 

to offer general comnents about UFO coverage o And , in apparent sup-
• f 

pJrt of the differing reactions to the four criticisms of the pres s , 

reJ?Orters seemed to expres s  more dissat:isfacticn �it!1 UT·:J :-.e�·lS c�ve!"a�e 



than did those responda�ts in the executive category . 

The �umber of reporters , 12 , was not sufficient for detailed 

�alysis . :':le rer;orters , ho:.;e'ler , appe=red to characterize UFO 

coverage as fragmentary or sensationalized relatively rrore often ., 
than did the a""<ecu"tives .  Reporters also seemed to be more critical 

of both official news sources , particularly t"le- Air Force , and 

UFO witnesses than were the executives o Perhaps these responses 
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reflected again the deeper involvement of the reporters in the actual 

news coverage . 
At the end of the questionnaire respondents were asked if 

there had been any change in press coverage of UFOs over the past 
several years . Their answers seemed as varied as arguments about 

flying: saucers in the population at large . Many respondents said 

coverage had increased because the Air Force UFO inqui.Iy had lost its' +., 

credi till ty and there seemed to be many �ll-documented UFO reports ; 
others thought coverage had decreased because of the lack of any 

tangible evidence after 2 0  years of UFO reports . 

Two thoughts , however , were represented fairly consistently 

in the open-ended statements by respondents . They were ( 1 ) the 

novelty had worn off UFO ne'NS , and ( 2 )  the press had become lrore 

selective L""l its coverage of UFOs . Here are five responses which 

illustrated the � thoughts :  

·_i . ... 
I believe press interest and therefore the play UFO yarns , .0":·:: 

receive has diminished because of the frequency and loss of novel�i· '. 
( news value to readers . Like sp3.ce shots--the first · �.rere sen- }�g: _ 

sational--but they ' ve become corrmonplace in recent y€ars " Press . . . 
handling (and coverage ) I think is based on this . -....Justi.."l Roberts , 
news editor , The Antioch , Calif ., , Dailv Ledger . 

Our local coverage has re.rr.a.inec! unchanged ; however , we :eel 



wire service coverage is less 'wide-eyed ' than sever�l years ago 
whe.'1 UFOs first became big news . --Don James , city editor , The 
'.�lichi ta Falls ,  Tex .. , Record Net.JS . 

I think UFO coverage is beccming more and more !'OUt� ne . 
Ir.unedia.tely after rNorld �var II there was far gr'eater exci te.vr.ent 
in the coverage than today . --Robert H .  �hlte II , editor , The 
M • M 't'" • Led-. -
! .. e}C.co , L .. o .  , � venl.ng ger . _ 

Less attention is now beiJ1g given individual s ightings and 
rrore attention is being given theories about what is being seen . -­
Lewis Cope , science writer , The Minneaoolis Tribune .. 

Yes .. (there has been a change ) Tend to ignore all but most 
sensational and better documented sightings now .. Anything went 
in earlier years .. --Wi 1 J jam F ..  "Thomas ,  metropolitan editor , The 
I.as Angeles Times o 

-

Newsmen Who Have Seen UFOs 

Of the approxi.rrately 115 respondents to the questionnaire , 

two acknowledged that they had seen UFOs . One was Bruce Cle�g , news 

editor of The Arkadelphia , Ark. , Daily Siftings Herald . The other 

was � .. Dorothea Stubbs , editor of The Tulsa County News , an Okla­

hana weekly . Clegg mentioned his sighting briefly in his response 

to the criticism about news coverage encouraging reports of UFOs : 

I do not think this is true . Many people in all walks of 
life have reported UFOs . I saw my first UFO about a month ago 
and I know it wasn!_t imagination . · In rrry opiruon , these tJungs 
exist and people are just reporting what they · see . 

Mrs .. Stubbs volunteered the information arout her report " 

after writing "I ' ve noticed that rore newspaper people have seen UFOs 

for themselves . " Of her experience , she wrote : 

During the UFO flurry in Tulsa in 1 9 6 5 , my daughter Shelly 
(who was 17 ) and I watched a brilliant obj ect which glowed ex­
actly like a star . When moving it glowed red , then gr<een , then 
silver again . When still it was j ust silver . It was about a 
quarter as large as the full I"'C''n ( the only way I can describe 
its size ) . It was mc!1. too low to be a star and I ' ve never 
f .igured out what it was . I observed it for two hours . I didn ' t 



call the airport or anybody . I felt like an ' idiot . ' 

I ' ve taken cons iderable ribbing about it from eo-workers 
rtJho undoubtedly question my intellect . If I saw another I ' d 
tell anyone ! 

If the apparent rr.ov�T.ent of 1-frs . Stub!:)s ' UFO t-tas not great , 
fill 

the length of her obse..r1aticn , t..,-o hours , t-1Culd lead rr.ost investiga-

tors to conclude that it was a star or planet sine� they can be seen 

low on the horizon � 
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Of interest is this section , however , is not what Mrs o Stubbs ' 

UFO might have been , but her reaction-"! felt like an idiot " --a.nd 

the reaction of her co-workers-"who undoubtedly question Ill¥ intel-

lect . "  

�·Jhile the questionnai.� res!X)nses provided some information 

arout UFO ne-..vs coverage , it seemed that the stories of newsmen who 

had seen UFOs · might also provided useful information . If newsmen 

who saw UFOs were ridiculed by other newsmen that might provide a 

clue as to the news treatment given non-newsmen who see UF'Os or who 

telephone newspaper offices . 

Table 43  lists 4 5  ''UFO incidents " involving newsmen and a 

total of about 7 0  witnesses from 1947 thrx:>ug[l 196 6 . There -are 

marks around "UFO incidents"  because many �re explainable as 

of natural phenomena even though first reported as UFO s ightings . 

The list was limited primarily to wire service and daily 

newspaper reporters because of doubts about the "ne�·lsrr.an" c�d.e!1tials:·�, 
of many radio reporters and weekly newspaper corres�ndents 

were listed in news i terns as having seen UFOs • 

Included in the list vras the name o f  the re�rter , the news 



agency for which he (or she ) worked at the ti.rne of the UFO report 

and the date of the sighting . rNhere the word "anonyrrous " appears 
L� ��ace of tte �e�orter ' s �.e , it mea�s he hac r�quested t�at his 

name not be released ; where the word "unidentified" appears , it means 

the ,AJ.r- Force recore or ·. r..e�� i te.rn did not !-la.r.1e the reporter . 

2 '-+ 9  



TABLE 4 3  

NEWSMEN REPORTED AS HAVING SEEN UFOS , 194 7-196 6  

Name News Agency Date . 
?J.cr.a...rd L e  Sitters . . . . . .. . . . . .  :·:a.!)2.koneta , 0 . , Daily ��e�oJS . . . . . . . . 6-2 3-47 
John Corlett • • • • • . . • • • • • • • • • •  Boise , Ida . ,  United Press • • • • • • • • •  7-
Samuel Cothran . G . . . . . . . . . .. . . .  Char '  ston , �C , News-Courier . • • • • • • 7 -
John Brackett • • • • • • . • • • • • •  o • •  Reno , Nev . , State-Journal • • • • • • • . •  7-
I;avid .Jorm.son .. . . . . . .  · ·  . . . . . . . . 3oise , I ea Q , Statesman . . . . . . . . o • o • 7;.. 9-4 7 
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Unidentified . o • • • •  o .  o • •  o .. .. . . .  US newsman in r1oscow , Rys s ia . . . . . . 8 - 3-48 c "  

Dale SteVen5 o e o o • • • • • • • • • • • • • Palladium, Ind . , Item • o • • • • • • o • • • • ll- 5-48 
.Doyle J:G.irle . o o ., . . . . ..  o .. o .. . . . . . SCI"ipps ffowaro • • • • • • • • • •  o • • • • • .. • • .. 8.- 1-51 
Chic Shave • • • • • • • • • • • o • • • • • • • Cornerbrook ,  Nfld • • • • o • o • • • • • • o • • • 4-15-52 
Joe Swink , 15 others • • • • • . • . •  Hugo , Okla . ,  Daily News . •  ., • • • • • • • •  7- 3-52 
Saul Pett o .. . .. . . .. . .. .  o .. .. . .. . .. . . . Associated Press , New York .. ., o • • • •  ., 7-19-52 - -

Emil E. Jemail • • . •  o • • • • • • • • • •  Newport , R . I . , Daily News • •  o .. . .. . . .  7-21+-52 ,,. 

Anonym:>� • ., . .. .. . . . . .  � . . . . . .. . . . Bend ,  0re .  , Bulletin • •  0 0 • • • •  0 0 0 • • • 1 -2s-s2 ·?)�I 
Charles w .. James . 0 . .. .  � .. . 0 • • • •  Philadelphia Inquirer . • • • • • • • . • • •  o ll- 9-ss-,:'1§¥'=· 
Jim Nelson . .. .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . .  o Wichita , Kan . , EvezUng Eagle • •  o .  o 55 "c 

Arvo E .. Haapa .  o . . . . .. . . o .. . . . . . Newport Harl:or , Ca.lif. , Ensign . o • •  11-12-57 
Harrison Ullman • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  Willoughby , 0 .  , News-Herald . .. . • .. • • 6 - 8-60 ._ 

Patricia Costa • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  Rochester , N .  Y . , Dem-Chron • • • • • • •  o 6-12-61 . . 

Marge Davenport • • • • • • • • • . • • . •  Portland , Ore . , Journal • • • • • . • • • • •  7-31-62 
Unidentified • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  Atchinson , Kan . , Daily Globe • • • . • . 8- 2-62 · 

Dipk Pothier • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  Quincy , Mass . ,  Patriot-Ldgr • • • • • • •  6-25-63 
Bill Sini "tll • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  Port .Az:rtl"nJ.r' , Tex . , News • • • • • • • • • •  Sl.liiinei" 
AnoJ1YlllC>US • 0 .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Clrl.cago Sllil-T.irnes • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 2 .... 
Dick Hatfield . o . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .  St·. Paul , Minn . ,  Dispatch • • • • • • • • •  8- 5-65 
Jack Spencer and wife • • • • • • • •  Shawnee , Okla . , News-Star • • • • • • • • •  8- 7-65 
Charles Green • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • •  Longmont , Colo . , Ledger • • • • • • • • • • •  8- 9-65  
Harry Graham , family • • • • • • • . •  Santa Ana , Calif . , Register • • • • • • •  8-13-65 
Darrell Morrow . • • . • . • • • . • • . • •  Hutchinson , Kan . , News • . • • • • • • • • • •  8-26-65 
Andy Fusco • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  Mbrgantown , W . Va . , Dominion-News • .  8-26-65 
Unidentified • • •  · • • • • • • • . • • • • • •  Washington Daily News . • • • • • • • • • • • • 8-27-65 
Gary Harvey . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  UPI , Cheyenne , wyoming . • . • . • . • . . •  � Aug. 65 
Jbn McCartney • • • • • • • • . • • • . . • • Chicago Daily News . • • . • • • • • • • • • . • •  Aug . 65 
David Rorvik . • • . • • • • . • • . • . . • .  Billings , l1ont . , Gazette • • • • . . • • • • Aug . 65 
Dorothea Stubbs • • • • • • • • • . • • • • Tulsa County News . • . • • • • • • • • • • • •  : . � ·  65 
Jbn Crawford • • • • • • . . • • • • • • • . •  Asheville , N .  C .  , Tir:les . . . • • • • . • • . • 9-21-65 
John Eckart , 3 others . • • . . . • .  Seattle Northwest Progress . • • • • • • .  Sept . 65 
Unidentified • • • • . • • • • • • • . • • • •  Scranton , Pa . ,  Tribune . . . • • . • . . . • • 1- 3 -66 
Bob Woehler • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  Pendleton ,  Ore . ,  Oregonian • • • • • • • •  3 -16-66. 

Anonymous . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • Manchester , N . H . , Union-Leader • • • •  3 -20-6 6  
Richard Hunt • • • • • . • . . • • • • • . • •  Royal Oak , Mich . , Tribune • • • • • • • . •  3 -27-66 
Michael J .  �rers • • • • • • • • • • • . .  Sioux City , Iowa , Journal • • • • • • • • •  3-30-66 
Robert L .  Burnes . .. . . .. . . . . . . . .  St . Louis Globe-Democrat . .. . . . . .. ..  o .. l·!ar . 
J im Bleyer , 9 others . . . . • . • . .  Or lando , Fla . , Sentinel . . . . . .. . .. . . .  . 

Bill Mansfield • • . • . . . • . . • . . . •  Miarni , Fla . , Herald • . . . . . • . . • • . . . .  
Duane BradforcL . . . . • . . . . . . . . .  Tampa , Fla . , Tribune . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4-27-66* 
Jack Ledden . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . .  The Perry Papers . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . .  4-2 7-66* 
Do \ I  • • .. 0 • C' .... """\ t b ,.... . 4 '"' 7  ,.. c:. �  n t"�el.K..Le J OM • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  ..., �.. . re ers urg , 1 J  .. :r.e s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . - �.. - ') ..- ·· 
��chael Gildea . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Char ' ston , S . C . , Evenin� Post . . . . .  7 - 2 5 - 6 6  
�·:All a:EOard same a.irplane with Florida Gov . r.ayG.on Burns 



More than half of the UFO reports on the list occurred during 

19 6 5 and 19 6 6  e The..� were at least: three reasons for this : ( 1 )  
t.'i.os e  we..� l='eak yea..� for UFO !"eports ; ( 2 )  the NI CA? mi�film used 
in t.'U.s study was weighted heavily towaro 196 5  and 19 6 6 , and ( 3 )  
rrDre attention f.-Jas paid to sightL1gs duri.r.g recent years tecause , 

it seemed , the witnesses would be easier to contact than those in­
volved in UFO reports in the 1940s and 19 50s o 

In all , this study interviewed in person , by telephone or by 

mail ,  newsmen involved in 10 of the 45 UFO incidents .. Some cases did 

not lend themselves to further inquiry .  For example , David Johnson , 

listed as a witness on July 9 ,  194 7 ,  was deceased , but there was a 

good report of his case ava i l able at Proj ect Blue Book offices . 

And ,  the UFO sighting attributed to Michael Gildea , copy editor of 

'The Charleston, S . C . , Evening Post was rep::>rted · in  the ner...ISpaper on 

July 26 , 196 6 , and explained a few days · later as having resulted 

.fi"'m flares dropped by marine aviators . Several other newsmen never 

replied to mail inquiries . 

2 5 � 

The reactions of the newsmen interviewed and those who reported 

their experiences in detail .. seemed s:iinilar to the !"ea.Ctions and experi­

ences of UFO witnesses in general . 

Many , perhaps rrost , recognized in time that '..Jhat they really 

saw was Venus , some star , a balloon or an airplane . Others remained 

puzzled and intrigued ; hardly any reported the sighting to a tJFO 

investigator or .inve stigative agency .. N�#S items about their sight­

ings generally included testim::>ny to their reportoriaJ. ccmpete.."1ce 

and s"tatec they had not been drirY,.i.r;g ,  :·:e� ::et ' 'nuts " ..:3..r.d 'tJere 



serious o 

For example , in his Associated Press news story of July 21 , 

19 5 2 , Saul ?ett �eg� : 

I saw a flying saucer myself Saturday (July 19 ) midnight 
about the same time some unidentif:i;d obj ects were pic.�ed up 
cr.. raear 0\,"er' �·!ash.L'1gt�n . 

From now on you can ' t  convince me there is no such animal .  
And after 12 · years as a newspaperman--alrrost six of them with 
the Associated Press in New York--I don ' t  jump to conclusions .. 

In an article in The Oklahoma City Journal of October 9 ,  1965 , 

Jack Spencer of The Shawnee , Okla .. , News-Star told of a UFO he and 

his m£:e had seen on August 7 ,  1965 : 

My conclusion nust be I don ' t  know the answer .  However, 
there is absolutely no doubt in my mind that we saw a saucer . 
The interval was only two or three minutes but we saw its bulk 
clearly . We were cold sober and neither my wife or I are crazy .  
Skc=ptics !:'.ay ridicule us , halt we saw it--and it was nothing man 
has known .  . 

Spencer spent part of the story. recounting his 30-year news­

paper career and listing the many accomplished reporters who had 

w::)rked under him on the Shawnee daily : 

Any one of these men will verify that what I write is the 
truth. 

In a similar vein , Charles Green of The I.ongrront , Cola . , -

Ledger wrote on August 12 , 1965 : 

The story you are about to read is true . 
been changed to protect the innocent . 

Hy name shoul.= have 

I saw an unidentified flying obj ect . Before laughing please 
listen . 

Green then wrote of the white and redcish-glc· .. ri.v'1g c�j ect 
he had seen cross the night sky on August 9 .  

�£te� gazing at the strange s ight , : cal led the �is 2����e� 
at the Lcngrxnt E'olice Depa..Y""tJ'nent . P.e did not laueh . 'TI'.e 
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following d�y (August 10 ) , following locaJ. radio newscasts and 
a ne'H'spaper article , my phone rang off the hook with friends 
calling to laugh in my ear or to see if I felt all right . . • 

Green ' s  comments illustrated another general theme found 

.L'1 newsmen ' s  reports of UFOs--tha t of kidding or ridicule by ot!"ler 

reporters . The reception accorded ne-.NSmen who said t:hey had seen 
• 

UFOs nay suggest what treatment awaited reports fran non-newsmen .. 

Reporters may have sensed what the newsrocm attitude toward UFOs 

was and written their stories accordingly .. Sociologist and former 

reporter Warren Breed wxx:>te in his article , ''Social Control in the 

Newsroom, "  in the May 1955  issue of Social Forces : 

The newsman ' s  source · of � is located not aJIDng the 
readers , who are m:mifestly his clients , but anong his colleagues 
and superiors -.. · Instead of adhering to societal and professional 
ideals , he re-defines hiS values to the more pragmatic level of 
the newsroom group . 

Bernard C .  _ Cohen ; in his book ,  The Press and Foreign Policy , 
', \ / 

quoted a newsman Who told ltim: 

Every newspaperma.n writes for other newspapennen ; this is 
the corrm::>n law. He writes for his peers who are competent to 
judge him . 

The observations by Breed and Cohen may suggest why newsmen 

who wrote about their UFO reports often included th�ir professional 

"credentials "  to support their story . Perhaps t""ley were writing 

for other newspapermen , rather than the reade...T"S . 

Some evidence of newsroom hostility to UFO reports can be 

seen in the following three accounts . 

( 1 )  The Scranton Tribune on February 3 ,  1966 , published a 

story which mentioned that an unidentified reporter had seen a UFO .. 

Anot:her reporter wrote the sto�; and his article said the as si�t 



T£s risky because asking questions about flying saucers was " inviting 

the fellows with the white j ackets . . .. " 

The second , thL-r"Cl and last � paragraphs of the story were : 

The stories of UFOs .. .. ..  continue to make t.�e headlines from 
time to time and the latest unreJ;XJrted obj ect Has seen by a 
Scranton Tribune reporter :-1onday , Ja.T'l . ti3 ,  at 10 : 14 p .. :n .  

At about the same time , a caller to The Tribune reported 
a ' flying saucer hanging ' over the Courthouse ll1 Central City, 
but this call received a couple of c�uckles and the office bOy 
took the information. • .. · 

Other Northeastern Pennsylvania residents may now unfold 
their stories about ' flying obj ects ' that they ' ve seen after 
reading this article . 

Meanwhile , we 're keeping our eyes open for the little fellows 
in white jackets and watching our reporter who spotted his UFO .. 

In answer to a letter ,  Billy P�pin , under whose byline the 

story had appeared , wrote on June 7 , 19 6 8 : 

We here at the Tribune usually do not use other reporters ' 
l"lalreS , as they say , it ' s  just style , rraybe I should have used 
it but by not using his name he couldn 't cane screaming at me . 
The reporter in question is , a member of the 
staff since 1946 • • •  

Press coverage of UFOs in general , I have found , is to be 
scoffed at by a majority of rep::rters who regard phone calls 
from such persons reporting sightings as ' kooks ' • • • 

( 2 )  _Marge Davenport , science writer for The Portland , Ore . , 

Journal , wrote , but did not publish , a story about a UFO she and her 

family had seen from their farm hane in LDngview, �lash . , the night 

of July 3 1 ,  196 2 . 

The next time she was in the office , she said , she wrote a 

story about the bluish-white glow that appeared to rrove through the . 
sky at an altitude of about 1 , 0 0 0  feet . But , the story was killed 

by an editor who told her , " If �.Je pri."1t this , no one will be lieve 
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anything else you write o " 

( 3 )  In a letter written June 13 � 19 68 , Andy Fusco , a reporter 

fer T'�e Dcm.:L!ion iiew=s of Morgant:O"...m , :·1 . V a .. , saic! tP.a.t he had recei··.-ed 

"no logical explanation" for a UFO he had seen on August 26 , 19 65  o 

The obj ect , he said , was brighter and larger t.'J.an a star and rrcved 
• 

faster than an airplane and :in a different direction than a satellite .. 

He wrote : 

The reaction to my story was , to say the very least , somewhat 
skeptical .. Most asked me what I had been drinking the night 
before ., 

It is generally l'1alx1 for a newspaperman to write about some­
thing as intangible and as controversial as UFOs and receive arry 
kind of overall reaction other than skepticism . 

The people who take the time to mention the topic to me 
invariably fall at opposite ends of the spectrum. • .One � 
__ , , ed �·"hO wanted me tO � .... l.!· " 'MT,., A O .:n"'\d l""hu-i .... , ,eo 1 <rr ,,r-s c:- a c:olr,,_ � .. ..., , • .._ .J '-'  ... , . ..... � ... , � 6  � A..J V ... .., __...._,_...J _ _..te,J t.a:J • .._J 
watching addict .  In addition , she was l'lk:JI'e the type to warn 
her friends and neigfibors daily of impending invasion by little 
gt'eell men from a d.istant galaxy . Others who called criticized 
the news value of the story itself . 

Unlike fusco and others who remain puzzled by their experiences , 

some newsmen find natural explanations . 

On August 14 , 196 5 ,  a headl i ne in The Santa Ana ,  Calif . , 

Register reported "Register Wfre Editor ' s  Family Sees UFO . "  . The 

lead was : 

A strange ' popcorn ball ' like obj ect flashing red , white and 
blue lights was reported in the sky early Friday (August 13 } 
by Register telegraph editor Harry Graham of Orange and his 
family . . 

Taking turns looking through the reflecting telescope of 
Graham ' s  13-year-old son , Alan ,  the family view� the .obj ect 
flashing across the Northeast section of the heavens about 1 a .m .  

Responding to a letter , the son , Alan , now 16 , wrote on 

May 2 5 , 196 8 : 
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• o . the original ' s i�'"lting ' was when my ;;ister and I ,  ob-
serving a pair of stars , noticed that they twinkled strangely . 
If we had looked closely at the other stars , we probably would 
have noticed that the same was true of t""lem also ; but we wanted 
(his emphasis ) thern to be UFOs , since that r..ras mor: drarr.at:tc and 

rom:mtic than a sunmer air disturbance . My father was the one 
who came up with the ' popcorn ball ' description , and it must be 
noted that it was 3 : 00 in the Jrorning , he was half asleep and 
the telescope . . . was out of focus . The stars did tr�rinkle red , 
blue and white , alternately , r..!hich was unaoubtedly due to atmos­
pheric refraction of the stars v light on a hot summer night • 

The only thing that has happened since to refute the ' sighting ' 
is logical reflection , but the ' sighting ' had already been reported 
in the newspaper . 

· 

I still believe , as I did then , that serious attention must 
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be paid to the UFO datao The issue of whether ' flying saucers ' . :,�-;;" 
actually exist .. .. .  IIllSt be evaluated in the light of the undoubted��� 
ly very large .incidence of non-obj ective , inaccurate in.fornation 

· 

such as this ..  .. . 
Apparently , there was no followup story, explaining the Graham ­

sighting . Nor was there a followup story explaining a UFO reported 

, by Micha.el J ..  Mey� , who was a law student and a night desJ<Iran for 

The Sioux City, I�, Jolli'n3..1 in March 1966 when he saw a UFO early 

one Jrorning . 

In a letter , May 27 , 1968 , Meyers , now a lawyer , admitted 

that sightings in Michigan in March 1966 and his oWn thoughts about 

UFOs h3.d rrade him "a ripe . candidate for a s ighting . "  But , he had told _ _  

an editor about his UFO experience , and it was suggested �t t�eyers 

write a story . He told what happened next : 
' 

• . . without any hesitation or qualms or self doubt I wrote 
the story in good faith • • •  at 11 : 30 p .m.  the edition containing 
the article rolled off the press and it wasn ' t  10 minutes later 
that another editor dropped an article on my desk which read 
there will be many pre-dawn UFO sightings this time of year with 
Venus so low L"l the southwest . The doubt was instant. and pene­
traring . Yes , this was in the southwest ; it was at pre-dawn ; 
it was a bright obj ect low on the horizon . . . a  look at the 
map of the interstate highway showed that I was turning , not the 
alleged UFO .  . . this had been Venus . It hadn ' t  ' drcpped ' t'h....�u�l-t 
the cloud cover as I had expected , but rather the cloud cover 



was breaking up o • Q 

I made this admission cf mistake :immediately and openly 
and whe.'1 questioned about it , and there were questions , :many of 
the..rrL There wer-e also rrany telephone inquiries ,  particularly 
from the true believers , those persons who felt they had sighted 
UFOs but lacked the courage--or whatever it takes--to make such 
an admi.ssion o I was exposed to substantial attac..lc .frc"'l the non­
believers , f..Jhich ra.f'l.ged from innoce..'i.t kidding to outrill!"lt hos-
tility o o o 

-
e 

-

The news account of a UFO report by Jim McCartney probab�y 

would come under the heading of "innocent kidding ., " McCartney was 

city editor of The Chica,g_o Dally News when interviewed iri �.ay 1968  

about a UFO sighting attributed to him in August 1965  Q 

McCartney was identified as a "trained , award winning reporter, " 

in a story printed in The Detroit Free Press August 9 ,  1965 , tmder the 

head1 i ne "Michigan Saucers Cortvert Skeptic . "  The "skeptic" in the 

headline was Charles ' Nicodemus , like McCartney , a reporter with The 

Daily News and The Free Press-Chicago News Service ., In the story , 

Nicodemus wrote that he was having second thoughts about flying 

saucers because McCartney supposedly had told him that he had seen 

a UFO . 

Quoting McCartney , Nicodemus wrote : 

It was while I was on vacation last week at East L5nsi."1g , 
Mich e 

' 
Four or five of us were standing out in the backyard around 

dusk and this thing goes past up in the sky . . ..  it was sort of 
shaped like a big dirigible , like a bloated cigar . 

McCartney was asked if the story was accurate .. Ee answered : 

Accurate? Hell , I think it ' s a lot of crap TrrJSelf . . .  mj' 
colleague and close friend Charles Nicodemus didn ' t  te1.1 me 
what he was doing o 

McCartney did not k:low Nicode!'!'lls '�'.-las �·lr"i ting a story a....""'cut 

their conversation , and he did not see the story until it was i..'1 



print . " I  don ' t  know what the hell it ( the UFO )  was , " he said .. 

"Probably a balloon . " 

Although there v;ere several persons ir1vol ved in t.'1e incident ,  

McCartney dismissed the news value of his sighting . To him , the 
• 

"sauc�" s-:o�; r,..'as not t.1.at people see strange things il'1 the sky , 

rut that people call these things "flying saucers " �and get caught up 

in the clubs , cults and excitement that often accompany saucer sight­

ings o 

In reading of newsmen ' s  sightings of UFOs ,  only one :instanC,E\.,;\ 

was found of where a reporter was assigned to see a flying saucer 

and , to his satisfaction , succeeded . This was :in 1947 and involved 

· Da.vid Johnson , who was aviation editor of The Boise , Ida . , Statesman o 

On July 6 , 19 4 7 , J C.'n:S L .  �-'O'.Nn , the general �.ar.LC.ger cf 'I'he 
. ' 

Newspapers , told Jolmson to go saucer hunting by airplane until he . 

saw a disc or decided the search was a waste of time . 

The first day or so of this search, Johnson was accompanied 

by another Bcise pilot , Kenneth Arnold , the man often credited with 

opening_ the flying saucer era when he rep:>rted seeing disc-�haped 

obj ects on June 24 , 1947 . Johnson flew alone on July 9 ,  however , · 

and later told Air Force investigators what happened : 

I had literally talked to mYself to keep beating into my 
head that I would not fall victim to the power of suggestion . o • 

arising from a naturally very intent desire to find a disc and 
bring success to the assignment . . .  

o .. o I saw the obj ect appear suddenly . If it had moved in 
a j erky fashion (as it did at first ) for the full length of tizne 
I observed it , I w:>uld not be so strong in saying that I saw 
something not an aircraft , not a balloon and not a corpuscle 
moving acres s the retina of either eye . The maneuver described 
by the obj ect when its edge was presented to me convinces �e t�at 
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I saw an ob�ect actually performing in an erTatic flight pat� .. 

. . . I observed it to roll so that its edge was presented 
to me .  At this time it flashed in the sunlight . It then ap­
peared as a thiJ1 black line . It then �rformed a rnaneuver 1;·1hic.l-t 
looked as if it had begun a slow roll , or a barrel roll , which 
instead of being completed , was lm:>ken off at about the 180 degree 
point .. The object rolled out of the top of the maneuver at this 
point a.71.d r lost sight of it . • • , 

I have worried about this matter a great deal since seeing it . 

2 5 9  

I ' took myself aside : and said , ' come  now :: Johnson � don ' t  be stupid . ' 
But I cannot bring myself to the point of thinking I did not see 
anything .  The impression was too vivid , too realistic , and I 
knew m the air when I saw that partial slow roll or barrel roll , 
that I was not a victim of illusion . .. .  

Johnson disagreed with the Air Force explanation that .what 

he had seen was a. balloon ,  possibly a painted balloon .  
On July 7 ,  1947 , when Johnson had just begtm his s earch  for 

a flying saucer , a UFO was seen inadvertently by John Brackett , city 

�� of The Reno ,  Nev. , State-Journal . · 

He and his wife said they saw what appeared to be disc-shaped 

cross the sky twice . Brackett was publisher of The Visalia , Calif .  , 

Times-Delta , when he wrote in a May 6 ,  1968 'letter: 

I did the story (about the UFO) after going to work that 
day and after we had received Il\.Illlen:)US telephone calls from other 
persons who· had seen the same thing . I decided to do a first­
person account since I had seen it , too . As I recall , there 
were other reports of sightings after the incident I reported . 

I can ' t  recall any particular reaction of newsmen . My contem­
poraries at the time were inclined to kid about a.J..rrost anything .  
I have not discussed it with others for years . In fact ) I ' d 
al.m:>st forgotten about it until Dr .  McDonald called ma on the 
telephone last year about it . 

I don ' t  knew whether what I saw was a so-called ' flying 
saucer. ' I do know it was not a j et airplane . . Even ,the fastest 
ones in military service now ,  which fly over Visalia every day 
(Navy Corsair I Is ) don ' t begin to rrove with the speed of whatever 
I saw and their contrails are much heavier . Certainly , I have 
a deep interest in them (UFOs ) : privately and as a jcu..vnalist . 
Stories about the� certainly make for good reading , for one 



thing .. 

Conments Of Non-fiJ'itnes s  Ner.-1smen 

The discussion of questionnaire responses in Chapter III 

revie�ved at length the reasons ne"NSmen gave for neffS coverage of 

There was general agreement with Brackett ' s  statement that ' ! Stories 

about them certainly make for good reading . In other conrnerits 

in the que�tionnaire and in interviews , newsmen generally agreed that · 

UFOs merited news coverage , although sane expressed concern with �� 

nature of the coverage . 

Don James , city editor of The Record News , Wichita Falls , 

Texas , declared = 

We publish UFO sightings because of reader interest , not 
necessarily what we deem news value �- �· 

Scott E .. Smith: assistant natioz:al editor of The Washington 

Star was somewhat mre emphatic : 

UFOs are News (his emphasis ) ; people are interested ; since 
they have not been � solved ' they are legi tinE.te TlE.tter of public 
ctiriosi ty and concern . . 

-
John _ _ �nyder , city editor of The Denver Post , wrote : 

I don ' t  know what a UFO is , or what UFUs are . But � as a 
city editor , I believe any newspaperman who takes an ostric.q 
attitude toward UFO sightings is making a mistake . 

In an interview , July 27 , 19 67 , Snyd.er said that , since UFOs _ 

were an issue of public concern , the pn!SS had a responsibility to 

help explain the UFO phenomenon , and UFO sightings , the same as it 

might have in dealing with problems of ur� renewa'l , porice force 

deficiencies : etc . 

He did not see UFO coverage as rrarkecly different :�m ot�er 



coverage : 

The same standards apply in c..'l-tecking with sources and deter­
min.i."'lg the crediliili ty of sources ., . o The press is doing a shabby 

job of reporting if it does not go to sources competent to corrment 
upon the phenomenon .. 

If there was a significant absence of news so�es such as 
• 

a.L."'"'PPrt control towers or astronomers in UFO _ news accounts :  Snyder 

said, ''the press is not doing its job o  '' Snyder ;; however , said he did 

not think his comments YJOUld be representative of the press at large 

or of the typical American daily of 10 , 00 0  to 2 0 , 000 circulation o 

City editors on such smaller newspapers ,  he said , had nany 

chores and were nuch busier than he and did not have the manpower 

i i to cover stories the way The Denver Post might . ' Larger newspapers , 

Snyder said, also had "more checks , rrore people to read eac.l-t story 

before it ' s ll1 print. " 

While Snyder discussed some similarities between. UFO news 

and other news coverage , a few questionnaire respondents commented 

upon problems they thought peculiar to UFO news • 

Dean Todd, aviation editor of The Register-Republic , Rock-

foro, Ill . , WZX>te : 

This is the prob_lem the net-ISpaper faces : Our source ne� 
only report he saw a UFO--he doesn 't  have to prove · it . " 

On the other hand ;. he is tacitly de.rranding that �..re prove he 
did not (emphasis his )  see a UFO ;  if we can ' t--and orcourse we 
Cdn' t--he expects us to publish a story about the UFO he saw . 

Ben Kent, city editor of The Daily Progress ;  Charlottesville , 

V a .  . observed: 

Since truth is the guideline of ner.-1smen and efforts to find 
the truth are an impossibility when it comes to UFOs , I see . 
no reason to change the type of pres s  cove�age these inc idents 
generate . Only proper explanations of sucl-t occurrances--or even 

L. O ...L 



one occurrance--could lead to a ��ge in press coverage . 

Any change rould have to lean ta.rard believing in sue.� 
reports or completely discounting them.. There is lit-:le �son 
to lean ei ti.er T;ra.y in covering a phe.T'lomer.on . L=.c.t:ing def.: "".i. te 
proof Or disproof OfUFOS � the press must COVer them as a now ,..�l!'.'l.._.,, '(H 
rather than· excite the public urmecessarily by scoffing at the 
reports or labeling them as visitors from outer space . Ill 

James C .  Morris , editor and publisher of The EaQ:'le : a r...ree.ldy 

newspaper in Duncan . Okla . , also · corrmented upon the mystery' aspect 

of UFOs .. 

The phantom-like phenanenon can only be handled as it is 
being handled ., Report them when they are seen . It isn ' t  like 
reporting an accident of tVlO vehicles . It ' s  rore like reporting 
a III.lrder with only witnesses-no corpus delecti or lll.lrderer . 

Don DunC311, a columnist for The Seattle Times , sumrarized 

his paper : s coverage of UFOs : 

The UFO pot has been boiling ever since Kennet'-1 Arnold ' s  
alleged sighting over our own Mount Rainier 2 0  years ago . In 
that time , there have been hundreds of ' sight!ngs ' in our area 
and tens of thousands elsewhere in the world . Still :: only a 
handful of these have really gripped the imagination . The t'9'0'"0,.� 
feeling in our newsroan when a saucer sighting is reported 
of 1ho-hum: here we go again . ' r11e have intervie-Ned too rrany 
saucer sighters who , upon being questioned , turn out to be 
em:>tiona.l :. unstable and generally incapable of rational descrip­
tions . 

Despite the problems of UFO coverage , including the ones 

suggested by Duncan , this study uncovered only one L,stance.,. of a boy-' 
cott of UFO ne-tJS . �·1hile sane newspapers have played dat-m ner..rs of 

flying saucers , The Daily Republican-Times of Ottawa :. Ill . j in August 

19 5 2  armounced a ban on "flying saucer stories . · · In an editorial , 

the paper said it would not print any rrore flying saucer stories • 
. 

We ' ve chosen sides . And we invite the 1 : 700 other daily 
newspapers in the nation to join in a fight against feeding 
pap to the newspaper reading public . . . 



For five years we ' ve shrugged our shoulders and resigned 
ourselves to reading about deranged disks that flit from one end 
of the country to the other > sometimes with blinding flash , other 
times loping with a soft light . 

The perpetually flying plates have made headlines year after 
year despite the fact the most exhaustive investigations have 
failed to t.mcover a solitary substantial clue pointing to their 
e..'Ciste..TJ.ce . • , · 

Taoorrow > if soma Texas tells the police a flying saucer ran 
his car off a gravel road , he won ' t  get his name in The Daily 
Reoublican-Times . 

Fifteen years after the editorial , The Daily Republican-Times 

was included in the questio� sample of daily newspapers .. The 

questionnaire was returned with the infornation that the paper printed 

one or two local UFO re�rts a year ., The respondent , city editor : 

Christian Schmitt � nad.e no mention of a ·'ban · ' on such stories . 

Summary 

Responding to statements about press coverage of UFOs , news­

men disagreed m:>st strongly with the statement that such coverage 

hampered scientific inquiry of the phenanenon . They disagreed least 

with .the statement that some UFO waves are encouraged and maintained 

by press coverage . In between these extremes , they disagreed with 

the statement that the press had been schooled by the Air Force ·' tq 

"play down" UFOs , and they tended to disagree less with the state.'!lent 

that witnesses might be reluctant to report UFOs for fear of publici­

ty and ridicule . 

�·n-Le..'1 their responses were analyzed en the basis of positicns 
. � 

held on their newspapers , those in executive positions tended to 



on the statement dealing with fear of ridicule , reporters tended to 

disagr�e less with the criticisms . 

�·?hil.e vie�·1S of news�en tended t0 diff-er on trer.ds in UFO 

coverage , they did agree on two general points : ( 1 ) that the novelty 

had �·lom cff T..JPJ stories , and ( 2 )  that ne'!'..vspa.p�s �..rere mre selective 
in the UFO reports they did print · it was no longer a case of "anything 

goes " as it was in the late 40s and early 1950s . 

Analysis of reports from newsmen who said they had seen UFOs 

suggested their experiences were the same as other UFO witnesses : 

soma reasoned that what they had thought was a UFO was , after all , 

a natural object � others renained puz�led by their .experiences ; �d 

sane were ridiculed by fellow newsmen and others . The last finding 

suggested that hostile treatment might be given UFO reports from 

non-newsmen , too o 

Non-witness newsmen generally said that UFOs merited news 

coverage , in part , because of reader interest . They also suggested 

that coverage of UFOs might present unique problems . 
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CHAPTER VIII 

TWO PROBLEMS rn UFO NE:dS GATHERING 

IntiOOl.lction 

In discussing problems involved in news coverage of UFOs , re­

porters often-as they were quoted as doing in the preceding chapt�-­

said that rruch of their inforna.tion came fran witnesses whose credi-

bill ty was unknown or suspect . This problem appeared to be compounded 

by a general lack of reliable and relevant data on the UFO phenomenon .  

This study found that an individual seeking info:rnation about 

UFOs--as a reporter might--was confronted by at least two related prob­

lems of data collection : (1 )  the partisan and erroneous nature of nuch 

of the ava i 1 able data , · and ( 2 )  the lack of a sizal:?le tx::xiy of reliable data . 

These probl� r...rill be discussed in this chapt� befor'e con-' 
sider:ing conclusions about the nature and extent of press coverage of 

UFOs . 

Partisan and EITOneous Data 

Because of the controversial aspects of the UFO phencmenon , 

those involved may : knowingly or unknowingly : be biased in their re-

ports , changing their data to ccnfor.n -:o or support th�i.r t-el.:.ef s .  
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f-Irs . Coral Lorenzen !  a founder of the Aerial Phenome..11a Re-

search Organization (APRO) ; candidly admitted such an approach in 

book ,  Flying Sauce-"'"'5 ,  The Startl.L'I"lQ: Evidence of the Invasion from 

Outer Soa.ce : 

The Sturgeon Bay saucer was about 780  feet in diameter , 
eli.'1g slc�.;ly at an acoroxirna.te (e.rnphasis he!."'s 2 .=.ltituce of forty · .  
miles 0 In releasing the story � we realized t.'tat people wouldn ' t  
believe or accept the 780-feet diameter , so we stated it was at 
least 400  feet wide o rtJe ourselves found the actual measurement 
difficult to believe � despite the fact that we had worked out all 
the contributing figures very carefully . 1 

In the summer of 1958 , APRO was involved in press confusion 

about whether psyc.'OOlogist Dr. Carl Jung did or did not believe in 

flying saucers . The New York Times on July 30 , 19 58 , printed tr.is 

story tmder the two-column headline , '1)r . Jung Reports ' Saucers ' Are 

Real : ., 

ALAMOGOROO , N .M. July 29  (AP);_Qne of the world ' s  nnst . .  
eminent psyc.'OOlogists reports that unidentified flying objects 
are not quirks of the imagination. · 

Dr .  Carl Jung , who studied under Sigrrund Freud , said that if 
they came fran other planets they could bring an enforced 

· 

--and universal panic-to the world . 
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Dr. Jung , 83 , now lives in Zurich , Switzerland . He wrote 
speculations on Unidentified Flying Objects in the nnnthly �u..��;; ... ....,u�co;y 
of the Aerial Phenomena Research Organization , a private cm2:aruza�;. 
tion with headquarters here . 

' I  can only say for certain that t""le things are not a 'Ir.ere 
rt.ll'lX)r i something has been seen , ' Dr .  Jung said . 'A purely 
psychological explanation is ruled out . . .  ' 

Dr .  Jung called on ' authorities in possession of important 
infornation ' to enlighten the public ' as soon as possible (ano) 
stop those ridiculous antics of mysteries and vague allusions o ' 

Less than two weeks later , a related P..P story was fi!ed 

Zurich , Switzerland : 

ZURICH i Switzerlcnd , Aug $ 8 (A.? ) --Dr . Carl Gustav Ju.r1g said 
today he ccnside!."'ed flying saucers � new ' savior myth . ' 



In one of his rare interviews , the 8 3 -year-old psychologist 
denied reports that he believed in the existence of flying saucers . 

He said he had for many years investigated the saucer reports 
frcm the point of view of their obj ective truth and of their 
psychological background . 

' As  to the reality of the perception of flying saucers ; I 
have cons icored the !!'.atter for ten years and fr211kly I have not 
got a.'1ywhere ; ' he said . ' There is a vast: li te!'ature on the sub­
ject . I have spoken to many people who have ' se� ' flying sau­
cers . These reports may be true or they may be lies .. I am a 
scientist � I do not tell lies .. So I caJU10t say that flying 
saucers are a reall ty .  . .. 

v r  am convinced that those who ' saw '  flying saucers wanted to 
see them. Many people today are in need of fantasy . Their minds 
are cornered by the bad situation in which our world is today . 
They are in need of answers to their anxious questions , answers 
which nobody can give them. That is why they let their fantasy 
run on the Lines of flying saucers and similar subj ects • • . 

' I  do not consider the alleged eyewitnesses of flying saucers 
to be fools or knaves . They are usually perfectly honorable 
people . But I am convinced they all have in mind the need of a 
savior . ' 

The confusion between the two n� stories apparently arose 

because the July 195 8  APRO Bulletin reprinted an edited version of a 

Jtmg interview which had appeared in the May-June 195 5  issue of 

nying Saucer Review , a British magazine . The 19 5 5  article :. in turn ,  

was a translation , apparently incorrect and out-of-context , of a July 

1954 inte_�liew With Jting which had appeared in Die We11:YJoche : a Swiss , 

Gernan-language newspaper . 

P..PRO also had listed Jung as a consultant in psychology , 

apparently because he had accepted an honorary membership in the organ-

ization . 

Gabriel Green , president of the much smaller Ama!gama.ted 

Flying Saucer Clubs of America , supported his theory about t.'1e hos -

tility o f  flyir:g saucers by ' · qucting " Seneral !)cugl . .::s �-'-�c..D..rrt:::ur . 



In Let ' s  Face the Facts About Flying Saucers , Green wrote : 

On October 8 � 195 5 , The New York Times printed an interview 
with the late General Douglas Ma.Cl\rthur ! who predicted that the 
next war YX:>uld be fought b etween the people of the earth and 
armed invaders from outer space . General �.ac..�hur felt that the -:, 
nations of the world would have to unite to w� t�e i.nterplanet�j�: . 
t-rar . 

added ; 

Then , in refere--nce to material previously discussed , Green 
• 

If heat rays and paralysis lights are examples of alien weapon .... 
ry ,  we may have difficulty in fighting off an onslaught of alien 
invaders .. 2 

The October 8 interview was not with Mac.Arthur but with Mayor . 

.Achille Lauro of Naples , Italy . Mayor Lauro had met with the general 

�_ause Mac.Arthur was chairman of the board of Sperry Rand Corporation, . 

which had recently built a plant in Naples • The headline of the story_'-�- � 

was "H ' ART''dtJR GREE.�.CS/ HAYOR OF NA?LE3'' and t�e c!..."'"'Cphea.C. v-ias "I.au:-c 

Quc?tes Him as Saying/ Wars Between Nati�ns/ /:\re Now Obsolete . "  In 

l6-p3ragraph story , tv.o paragraphs dealt with the material to which 

Green referred . The two paragraphs , quoting Lauro talking about 

Ma..cArthur , were : 

'He believes that because of the developnents of science all . - \  · 
the countries on the earth will have -to unite to survive and to 
make a camnon front against people fran other planets .... ' 

The poll tics of the future will be cosmic or interplanetary :; . _ 

in General MacArthur ' s opinion , the mayor continued . He quoted . 
the military leader as saying that a thousand years from now today�s 
ci viliza.tion would appear as obsolete as the stone age . 

Hcward V .  Chambers )  another UFO author , said that his book ,  

UFO s  For The Millions was designed to give the reader a basic ground-

work in UFOs . In intrcducing the reader to UFO personalities , Cham-

bers wrote : 

2 



Edward J .  Ruppel t , the former head of the Air Force Proj ect 
Bluebook o  • •  ma¥ well turn out to be one of the truly great friends 
of TJFOs Q  , . He �s one of the very few who have set heads spinning 
by asking same very basic questions . 'wbat constitutes proof? ' 
Ruppel t wants to know o ( emphasis added) 3 

The book was published in 1967 ; Ruppel t had died in 1960 . 

The death of another UFO personality, author and newscaster 

Frank Edwards , in June 196 7 � also was unnoticed by sane . Edwaros ' 

• 
last book :  nying Saucers-Here and Now, was reviewed by Joseph J .  

Hennessy,  a reporter for ThP. Mirt'1P.apolis St.3r , in January 1968 • 

However, the review did not mention that Edwards had died . 

In fact , · He.nnessy criticized Edwards for "plugging" his lecture tours . 

In response to questions asked by this study , Hennessy explained : 

I 'm not sure whether Frank Edwards • • •  is alive or not . No 
mention of his death accanpanied the book which was for publi­
cation release Nov. 2 9 . He did use a fo� in the book 
eatec June ·1967 , 

This study then .wrote to the publisher of flying Saucers-Here 

and Now, Lyle Stuart Inc . , and asked why those requested to review 

Edwards ' book had not been informed of his death . Lyle Stuart responded 

January 3 0 } 1968 : 

Contrary to what you believe , we 've made no secret of Mr .  
Edwards ' death . 

As a matter of fact , in a series of carmercials now running 
locally (in New York) with Long John Nebel t...-e begin the cOrmt_er­
cial by talking about his death . 

We had no special motive in not mentioning the fact except 
that to have done so on the book jacket might have discouraged 
sales and we felt the book spoke for itself . 

Sources of partisan , er!":)neous or incanplete data were not lim­

ited to the ranks of those who believed in flying saucers� or who sold 

goods to the UFO market . 
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As illustrated in Chapters v and vi , the Air Force UFO inquiry 

annually increased its efficiency by advancing all ' 'probablen and "poss­

ible " explanations to .. known" status ;  and , in individual cases , data 

inconsistent with a "known" explanation could be changed or ignored tc)�-
make the "known" explanation more credible . 

Dr .  James McDcnald , in his April 19 6 7  address to the .�rican 
• 

Society of Newspaper Editors , criticized fellow scientists who ,  .he said, 

explained UFO reports by "invoking" scientific principles which did not 

apply to the report at hand .  His particular target was Dr ..  Donald Men�­

zel, former director of the Harvard College Observatory. One of sev�i -

cases which drew McDonald ' s  criticism was Dr .  Menzel ' s  explanation of 

a report of a UFO near Loch Raven Dam ,  outside Baltimore , on October ·?� , 

1958 . 

• • • the witnesses ' report of a ,large luminous obj ect , esti- :.;-:'��;: 
mated at 100 feet or so in length , hovering over a bridge struc-� :'�.:·� . . .  
t:ure ,  he (Menzel) attributes to . • .•  ball lightning . To make the\�;:2:. · 

latter seem to fit better :; he refers to the obj ect as a ' ball ' - ,. · ·  

despite the witnesses ' remarks that it looked rrl.lch like ' a  Navy 
blimp '  . . .Also ball lightning is a luminous mass only a foot or 
two in diameter , so how Menzel feels it can attain a size of 100 
feet is far frcm clear .. But the real irrelevance of the entire 
' explanation ' emerges only when one runs down the weather map f� · 

the day in question and finds that a large high-pressure area sat��?-
over the East Coast 1 precluding anything like the kind of atmos- c . 

pheric electrical activity so casually invoked by Menzel . � ' · 

Opposing interpretations of UFO reports--suc.l-t as the, Menzel_.-�-��=--

McDonald d.isagreements-canprise one problem facing those who seek iri.�{;,' rS·  -·�f· .. :'��� :� 

formation about UFOs . Fabrications of reports--hoaxes--comprise anofti�, 
- �;·:�_?··. 

particularly since UFO data consist - almost entirely of anecdotal 

reports . 

From 1 9 5 7  to 1 9 6 6 , the number of UFO reports identified as 

hoaxes by the Air Force was relatively lo .. ..., i le s s  t!ian £'0UY'-te:1t�s of 
4 

one per cent of all reports received . Hoaxes i however ,  s�ill posed 
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a pro blem to the Air Force UFO inquiry o L t .  Col . Hector Quintanilla > 

di.rector of Proj ect Blue Book ) said he would like to ignore all reports 

l:.e conside_� hoaxes ; but could not because �-lue Eook "reacts to pcli-

tical pressures r' in dealing with hoaxes and crank letters . In a July 

1 9 5 8  inte_�i�N ,  Quintanilla said : 

. Congressmen don ' t  feel this way (that hoaxe� and crank letters 
should be ignored) . So you have to be very courteous even �ough 
you know the guy is an S . O . B ..  You always have that hamme.r over 
your head-he may call his Congressman .. • . I  didn ' t  knaw how much 
potVer Congressmen had until . I took this j ob .  

UFO repo!'ts :in which only the victims of the hoax were identi-

fied appeared to have caused little difficulty for Project Blue Book .  

In such cases , it vas reported that what the witnesses saw were 

balloons illuminated by candles carried aloft , or what the witnesses 

saw was a circular patch burned by kerosene , not by a flying saucer . 

Reports in which the perpetrators of the hoax had to be identified 

posed a problem, Quintanilla said , because then the A1.r Force was in 

the undesired position of ea] 1 ing private citizens ' 'liars . "  

Even in the previously discussed M3.ury Island hoax , in which 

two k:riry Air Force officers were killed , wide publicity was not given 

to the ca.;3e and the hoaxsters were not ·prosecuted . Edward Ruppel t ,  

a former director of Project Blue Book ;  explained : 

. • . the government had thought seriously of prosecutir.g 
the men . At the last minute it was decided after talking to the 
men that the hoax was a ha.rm.less j oke that had mushroomed and 
that the loss of two lives in a B-25 could not be directly 
blamed on the two men • • •  By the time the facts were released they 
were yesterday ' s  news and nothing is deader than yesterday ' s  news . 5 

In reviewing hundreds of Air Force UFO cases , it appeared that 

Air Force investigators spent much time and energy on what seerr.ed to be 

obvious crank letters or hcaxes e 
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For example , in October 1956 , a California girl reported that 

her unattended camera had taken a picture of a flying saucer while set. � . 

for a time-exposure picture of the moon . She said the shutter of the 

camera had been opened for 10 to 2 0 minutes and when she developed 

the film she noticed it had captured the image of the moon roving acr6ss 

the sky and the image of a disc- shaped obj ect . Sne forr.va...-nded a print 
-

of the picture to the Ai.x Force for analysis .. The analysis disclosed . 

the film and the picture had been tampered with: 

.. .. .  Apparently a partial track of the IOOOn was made ; the 
shutter closed , and a light fixture on a· dark ceiling was photo­

graphed; and an attempt to return the camera to its original 
position was made . Evidence of dodging and 'burning in '  of the 
photograph in question is also evident . 

The written response to the girl explained what the analysis 

had found about the triple-exposed film and concluded : 

We have no grounds on which to suspect a d��erata fraud 
towards a government agency; however, there appears to have 
been sane· tampering by persons unknown with respect to the 
material sul:mitted . Your interest in reporting this matter is 
appreciated . 

The last sentence , ''Your interest . . • is appreciated , "  or 

versions of it , were found in many Air Force responses ·to UFO reports · 

which seemed to be childish or incoherent , if not fraudulent . To 

Quintanilla , such courtesies 'trere necessary to ma.intain good relation-.< .  
. � ·.··. ·"; · 

ships with citizens and with Congressmen . 

The reluctance to call a hoax "a hoax" was not lim.i ted to the 

Air Force . Dll:.r:"ing my work with the UFO Proj ect at the University of 

Colorado , the proj ect had prepared a news release stating that a fly- ·: 

ing saucer photograph taken by an Ohio barber was a hoax : The release 

was never issued because the university ' s  legal advisers feared a 

libel suit . 



To the Air Force and related agencies , hoaxes rray have bee."1 

vie....red as evidence of the non-existence of flying saucers . ( In fact , 

some critics :f the Air Force inquw; say this is why so muc:h time is 
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spent investigating fraudulent reports ) .  To UFO organizations , however , 

hoaxes appeared to be viewed as obstacles to the serious study of UFOs 

and as possible threats to the credibility of UFO investigators $ 
4 

NICAP , for example , suggested that a 1957  hoax may have been staged to 

discredit its UFO work . 

The 1957 hoax involved three fraudulent wire service stories 

which dealt with supposed UFO reports near Miami , Fla .  The "wire 

service" stories were faked by a television studio engineer o They were 

never published , but were passed along in teletype fonn to NICAP . In 

its July 1957 issue of The UFO Investigator , the organization said the 

hoax was "a plot to discredi. t NICAP . " The article concluded : 

. this carefully planned deception should serve as a 
warning not only to NICAP ' s  staff and its network of members ,  
but to all serious investigators of the UFO problem . 

Had NICAP accepted these faked stories , printing them as 
bonafide accounts in this magazine , we would have been ridiculed 
and our standing as investigators would have been j eopardized . 

This is not the first attempt to discredit serious u"FF 
researche.� ,  and it will not be the last . Everyone in NICA?­
fran the staff to the newest member--rm1st be on guard against 
deliberate tricks , tmconfirmed hearsay evidence and honest mis­
takes by inexperie.'1Ced obse.."'"'Vers . 

Don ' t  accept--or pass on--any UFO report until you check the 
facts . 

By exposing hoaxes and expunging contactees from its membe .. -ship 

rolls , NI CAP has attempted to separate what it cons'iders 'spurious UFO 

data from that which rr.ay merit study . 

A probla� for riTCAP--and especially for other organizations 
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which tended toward more sensationalization of UFO reports--was that 

the desire to doetmtent the existence of UFOs may have made the inves-

tigator more vulnerable to hoaxes , more r.villing to believe UFO reports 

tllan to disbelieve or j udge each report on its merits . 

Similarly , the press has been vulne.""'able to print-i ng erroneous UF6�;;,;,� ·  

data in the form of hoaxes . 'This seemed true even though ne'ATsrnen 
• 

apparently were not subj ected to the political pres sures discus�ed 

by Quintanilla ; nor did newsmen appear ··to be motivated by a desire to 

document the existence of flying saucers . 

While UFO hoaxes appeared to be printed in the press infre­

quently-perhaps in rough proportion to the number of UFO hoaxes re­

ported by the Air Force-they generally appeared to be printed for at 

least two reasons : ( 1 )  Hoaxes , particularly the more outrageous ones , 

seemed to receive news coverage because it was "thought there would be 

reader :interest in fanciful , or funny ,  UFO stories ; and ( 2 )  during 

periods of UFO sightings , reports tended to be accepted uncritically 

by the press , making it zror-e vulnerable to hoaxes . 

Examples of hoaxes in the first category would include the 

"Dr . Gee" and "Dimmick.' s Gimnick" stories discussed in Chapter ii 

and t�e 195 3  "shaved monkey" hoax in Atlanta , Ga .  

In the ! lshaved Ironkey" hoax , an Atlanta barber , 

told authorities his automobile had stru�� one of tiree small crear�� 

seen near a red-colored flying saucers . The other two escaped in the "� 

saucer , vla tters said ._ 

Watters and two companions took the corpse of the '"space 

creature " to The Atlanta Constitution , and the repercussions of their 

story were reported in The Constitution on July 9 ,  19 5 3  o C1ore tJ-I.c .. n 2 5 
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newsmen , radio broadcasters , photographers and newsreel caJllei'Iamen 
I 

questioned the men ; hundreds of people teiephoned newspapers for infer-
mation about "the men from Mars ; "  many wanted to know when and where the 

creature �u.ld be displayed ; two Air Force investigators interviewed 

�Jatters ; a bank teller in Austell , Ga .  , said he �..ad s een the same fly-

ing saucer observed by Hatters ; Watters said one telephone caller 
..._ 

offered him $ 5 , 00 0  for the corpse , which was about 21 inches in length , 

had long ears , no tail and no hair .  

A veterinarian at first reported that he had never s een  such 

an animal ,  but , at Elwry University, scientists said the creature was 

a roonkey with its hair and tail rem:wed .,  

The episcx:le ended in a county court where Watters was fined 

$40 for obstructing a highway because of a traffic tie-up at the point 

where he claimed to have hit the creature . The Air Force report said 
the hoax resulted fran a $10 bet that Watters had made with a friend 

. 
that he could get his picture in the paper . 

While it was not proved to be a hoax, a 1967 UFO case was 

illustrative of the excitement and high readership which may attend 

fantastic stories dealing with UFOs . This case involved a 3 -year-old 

Appaloosa saddle horse supp:>sedly killed ''by a vannint .  . ... . riding a 
' 

flying saucer , "  as a United Press Inter.r.ational Story of October 6 ,  

1967 , put it . 

The horse , named Snippy , had been missing for tvJo days when 

found dead on September 9 .  The case did not come to the attention of 

many newspapers until a month later . 

In the meantime , the horse ' s  owner , Mr's . Nellie Lewis of 

Alamosa , Colo . , had apparently concluced that Snippy was the victi� o f  
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some extraterrestrial force . She believed in the existence of flying 

saucers , and at about the time Snippy was missed her 87 -year-old 

mother had seen sane obj ect in the sky . The rrot.L'1er was not sure what 

the obj ect was because she did not have her eye glasses with her at t.�( 

time .. But , Snippy ' s  death did seem to include strange elements which- ;;-�� , 

could be .L"1.terpreted to show that flying saucers were involved .. 
4.. 

Mrs .. Lewis was a correspondent for The Pueblo , Colo .. , Ol.ieftain, 

and she provided that newspaper with information about the death of 

her horse .. Stories in The Chieftain, canbining an animal story with 

flying saucer report , resulted in nationwide coverage by UP! and the 

Associated Press and also led to telephone inquiries from Canada ,  

England , and Europe .. 

One of the first wire service stories about Snippy was an 

October 5 article by the Associated Press : 

ALAMOSA, Colo .. CAP) -�Snippy , a . ·3-year-old Appaloosa horse 
didn ' t  return to the Harry King ranch for her usual evening 
drink Sept . 7 and her owner is blaming a flying saucer or at 
least a radi.oacti ve surgeon . 

. The bizarre event , just _ one of many which has been plaguing 
the sparsely populated San Luis Valley in the past six m:>nths 
began Sept . 9 ,  when Harry King began a search for the saddle --·-· 

_ , .. ,. .  

H� found Snippy just a quarter mile frcrrt- the ranch house . 
gave this account : ' 

There were no tracks about the dead horse , but the animal 
been canpletely skinned .  All that rema.inE::d of the neck and 
shoulders were bleached bones , but they were still intact and 
attached to the rest of the bcdy . 

The cut around the neck was completely smootl-t , not a jagged 
edge o No blood remained in the horse ' s bcdy and there ',.;as none 
art the ground .  

King returned to the site the next day with the horse ' s  
owners , Mr .  and rvtrs . Burl Lewis . Nothins;r had chanQ:ed exceot a 
sickening SWeet odor pervaded the area and t:te exOOsee bo11es 
were a bright pink . 

-
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After a search of the .immediate area , they found what appeared 
to be 15 circular exhaust marks .. They covered an area about lOO 
by 50  yards . 

A hundred yards north of the carcass they found a three-foot 
bush whic.l-t had been squashed to within 10 inc..�es of t""le ground .  �e 
c3rf='-Ci within a 10-foot radius of the: bush had also teen flattened 
to within 10 inches of the ground .  

Near the area �1rs . Lewis found a piece of the horse ' s  flesh 
encased in a piece of the sJdn. It was very sticky , she said , 
and she dropped � t o Her hand began to burn and ._turned red and . 
continued to burn until she washed her hands . . 

On another check of the area they· found more flattened brush , 
but this ti.me there were six indentations forming a circle three 
feet in diamater. Each indentation was two inches across and 
fcx.1r inches deep. 

By Sept .. 23 , the neck and head bones had turned black . 

Mrs .  Lewis tried in vain to get the authorities to check the 
incident , but most of them told her the horse had been struck by 
lightning. None of them had visited the area . 

A c..'i-}eck of the �_a by a forestry official with a civil defense 
Geiger counter fOlmd the radiation count to be high. 

The exhaust marks were radioactive as were the areas where 
the brush had been flattened. • • 

In a telephone conversation in early October , Dr. Norman Levine 

of the Boulder UFO Project said the Snippy UFO report "smells like a 

dead horse • .  " When I visited the UFO proj ect the next month, November 

1967 , many staff members said that news coverage and persistent public 

.inquiries had forced the proj ect to investigate the case . ' 

Interviews at Boulder , analysis of the proj ect ' s  investigation 

and a review of the news coverage indicated these � were made in 

the Ml story and other news coverage in general : 

-It was first reported that the horse was , completely sk.:L""lned . 

(Only the neck and head were skinned ;  picked clean by magpies , a vet-

erinarian later suggests ) .  
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--It was reported that a Denver pathologist conducted an aut?PSY 

witnessed by members of NI CAP and found the brain , spinal and abd� 

cavities of the hcrse unexplai."1ably e.'!lpi:'J . The pathologist T,ATished · -6;1"f:: . . ·:::- �-· ,' ��· 

remain anonymous . (The doctor was neither a pathologist or a veterl;.:�:· 
n.a!"ian ; the NIC:A.P !:le.rnbers , some of T,Alhom were given the inacCUI"3.te 

title "doctor , "  did not witness the autopsy ; I(J ..  0 .  R .  Adams , head of 

veterinary clinics and surgery at Colprado State University , told the 
UFO Project that , after the horse had been dead a month , it would have: 
been surprising if the anatanical cavities were not empty) • 

-It was reported that "evidence" in the area where Snippy was 

found dead included exhaust marks , supposedly made by a flying sauc�, 

brush whic."'l had been crushed to the ground , and indentations possibly:-

ma.de by landing gear . (A rough circle , the "exhaust marks , " appear'E!d'-.c�-
� ' . � ��t--\'--

to be a fungus known as black alkali ;  photographs of the area showed (�;- � 

the brush had not been crushed ; the indentations appeared to be 

weathered hoofprints ) . 

-It was reported . a forest ranger found high readings of 

radi6acti vi ty in the area_. (He did not) . 

The North American Newspaper Alliance distributed a story 

written by John A .  Keel , a UFO researcher and author , . who linked �e 

deatr,. of Snippy wit� other incidents involving flying sauce_� and 

animals .  He concluded : 

There are now hundreds of cases of animal mutilations ar.d . · '��>' . 
disappearances like these , all carefully investigated by ufologis-;� 
and sober organizations a The grisly can:asses offer . evide.rtce tha.��: 
something bizarre is stalking the land , but , aPart from the eye- · 
witnes s  testimony of many seemingly honest citizens , there is no 
concrete proof .  



Indeed , millions are still awaiting some kind of tangible 
proof that the UFOs , themselves , are real . If , however , flying 
saucers are really only ' swamp gas ' then what is butchering and 
stealing animals around the world? 6 

Dr .. .Adams of Colorado State University t:olc tl!e tJFO Proj ect : 

. . ..  Snippy showed no signs whatsoever of any unearthly 
causes of death .. The carcass was extremely old for an evaluation , 
but the.� was a suggestion t;at there had been a s evere �ecticn 
in the hindlimb which could have incapacitated the horse ..  This 
type of infection can scmetimes kill a horse in a matter of hours . 
There was also evidence that the skin along the shoulder and. neck 
had been incised with a knife . This could have been done by sane­
one attempting to put the horse to sleep when they found it unable 
to rise , or by a curious boy � what his knife t-JOUJ.d do to 
a dead horse . Other than that , all findings are consistent with 
any other horse dead this length of time . 

Dr.. .Adams '  conclusions were reported by f.JJ and UPI .  

Many of the mistakes in the Snippy stories appeared to result 

fran the absence of reliable sources • The physician who conducted the 

autopsy was "anonymous " .:U"'1C u.�vail:ble for ccmnent ; the forest ranger 

who supposedly found high readings of radioactivity in the area had 

returned to his job and presumably was unavai1able . Pressed for read­

able stories about Snippy , newsmen apparently accepted material fran 

Mrs . Lewis ,  The Chieftain and other sources uncritically . 

The National Observer on October 16 , 1967 published an article 

by Ralph K .  Bennett , ''The Ana.tany of a Saucer Scare , "  in which Be.?IDett 

wrote that the Snippy episcde was . • .. 

wrapped with anxiety , with an often irrational and misleading pre�s 
coverage , and with an odd human predilection to sanetirnes cast out 
the plausible and embrace the weird . 

· While this "predilection to . . • embrace the weird" may have 

accounted for the publication of sane UFO hoaxes , the nature of news . ' 

coverage of UFO waves also may have brought fraudulent stories into 

print . 
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As discussed in previous chapters , at times--particularly 

during waves of reports-the press may be "in the rna.rket" for UFO 

ports to provide ner.Y or local angles for the news coverage . At such:.:: . 
. · ., . ,  

times , the newsmen may be less critical , or even solicitous , of sar��;�; 

one with a UFO to report . And , at such tL'"'les , one may not need a 

"shaved monkey" to get his particular UFO story •into print . 

At least five cases were illustrative of the apparent ease 

with which a hoax can be published when the news media appeared to be,; , 

looking for UFO stories . 

On July 6 ,  194 7 ,  pilot Vernon Bairo of L:,s Angeles told wire_�;:c�' 
service newsmen that his plane knocked a flying saucer out of the sky�­

The story was printed in newspapers across the nation . In an eight"""y \� 

column headline , The Syracuse , N.  Y .  , Herald-Journal annetmced , 

"SAUCER DOtVN , IT ' S  A PLANE! " 
Under a four-column drophead , "Pilot Knocks Clam Shaped/ 

Aircraft Out of Sky , "  was this story: 

BOZEMAN , Mont . (UP) --A pilot reported today that his plane 
knocked down a ' flying saucer , ' which he described as a ' pearl· 

gray , clam-shaped airplane with · a plexigla.ss dane on top . ' 

The pilot said the obj ect , which he called a ' nying 
Yo-Yo , ' crashed · in the tobacco !':X>t motmtains in �.;estern Monta11a 
after being torn to pieces by the �pwash of �s plane .\ 

V ernon Bairo ,  Los Angeles , pilot for the Fairchild Photo­
grarrnnetric Engineers Co . ,  said he encountered the ' Yo-Yo ' while 
flying a P-38 • • •  

Bairo said that after the strange plane fell apart he 
around and saw several of them darting around .  

Bairo said he was too busy handling his plane to 'notice if 
there was a man inside the gadget .. . . 

The ne..'"ct day , July 8 ,  194 7 ,  The Herald-Journal refert""ed again 

to E3a.ird .  This time the reference was limited to one paragraph tcward 



the end of a flying saucer �vrap-up story , and the reference was on 

page 7 , not on page 1 as the day before : · 

Pilot Vernon Baird admitted his report of being chased by a 
Cisc ,.N"hich disintegrated in his plane !:ac..'<"..rash over Mont3r.a Has 
strictly a wild tale . He said he wouldn ' t  do it again . 

On July 7 ,  194 7 ,  another pilot was reported to have seen a 

flyir.g saucer .. North Carolina newspapers reported that Fred �loud had 

seen a fly ing obj ect rise up out of stornf clouds over Raleigh , .N . C .  

The report had been telephoned to the papers by a friend of Cloud ' s 

who thought it. would be a funny story. Fayette (his real name) Cloud 

explained the hoax to the newspapers , but , he sal� , they refused to 

run a retraction or a clarification . Dr .  McDonald reported on the 

Cloud case in his int:t"OOuction to Reoort on the UFO Have of 1947 by 

Ted Bloecher. 

On April 7 ,  1952 , r.i fe magazine pub�ed wr.at was to becane 

one of the la.ndmark articles on UFOs , "Have We Visitors From Space? " 

The article discussed sane of the more puzzling UFO reports and 

singled out 10 cases for closer review, noting : 

Checked and rechecked , 10 cases out of the formidable list 
on record are here presented in essential detail . Of these , 
three were discovered in the course of Life-' s own investigation 
and are reported for .the first time . 

-
· 

. 
It appeared that one of the 10 "checked and rechecked" cases , 

and apparently one of the t'l-)ree discovered by I .i f'e may have been a 

hoax . The case was based on "approximately 30  glowing , meteorlike 

obj ects" supposedly seen on May 29 , 1951 , at 3 : 48 p .m .  by three tee.�-
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nical writers for the aerophysics depa-�ent of a ��orth P;nerican 

Aviation plant near U::>s Angeles . The writers were identified as Victor 

Black , r/.Jerner Eic.'ller and Ed J .  Sullivan . Only Sull ivan �·72.S �'..loted 

in the Life account o 



In October 19 5 2  , American Mercury printed an article , 

"Flying Saucer Hoax , "  by Victor Black , reportedly the same Victor Black 

mentioned in Life . In the American Mercury , however , Blac..'<: said the 

I.i fe sighting was a hoax . 

Black said that he had never been interviet..;ed by I .; �e and that 

Sullivan fabricated the story to make money from interest in flying 

saucers .. Black ' s. article sharply criticized Sullivan and other .UFO 
• 

investigators . In fact , the severity and scope of his criticisms re-

sulted . in a retraction published in American Mercury in January 19 53 ., 

But his statement that he had not been interviewed by 1i..f!. and �.is 
charge of a hoax raised some questions about the authenticity of the 

I ,; fe report . 

College students in the midwest and on the west coast took 

advantage of press interest in UFOs in ?A.arch 1966 to stage "t:T..ro 

hoaxes . 

While news interest generally was focused on sightings in 

Dexter and Hillsdale , Mich. , The Chicago Sun-Times found a loca 1 i zed 

angle in reports of UFOs in nearby Indiana cities . On March 2 8 , a 

one-column headline on page 4 annetmced ''New UFO/ Sightings/ In Indiana." 

The story was continued on page 20  under a three-column headliJ'le 

"Latest Area UFO Sightings : I In Valparaiso , Crown Point . "  

On March 3 1 ,  19 6 6 , on page 2 8 and in the eighth and . ninth 

paragraphs of a story on UFO mail received by the Air Force , The Sun-

Times reported : 

Valparaiso University officials said tvednesday <March 3 0 ) 
an investigation disclosed three students were responsible for 
recent reports of so-called unidentified flying obj ects in t�t 
area " 



Authorities said the students told them they filled plastic 
laundry bags with heated gas and · released them late at night .. 
They said tl-te bags took on an orange glow from the gas , but changed 
to red and then green as the gas cooled .. 

Using s.i.rni.la.r devices , students at the California Insti t-u.te of 

Teclmology created excitement and considerable news coverage in Southern 

California before t�eir hoax v.Ta.s uncovered . The hcax and :.ts effec-ts 

were explained in a March 3 0 , 1966 , article by Philip Fradkin of the 

staff of The Los Angeles Times .. 

PASADENA, Cali.f .. -Unidentified flying obj ects seen over this 
and other Los Angeles suburbs :in the last six days were identified 
Tuesday <March 29 ) • • • 

They were the creation of California Institute of Technology 
students who admitted that the four UFOs seen by hundreds of per­
sons were simply experiments in 1 gullibility .. ' 

The UFOs were homemade plastic balloons with red flares 
dangling fu:m rotating blades . • • 

Fradkin wrote that the students had read about UFO sightings 

in Michigan, noted discrepancies in the · reports of sane witnesses and 

decided to experiment to see what �d happen in Southern California . 

The biggest balloon was set free Monday night and brought the 
best results . 

Am:mg the hundreds of phone calls to newspapers , radio stations 
and the police , the students cl ted such descriptions as ,  1 It 
zipped along at a fantastic speed ; '  ' the smell of exotic perfume 
in the air ; ' and ' red , white and blue lights ' fran the four 
(red) flares . 7 

While the nature of hoaxes printed in the press may have varieti 

£ran tales of outerspa.ce creatures to contrived lights in the sky , one 

factor seemed true of rost of them-the disclosure � clarification or 

explanation of the hoax seldom received the news coverage given the 
. � 

hoax . This tendency was illustrated in the coverage of the Maury 

Island , Cloud , Bai..v-C ,  Blac.tc and Valparaiso hoaxes . 



The tendency seemed att:ributable to any or all of several fac-

tors : news coverage of a hoax may range over several days while the 

disclosure of a hoax may take only a day or two ;  the..-ne may be lack of 

information that the hoax was ,  in fact , a hoax ; news interest in t1.e 
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incident may decline before the hoax element is recognized ; new·s rneclia -

may be reluctant to call attention to their inaccurate coverage . 

wnatever the reason ( s ) ,  the ab\ence of detailed explanations of 

hoaxes seemed to be part of the overall dearth of reliable information 

about UFOs . 

Absence of Rel iable Data 

During the years 194 7 through 1966 , Air Force public infoma-
tion about UFOs generally was limited to press statements explaining 

specific sightings or periodic news releases Stmrnai"izing the ·findings 

and conclusions of the Air Force UFO inquiry. Reports of UFO 

studies , such as Proj ect 14 and the Robertson Panel report discussed 

in Chapter v ,  were classified during most of the years covered by 

this study . A report issued by Proj ect Blue Book in February 1966 

included a --section titled "NON AVAILA.BILITY OF MATERIALS . "  

·The following i terns are for internal use only and are 1\ot 
available for distribution to the public . These concern manage­
ment and procedures for fonvaniing UFO reports to the appropriate 
agency :  

1 .  Air Force Regulation 200-2 (which set procedures for local 
air bases to follow in reporting UFOs )  

2 .  JA7\IM' 146 ( an  Army ,  Navy , Air Force regulation on the tranS- - 0 
mission of messages concerning all unidentified' aircraft , ships or 
obj ects ) 

The Air Force has no filr.ts , photographs ,  maps , charts , or 
graphs of unide..11tified fJ ying obj ects . ?hotcgraphs that ::a.ve 
been submitted for evaluation in conj unction with UFO reports 



have bee..11 dete..."l"1'!rined to be a misi.hterpretation of natural or 
conventional obj ects .. These obj ects have a positive identifica­
tion .. 

The Air Force no longer possesses , and thus does not have 
for distribution , outdated reports en P:'oj ect Sign , ?rej ect 
Grudge , Blue Book Special Report No . 14 , and outdated Proj ect 
Blue Eook p!"ess releases . Non-mi.li tary UFO publications should 
be requested from the publisher , not the Airo Force . 

The last paragraph see.rned questionable , particular 1 y the 

statement that suggested the Air Force did not possess copies 6� reports 

. . . 
which had cost thousands of dollars e The statement was rephrased l.Il the 

Project Blue Book 1968 report to read: 

The Air Force possesses only record copies , and thus does not 
have for distribution outdated reports of Project Sign , Project 
Grudge or Blue Book Special Reports No .. 1 through 12 and No .  14 . 
Copies of these documents can be made at the expense of the re­
quester at rates prescribed by Air Force directives . • . 

The change in wording apparently resulted fron recarmendations 

made by an ad hoc ccmnittee of the Air Force Scientific P..dvisory 

� . The camli ttee , under the chairmanship of Dr .  Brian 0 ' Brien , 

met in February 1966  to review Project Blue Book . 

In reference to the Blue Book report issued in 1966 and par­

ticularly to that section dealing with "NON AVP..ILABILITY OF MATERIALS , "  

the camd. ttee recomnended : 

• • .anything which might suggest . that infor.:nation is being \ 
withheld be deleted . The form of this report can be of great 
importance in securing public understanding and should be given 
detailed study by an appropriate Air Force office . 

While much of the Air Force UFO information was not avai lable 

--or �t least not offered--for public distribution from 1947 throu�� 

19 6 6 , some of it was available to ne'.:·lSffien t-vnose e.rnployers took the tirne 
' < 

and expense to send them to Proj ect Blue Eook offices at Wright-Patter-

son Air Force Base , Dayton , Ohio . 
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Records kept by Lt . Col .. Hector Quintanilla , Proj ect Blue 

Book director , indicated that at least eight wire service or daily 
�- ; -,-�j 

newspaper reporters visited Blue Book during the 3 0  rronths fran July £§�. ··_:��- ._:; -�-: 
through December 1966 . They were Emil Sveilis of UPI , Richard Lippi.ii�; 

cott of Scripps Howard , Al Goldberg of AP ,  Seymour Rothrna.'1 of The Tol�g�� ---..;;;.;;;;.;:;::,:t, 

0 o , Blade , Bul.kley Griffin of The Portland , Me . , Evening Exnres s , t-Drt _ c:� 

Young of The New York Journal American , James Trunnel of The LDui.sville ·� -
-

Courier-Journal and Carol Clapp of The Ravenna , 0 . , Record-Courier . - ·. {�;: 

This study found articles written by three of the eight visi.:," ."���­
, /;�:f;-E-

tors . Griffin ' s  and Young ' s  criticisms of the A±r Force were reviewed_::';.!�: 
in Chapter vi ; Goldberg wrote an uncritical summary of the Air Force 

UFO program and it was published in many newspapers in late August 

1966 , unless newsmen went to Air Fo�e headquarters , their Air 1='"""'-4:11 -­

UFO information generally was limited to .occasional press releases 

or what other newsmen had written . As noted in Chapter v ,  Air Force 

regulations prohibited local Air Force bases frcm releasing any 

. mation on unidentified objects--except that they were being investiga-. 

- ted--and restricted the infomation which could be released on UFOs 

that were identified . \ 

While only minimal UFO information see'Tled to be available 

the Air Force , it might be thought that data on UFOs could be found 

in popular and scientific magazines and j ou...vnals published �il"lg -t:he · · 

years 1947 through 1966 . 

Viewed over the span of 2 0  years , the popular and scientific 

comme:r1tary on UFO s seemed plentiful ar.d comprehens ive ; but , in a 

year-by-year analysis a different picture e�erged . 
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The Reader ' s  Guide to Periodical Literature listed about 18 0 

articles under UFO , flying saucer or related headings from the years 

1947 through 1966 . The 180 would include all references to Time , 

Ne·rsweek and other news magazines and would constitute an average of 
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about nine articles a year . Table 44 shows the number of UFO a..""'ticles 

listed in The Reader ' s  Guide on a year-by-year basis . .  

TABLE 44 

NUMBER OF UFO ARTICLES LISTED rn READER ' S  
GUIDE ,  1947-li6 6 ,  BY YEAR 

1947 - 5 
1948 - 0 
1949 - 3 
1950  - 16 
1951 - 19 

1952 - 35 
1953  - 11 
1954 - 8 
19 5 5  - 11 
1956 - 5 

1957 - 9 
1958 - 3 
1959 - 5 
1960  - 3 
1961 - 0 

1962 - 1 
1963 - 2 
1964 - 0 
1965 - 3 
1966  - 49  

As indicated by the table , for 12 years the number o f  articles 

was five or fewer ; for 17 years , the number of articles was 11 or 

fewer ; nore than half the articles , loo · of them, were published during 

the three years of 1950 , 195 2  and 196 6 . The number for 196 6 , 49 , was 

particularly }+igh because of articles about the creation of the UFO 

�j ect at the University of Colorado in the fall of that year . 

As discussed on the preceding page , taken as a whole the 

articles provided background on UFOs--particular1y those frcm c. 

The Saturday Review . But , on a year-by-year basis the material 'Na.S 
generally inconsistent or non-existent . 

Conment on UFOs in scientific j ournals was negligible for :nest 

of the 1947-66 period , except for a rare article such as that written . 
by Dr .. J .. Allen Hynek for the April 19 5 3  is sue of The Journal of the 

Optical Society of .America . In the article , Hynek discus sed scme of 

the UFO reports he had e..�courrtered as an A.i..r Force consultant and 



r 
� . .  

stated : 

G The chief point here is to suggest that nothing construc­
tive is acccmplished for the public at large--and therefore for 
scia�ce in the long run--by mere ridicule and the implication that 
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sig..1.ti.11gs a.� the pi'::ducts c f  ''!:>L�rains ' and ' irttellect"..lal f!y- "' 
weights . ' In short , it would appear that the flying saucer si tua­
tion has always been a problem in science-public relations , and 
that a fine chance has consistently been missed to demonstrate on 
a national scale how scia"'ltists szo abou-t analvzin� a. ::!"'ble.'n .  A 
lot is said about the proper irrt�,retation of sciaT"l.ce to the 
public , but the only answer they receive to a question , about which 
they are rrpre widely concerned than perhaps any other in � 
century , is ridicule o Ridicule is not part of the scientific 
method and the public should not be taught that it is . 

Fifteen years later , on July 2 9 , 1968 , in hearings before the 
, 

Hoose of Representatives Camnittee on Science and Astronautics , Hyn� 

ccmnented again on the reluctance of the scientific ccmnuni ty to study 

the UFO phenanenon : 

We cannot expect the world of science to take seriously the 
fare offered at airport newstands and paperback shelves • . • 

Indeed , in such newstand publications three or four UFO re­
ports are frequently sensationalized on one page with gross di.s­
rega:n:l for accuracy and docurilentation ; the result is that �e 
scientist-if he reads them at all-is very likely to suffer mental 
nausea anq. to relegate the whole subj ect to the trash heap . 

This is the first problem a scientist encounters when }?.e takes . -
a look at the UFO phenanenon . His publicly available source .· .. 
material is almost certain to consist of sensational , undocumented .. �·� 

accounts of what may have been an actual event . . . .  There is · 

noWhere a serious scientist can turn for what he would consider 
meaningful ,- l'laro-core data--as hard core and quantitative as the 
phenorr.enon itself permits at present . 

If the newsman could not find the information he �sired about 

UFOs from the Air Force , current periodicals or scientific journals , · 

he might turn to a more immediate source--the newsroan library .. 

Newspaper libraries , however , generally �have been 1:�sed upon i."'lfom.a-: 

tion previously presented in the newspaper and consist largely of r��us""";,;'.:; .. b"···,.= 

paper clippings filed under appropriate subj ect hea�b;;s . TI-.e �ata :':'.aj" 

tell the reporter what has been ?rL�ted about the sub j ect , but r.ay not 
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present new information for publication . 

This study checked the li.brary resources of two of the nation ' s  

largest news agencies on the topic of UFOs . 

The library of the Associated 
·
Press in New York City maintained 

files on AP stories dating back more than 20 years and also maintained 

back�u."1d rr.aterial on various ne-...;s topics and persona.li ties . The 

packet of information on UFOs contained (1 )  several stories clipped 

fran Time magazine ; ( 2 )  five carbons of � stories , three of wh.:.ch 

dealt with sightings in Dexter and Hillsdale , Mich .. , in March 1966 ; 
6 

( 3 )  a January 1965 news release fran the Secretary of the Air Force 

Office of Information , which sunmarized the findings and conclusions 

of the Air Force UFO inquiry . 

(The UPI library in New York advised that they had no UFO 

information which · was not included in a special "nying Saucers " 

magazine published in 1967 by UPI and Look magazine . The magazine 

consisted primarily of reviews of major UFO reports ) .  

On March 20 , 196 8 , also in New York , radio and television 

coverage o� UFOs Wa.s discussed with Dean Mell , a newscaster on NBC ' s 

radio nenvork. He was asked what background material was a�a.ilable to 

him if he were working on a UFO story . We went to the news �ra.ry · and 

he asked the librarian , "If I wanted sane information on UFOs , what 

would you give me? "  She replied that she did not think the library 

had "a single thing . "  She did find two listings in the library 

catalogue .. One dealt with a Chicago astronomer , probably Hynek , quoted 

as saying that UFOs should be taken seriously ; the
. 

other
' 

dealt with a 

news conference held by Donald E .  Key hoe , director of NI CAP .  There was 

no other information . 



The quantity of news coverage of UFOs , however , did not seem 

to have been hampered by the apparent lac.."<: of information available 

frvm t�e A.i..:"' Force , periodicals and j 0\.JI"nals a.""ld ne' .. JS li�aries . This 

was poss ible because , as discussed in Chapter iii , liFO accourrts in the 

press f .. ,erc: based prirrarily upon the testimony of witnesses . In essence 9 

the UFO stories s�d that people saw sane things in the sky which t�ey 

did not understand.. .rt did not require much background information to 
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write such stories .. UFOs were covered pri.marily as breaking news events o 
In Chapter ill , SQ.ienee writers Walter Sullivan of The New 

York Times and Arthur Snider of The Chicago Daily News were quoted 

about the reluctance of science writers to becane involved in UFO news . 

Their views were consistent with the analysis of Air Force and NICAP 

press clippings which showed that , of the 511 clippings studied , only 

three carried the by lines of science or aviation wri ter5 . 

I discussed the na-t:ure of such news coverage in a July 28 , 1967 , 

me!IlO to Robert J .  Low, coordinator of the University of Colorado UFO 

Proj ect . The mero ,  in part ,  read :  

• • •  we have scme information that it would be good to pass 
along to the news · med.ia for their benefit and ours .  Sane of the 
propositions and assumptions leading to this conclusion . are : 

UFO coverage by ne-NS media , in my eyes anyway , is not quality 
stuff . In large part ,  this is true because UFOs are covered as 
breaking news , and there is only time and space to report that 
saneone saw sanething unexplainable . Time is not taken to pro­
vide sane background or in-depth stories on UFOs . When the..� is 
time for such stories , there are no UFOs around and hence no 
' solid ' news peg for the in-depth stories • 

The UFO Proj ect at Boulder can provide or can be the ne.vs peg 
for the in-depth or educational UFO material laCking in the press 
to date e . • 

The proj ect appears to ha,;e at i ::s c:.sp::sal r:'C.te�i:!l 2.!".c �.en to 
provide good news stories about UFOs without compromising our 
final report , wi thcut in vi ti11g cri tic ism of methodology . 



Same examples of such stories : 

1 ..  One could come from (Dr . ) Roy Craig ' s internal memorandum 
on the number of satellites visible to the unaided eye . Hundreds 
of them.. The story could name the most visible of the satellites , 
tell of others and sugg�st ways to distjnguish bett-�ee."'l apparent 
UFOs and honest to goodness satellites . 

2 o Another story could suggest ways to gauge the distance of 
an obj ect L1 t�e sky-other t1a..n telE.ng us that ' it �·;as t";..rice 
the size of a basketball at that distance ' or ' about t�e size . of 
a star six or seven miles away . ' Just a simple suggestion to 
relate the size of the obj ect to a coin . . . at arm ' s  length ·might 
be helpful . 

3 ., Another story could de.aJ. with the size and calor of meteor­
ites . I had thought that meteorites visible to the unaided eye 
were al:x::Jut the size of houses .. Dr ..  (Frank) Roach told me such 
meteorites need only rave a diameter of about 1 cent:imetere Dr .  
Roach seems to have lots of infonnation that would be helpful 
to anyone who thought he saw a UFO . 

It is granted that there is no real reason that good reporters 
could not dig these stories up on their own . What is missing is a 
news peg or the incentive to do such a story . The pn>ject could 
provide t""'� necessa..)' ne!vs peg and ,  at the same time , better 
educate the public about UFOs and satisfy. the newsmen ' s demands 
for infonnation • • . 

I don ' t knew how this utopia can be achieved . Perhaps it 
can be handled by just releasing sane of our data in memo 
form and letting p;p or UP! or the (Denver ) Post or Rocky Mountain 
News write it as they wish . It does not seem to warrant' hiring 
saneone or having sane present person devote full time to news 
work the n�en would rather do themselves . It just seems that 
there is so much ignorance about UFOs that information which seems 
to us as exciting as the time of day wOuld be quite interesting 
to newsmen and their readers . 

Low responded on the same day : 

I think your memo a.OOut our stance vis a vis the press is 
sound . I agree with your arguments , and ,  WJ.th Dr .  C ' s  (Condon ' s )  
concurrence , we ' 11 try to do something along the lines of your 
suggestion .. 

I left the UFO Proj ect about three weeks later and had not 

heard anything .further about the memo . The suggestions ma.y have been 

set aside because they were contrarj' to proj ect policy not to is sue 

press releases until the study was completed . 



Surnma.rv 

The proble.TP.s of e.YTOneous data , biased news sources and lack: of 

reliable ir£o�ation are �et li�ted to material deal��g :vi�h CT0s . 

The danger of relying upon questionable data confronts researchers in 

any field .. 

The problem in the UFO inquiry , however , is not me...�y t'1e 

presence of biased data , but the extent to which such data appear to 

blanket the area of investigation and the relative paucity of reliable 

information. 

The situation J::3.s been compounded by the finding , as mentioned 

in Chapter iii , that nev.rsmen often found it unnecessary or impossible 

to turn to expert news sources-such as weathermen , as�naners and 

other scie..11tists-for information to include in UFO stories . Such 

expert sources were mentioned in about 16 per cent of the 1 ,  500 news 

items analyzed . 

Perhaps coverage of UFOs as breaking news limited the time 

available to. newsmen to contact such sources . Similarly , the nature 

of the news coverage may have allowed reporters little time to consult 

data in the fields of astronomy , perception and social psychology for 

information to L�clude in CTO stories . 

The problems posed by the lack of reliable data on tJFOs may 

have been magnified by the nature of rm.lch of the news coverage-­

including the vulne.rab� ty of the press to hoaxes--and by the failure 

of the press to consult expert sources for rr.ateri� t&'1at ;.-.ig:!"rt !"lel? 

newsmen and their readers understand the UFO phenomenon . 
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CHAPrER IX 

CONCLUSIONS 

One purpose of this study , as stated in the preface was to 

collect information� of it descriptive--about the nature of 
• 

press coverage of UFOs from 194 7 through 1966 . Information about 

news coverage , the history of UFOs and the Air Force UFO inquiry 

was presented and discussed in the preceding eight chapters and chap-

ter stniiDaries ; it would be redundant to review again much of that 

information in this final chapter. 

Another purpose of this study , however , was to analyze cri-

tically UFO news coverage to determine what ro1e ( s )  the press has 

played in the UFO phen�on and what critical judgments could be 

made about the nature of press perfonnance . To this end , s-even 

general conclusions and a summary and same recommendations will. be 

presented in this final chapter . The conclusions were organized for 

ease in presentation, not in order of relative importance . 

Some conclusions may seem too obvious to merit restatement 

here , but they are presented because they may be related to less 

obvious conclusions . 

1 .  Extensive oress covera�e has caused widesoread oub�ic 
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af..vareness of flying saucers , or UFOs . Judging from the indices dis­

cussed in Chapter ii , hundreds of thousands , oerhaos a million or 

more , lJFO ne�·ls i te.rns Here published in the nation ' s  daily neTNSpaners 

during the years 1947 through 1 9 6 6 . 

The high degree of public awareness was shown by public 

opinion polls which indicated that at no time after August 194 7 was 

public at-.rareness of flying saucers below 9 0  per cent . Polls in 19 6 6  

and 1 9 6 8  :indicated that rrore than 40 per cent of the public believed 

flying saucers were real obj ects o 

On a less quantitative basis , awareness of saucers was il-

lustrated and reinforced by references to the discs in comic strips , 

cartoons , television programs and m:Jtion pictures . 

The role of the pres s  in creating this awareness was shown 

by the Boulder Public Opinion Poll in which rrore than 9 0  per cent of 
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the respondents said they received most of their information about UFOs 

from the rrass media , especially from newspapers . The role of the 

press in the late 1940s may have been particularly important in crea.t-

ing public awareness , considering the relative scarcity of hane-owned 

television sets , the minimal ��tion of saucers in periodicals and 

j ournals , and the reli�"'1ce of radio news coverage upon newspapers 

and wire services . 

The press provided and popularized a name or label , "flying 

saucer , "  under which obj ects in the sky could be classified . In 

addition to the alternatives of "star , "  "planet , "  "ai...rylane ) "  or 

"balloon , "  beginning in 1947 citizens also could ca:ll an obj ect a 

"flying saucer . " Xany did . 



The ubiquity of the "flying saucer" or "UFO" label has been 

a continuing problem for UFO ·investigators . The one name has been 

used indiscr£�tely by the pres s  and others to embrace a wide ra�ge 

of experiences and phenanena--from weather balloons to saucer cults--

which otherwise seem unrelated . 

2 .  To a large degree , press  coverage of UFOs has encouraged 

and maintained periodic waves of UFO reoorts by focusing public at­

tention upon the subj ect and combining previously unrelated and iso-

lated UFO reports . 

The nature of such a wave was discussed in Chapter iv . News-

men ' s  questionnaire responses cited in Chapter vii indicated that the 
• 

criticism about news coverage with which they agreed the most was 

that "rra.."ly waves of UFO sightings are encouraged and maintained by 

news coverage . '' 

This conclusion does not minimize the roles that interpersonal 

ccmmmication and contagion may have played in creating waves of UFO 

rep::>rts . . 

During such waves , however , news coverage did lower barriers 

against the reporting of UFOs . There was less ridicule of persons 

reporting UFOs , and newsrooms were receptive to UFO stories which 

otherwise might have gone unreported or unheeded if reported . Also , 

during such periods , the willingness to . print UFO rep::>rts made the 

press more vulnerable to hoaxes and less critical of the UFO reports 

it printed . 

3 . The press had played a maj or role in creating and sustain-

Lng public interest in flying saucers from 1 9 4 7  th.�u�h 1 9 6 6 , but it 
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cannot be concluded that the press was solelv responsible for exist-

ence of the phenomenon . 

The impact of news coverage was seen in the high degree of 

public awareness of UFOs , reliance upon newspapers as the IIE.jor source 

of information about UFOs and the ma.n .. 11er in Hhich neHs coverage en-

couraged and sustained waves of UFO reports . 

The role of the press in creating reports of UFOs also iS 

illustrated by the fact that most UFO reports are explainable as re­

sulting frcm the mis-identification of known obj ect s . The very � 
portion of UFO reports which merit detailed study stands in marked 

contrast to the extensive press coverage given to supposed UFOs . 
, 

To place responsibility for the existence of the UFO phenomenon c  

on the press alone , however , would be to fall �1ictim t o  the tendency 

to seek one explanation for the phencmenon because there has been 

one name for it . There are explanations of UFOs , and they include--

to a large degree--the nature of press coverage . 

Discussion of the causes of UFO reports , however , rust include 

consideration of sociological , psychological , physiological , educa-

tional , technological and meteorological factors . And , even after 

such discussion , there rema.in unexplained phenomena , as evidenced 

by Air Force reports . 

Also , to conclude that UFOs were solely pres s -induced would 

suggest that the reports might not have merited news coverage . But 

some did . Judgments reached by newsmen suggest there should be news 
, . 

stories on reports of ' strange aerial obj ects sighted by pilots , 

d b . .  -k� f 1 � + d · t l. t _i s on ra ar or seen y :1UJlL.L..:t:::!'S o peop e , . rom a news s �..ar. ;>Oli1 , 



absurd to argue there should be no news coverage when radar appears 

to track unknown obj ects over the nation ' s  capital or airplanes are 

dispatched to inte.v-cept UFOs . 

But , again , such startling reports stand in contrast to the 

thousands of UFO net� items which only report that someone saw some-

thing in the sky he did not understa.TKi . 

'-* ., Because of the high degree of public awareness of UFOs 

and the extensive press coverage , there have been tendencies to 
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interpret the coverage a s  national in scope and marked by wide reader­

ship of individual UFO news items o Two reasons for this were ( 1 )  

sporadic wire service coverage focused attention upon periodic waves 
' 

of reports rather than upon the continuing nature of coverage on the 

local level , and ( 2 )  the national coverage often prompted official 

Air Force investigations . 

UFO news coverage , however, was pr:i.maril y local in nature . 

The coverage consisted pr:i.marily of items which were printed in one 

newspaper , usually one of low circulation , and provided the reader 

with a conversation topic but little information . 

The small-newspaper nature of the cove.""'age occ�d ,- -in part ,  
because more than half of the daily newspapers in the nation have 

circulations of less than 10 , 00 0 . Also , as discussed in Chapter iii , 

the smaller circulation newspapers tended to print more of the UFO 

reports they received than did larger newspapers . 

Typically , the UFO news i tevn--i."i large and snall newspapers--
. � 

provided little more information than that one or m:::>re persons had 

been confused by an obj ect seen in the sJv; .  �ronetheless , t:-.e local 



nature of the coverage i.&·1dicated that the number of UFO reports in 

the press would far exceed totals based on Air Force statistics or 

wire service coverage . The fact of continuing coverage on the local 

level , however , has been obscured by the excitement and wide news 
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coverage which surrounded waves of UFO reports , such as those in 1952 , 

1957 and 19 6 6 . 

5 • Press coverage of UFOs has relied upon anonymous and. "in­

expert" witnesses as the only source ( s )  of information for many UFO 

news i terns and has failed to include relevant corrments fran even routine 
news sources , such as the police or weather bureau . 

The analyses of more than 1 , 500  UFO news items , discussed in 

Chapter iii , indicated that in more than 20  per cent of the items 
... 

the news story was based solely upon the word of one or more indivi-

duals , often anonyrrous , who reported seeing a strange obj ect in the 

sky . 

In these stories , there were no indications that the reporters 

had checked with the police , weather bureau , local astronaners ,  the 

airport , Air Force or other sources to determine whether an explanation 

of the report might have been available , or whether other reports 

also had been made . Nor were there any indications that the witnesses 

had reported or intended to report the sighting to the police , Air 

Force or other agency . 

Such coverage made the press vulnerable to the publication 

of contrived reports and the pub:!.ication of reports that might have 

been explainable by news sources ; such coverage also meant the press 

might fail to ��cover reports ��.ich �NOuld co�borate the f�st one . 
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I n  the analysis of news items selected from Air Force and 

NIC� microfilm , it was found that the tendency not to check news 

sources was most c�on among la.�er-circulation newspapers o 

As indicated by Table 24 in Chapter iii , one-third of items 

published in newspapers with circulations under 2 0 , 0 0 0  mentioned no 

news sources other than the "inexpertlY persons seeing the UFO ; airong 

newspapers with circulations from 2 0 - to 10 0 , 00 0 , 18 o 6  per cent of 

the i terns mentioned no other news sources ; a.IrOng newspapers with cir-

culations greater than 100 , 00 0 , 11 . 5  per cent of the items were based 

solely upon the VJOrd of the individual or anonymous witness .  

The higher incidence of such stories among the smaller circu­

lation newspapers may have been explained in a statement made by John 

( Snyder , city editor of The Denver Post , quoted in Chapter vii . Snyder 

noted that larger newspapers , such as his ,  had oore "manpower , "  and 

"more checks , rrore people to read each story before it ' s in print . "  

The failure to include such news sources as the tx>lice , weat�er 

bureau or airport terminal in news stories also seemed attributable 

to three 'inter-related factors : 

( 1 )  The news coverage was not based upon the possibility that 

the obj ect seen might have been real , but upon the fact that someone 

said he had seen a flying saucer . This factor would seem to have 

been particularly important when ) after a few years , UFOs became rou-

tine news . A simple verbal report of a UFO sighting was passed from 

witness to newspaper-reader unexamined by the reporter in bet·;een . 
. � 

( 2 )  The story was written because news accounts of flying 

saucers were presumed to have a high readership , but were not cons ic��c 

' !  

I l ! 
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to be stories requiring corroboration from official news sources . 

The fact of reader interest , created in large part by the press , would 

be considered sufficient reason to print the story . 

( 3 )  The reporter did not contact sources such as the police , 

weather bureau or airport because he was careless , lazy or incompeta�t . 

His incomplete story was not challenged by other newsmen because of 

lack of manpower--as suggested by Snyder--or because of reasons listed 

in ( 1 )  and ( 2 ) . 

Regardless of causes , the failure to check reports of UFOs 

with relevant news sources meant that m:my UFO news stories were shal.low, 

superficial and redundant accounts of people puzzled by obj ects in the 

sky . The exceptional story was one which included comments from a 

local astronomer ,  meteorologist or psychologist .  

6 .  The Air Force UFO inquiry from 1947 throUgh 1966 generally 

had been depicted in the press as thorough , scientific and meriting 

public confidence . This study concluded that the Air Force UFO inouiry 

generally exhibited none of these characteristics . 

Air Force Chief of Staff General 'I'horras D .  White was quoted 

in Chapter vi as saying "all UFO re:ports are L"1vestigated in meticu­

lous detail by Air Force persol"'.nel and qualified scientific consultants . 

Secret�] of the Air Force Harold Brown was quoted to the same effect . 

Despite such assurances and favorable press coverage , the 

findings in this study indicate that the well-investigated Air Force 

·uro case was the exception , not the rule . The Air Force UFO inquiry 

has been primarily a public relations program faith!ul to '
the directive 

to "reduce the percentage of unidentifieds to a !'!l.L'ii"!'Rl.ll" and to prevent 



presumed nonsensical reports of flying saucers from clogging Air Force 

intelligence and defense c�els . 
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The Air Force tFO ;rogra."!l see.rr.ed guided , in part , by the premise 

that taxpayers should be assured that the Air Force knew about every­

thiJlg in the l"'.ation ' s  skies , from a private airplane taking off from 

a farmer ' s  field in Illinois to migrating geese flying over Minnesota . 

Press coverage of UFOs has supported this myth of Air Force o!11f'i.science . 

The fact is , however , that many obj ects in the sky are defined 

to be non-hostile because of their speed or traj ectory and therefore 

are ignored by Air Force detection systems • As discussed in Chapter vi , 

the North American Air Defense Carrmand (NORAD) does not investigate 

several hundred unknown obj ects--classified as Uncorrelated Targets 

(Ucrs ) --each month because the obj ects are presumed to be familiar 

, and non-hostile . 

The Air Force UFO program has reduced the percentage of uni­
dentifieds to a minimum ,  not by meticulous investigation , but through 

bookkeeping procedures which assured that all dubious explanations 

would be advanced to ''known" status within a matter of time . 

The press has uncritically accepted Air Force statistics on 

the �"1 percentage of explained UFOs even though a cursory review 

of the &� Force UFO program should have raised questions . 

The anecdotal nature of many UFO reports suggested that ex­

planations would have to be qualified as "educated guesses , "  instead 

of known solutions , as to what the UFOs were . Further , it should 

have been puzzl ing that a one -room office at ��ight-Patterson Air 

Force Base was entl:ustee Hi th i..'"l'Jestigatir.g reports of unidentified 



aerial obj ects when NORAD also had that responsibility and , as Lt . 

Col . Quintanilla acknowledged , was far better equipped to handle it .. 

The concl�s ion here is not that flying sauce�s exist and the 

Air Force has hidden the truth about them . The conclusion is that , 

despite the assurances of the press ,  little confidence can be placed 

in the Air Force UFO inquiry from 194 7 through 19 6 6 .  

7 .. The high degree of ridicule present in the UFO phenomenon 

was reflected in the press coverage , and much of the ridicule resulted 

from failure to distinguish between the nonsensical flying saucer 

stories and the few reports which merited study . 

The element of ridicule was illustrated in reasons given for 

not reporting UFOs and in reactions to those who had reported (Chap­

ter i v )  and in the experiences of newsmen who reported seeing UFOs 

3 0 2 

-. ( Chapter vii ) . 

• 

Many aspects of the UFO phencmenon do lend themselves to feature . ·  

stories or skeptical comments by reporters and columnists . The phe-

namenon does involve excitable and emotional people whose beliefs 

and antics others find laughable . Coverage of such personalities 

carmot be avoided any more than coverage of the biza.""Te personality 

in the field of entertainment , athletics or politics . 

It should be recognized , however , that the primary question 

posed by the UFO phenomenon is not whether "kooks " exist . They do . 

The riddle of the UFO phencmenon rests primarily in the rela­

tively few sup�osedly well-documented reports by credible Hitnesses . 

Any coverage or investigation of UFOs must seek out sue.� 'reports and 

distinguish between them and nonsensical ones . The prevalence cf 



ridicule hinders such investigation . 

A shortcoming of news coverage has been that the clever head-

line or trite phrase about "s:pa.ce cadets " or "little green men" was 

too easy a substitute for checking reliable news sources and providing 

the reader with back:grou..,.,d to understand the UFO phenomenon . 

The quick answer and easy generalization have been over-used 

in discussions about UFOs . Reports of flying saucers have been eagerly 

interpreted as evidence that this planet has been visited , if not 

invaded or saved , by extraterrestrial intelligence ; on the other hand , 

the UFO phenanenon has been readily dismissed as comprised entirely 

of "kooks ; "  there has been unquestioned acceptance of such statements 

as UFOs have never been photographed , never tracked on radar or never 

seen by astronomers , even though such generalizations can be challenged 

by a brief study of UFOs . 

Nonetheless , the quick answers and easy generalizations have 

provided rrn.1ch of the material for press coverage of UFOs . The coverage 

has been marked by superficiality , redundancy , s illiness , careless 

reporting and lack of relevant irlformation . The lac.'<: of information 

was attributable , in part , to the problems discuss ed in Chapter viii . 

But the lack of information was also attributable to the reluctance 

of the pres s  to ferret out information about the phenomenon and ��ose 

involved in it . 

What e.rnerges from this study is the picture of a ·  process in 
which the press firs t popularizee the label " f"lyii1g saucer " as a :-.c.me 
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for ob: e.cts seen in the sky . Then ne,..vs coverage resulted whe:r1 persons 

used the label to classL� obj ects they had seen . It Has a cyclical 

process L"1 Hhic..l-t the press provided a na.'!le to be used and then gave 

cove.�ge to those who used it . Such coverage created and helped sustain 

the "flyi.T"lg saucer" phenacenon . 

This study found no evidence that flying saucers were real 

obj ects ' although sane data continue to be puzzling e This study 

did find UFOs to be an intriguing phencmenon marked by varied psycholoci­

cal and sociological factors , military boondoggling , questions about 

the nation ' s  defense systems and the awareness that there remain 

puzzling phenomena in our atrrosphere . Yet the information available 

in the bulk of the news coverage hardly hints at these intriguing 

aspects of the phenomenon. 

Recanmendations 

On the basis of the data and conclusions presented in this 

dissertation , a few brief recommendations are offered here as to what 

changes might be made in news coverage and Air Force handling of t.JFO 

reports . 

To begin with , in the ne�vs coverage ,  there should be more 

adherence to the j ournalistic practice of checking relevant n�NS 

sources for information on newsworthy events . In the case of UFO 

reports � this would mean gathering information from such sources as 

"b"'le weather bureau , air t"affic control towers , psychologists , physical 

scientists , etc . Information from these solli"Ces probably would make 

net;,.Jsr.en more hesitant in ?ublishing UFO re�crts--because of lack of 



corroboration . If storie s rt�ere printed , data from such sources "NOUld 

provide readers with information beyond the bare--and almost meaningles s - - : j  
fact that someone said he saw a strange obj ect L""l the sky . 

To cover newsworthy UFO events adequately , the press should 

be rt��ry of its tendency to create waves of UFO reports in which varied 

and sundry obj ects--from stars to aircraft--are all called flying 

saucers . The fact that one or two occasional UFO reports are puzzling 

should not be an excuse for opening new-s columns to hundreds of ex-

plainable , and sometimes nonsensical , reports o 

Finally , the press should recognize that Air Force statements 

and statistics on the percentage of explained UFO reports are of dubious 

value , for the reasons given in Chapters v and vi . The press should 

be rrore critical of the Air Force UFO inquiry , as that inquiry cur-

rently exists . 

With regard to the Air Force UFO inquiry , it is past time 

for the Air Force to abandon the policy of maintaining a UFO proj ect 

"as long as " unexplained reports remain . Such a policy means there 

woU:Id always be a Proj ect Blue Book ,  or the like , since there would 

always be · unexplained rep6rts , be they , in fact ; hoaxes , mis -identifi-

cations of known obj ect s , or bonafide UFOs .  

In place of Blue. Book ,  a scientific advisory panel could be 

appointed--or organized independently of the Air Force--to periodically 

review relevant data on UFOs , including information or uncorrelated 

targets tracked by the North America'1 .Air Defense comrnand .  Such a 

change vvould recognize that sane UFO reJ?Orts may merit study--as puz-

zling meteorological or astronomical phencmer.a--even if :1ct re:!.atec 

to extraterrestrial intelligence . 



APPENDIX 

Newspapers Responding to Questionnaire 
on UFO News Coverage 

The 9 2  daily newspapers in the randan sample used for analysis 
of newsmen ' s  opinions about UFO news coverage were , in alphabetical 
order , by state : 

The Gadsen , Ala . ,  News-T:im.es ; Montgomery , Ala . ,  Journal ; Ark­
adelphia , Ark . , Siftings Herald ; Searcy ,  Ark . , Citizen ; Antioch , Calif . ,  
News-Ledger ; Orange County , Ca.lif . , Evening News ; Indio , Ca.lif . , News ; 
Los Angeles Herald-Examiner ; Los Angeles Times ; Napa , Calif .  , Register ; · ·· ­

Redding , Calif .  , Recoro-Sea.rchl.ight ; �vocdland , Calif . , Derr,ocrat ; 
Denver , Colo . , Post ; Denver , Colo . , Rocky Mountain News ; Leadville , 
Colo . , Herald Democrat . Ansonia , Conn . ,  Sentinel ; Washington, OC ,  
Post ; Fort Lauderoale , Fla . , News ; South Naples , . fla . , Collier County 
News .. 

The Marietta , Ga . , Journal ; Boise , Idaho , Statesman ; Blocming­
ton, Ill . , Pantagraph ; Char leston , Ill . , Courier News ; Danville , Ill . , 
Ccmnercial-News ; Jacksonville , Ill . , Courier ; Marion , Ill . , Republican ; 
Ottawa , Ill . , Republican Times ; Rockford , Ill . , Star ; Rockford , Ill . , 
Register-Republican ; Waukegan , Ill . , News-S� ; Columbia City , Ind . , Post ; . ·· 

Greenf ield , Ind . , Reporter ; .Ames , Iowa , Tribune ; Mount Pleasant , Iowa , 
News ; Sioux City , Iowa , Journal ; Dodge City , Kan .  , Globe ; Ottawa , Kan .  , 
Herald ; Crowley , La . , Signal ; Baltimore , Md . , News-American ; Baltimore ,-. 
Md . ,  Sun . 

The Pi ttsfield , Hass . , Berkshire Eagle ; Bay City , Mich . , Ti"ll.es·; 
Escanaba , Mich. , Press ; Pontiac , Mich . , Press ; Traverse City , Mich . , 
Record-Eagle ; Minneapolis , Minn .. , Tribune ; Greenville , Miss . ,  Delta­
Democrat Times ; Rolla , Mo . , News ; Hissoula , Mont . , Missoulian ; Kearney , 
Neb . , Hub ; Scottsbluff , Neb . , Star-Herald ; Winnemuca , Nev . , Star and 
Scout ; Elizabeth , N .  J .  , Journal ; Union City , N .  J .  , Hudson Dispatch ; 
Carlsbad , N .M .. , Current-Argus ; Auburn , N .  Y . , Citizen-Advertiser ; �.alone , 
N .  Y .  , Evening Telegram ; North Tonawanda , N .  Y .  , NewS ; Charlotte , N .  C .. , 
Observer ; Washington , N . C  .. , News .. 
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Columbus , Ohio , Citizen Journal ; Columbus , Ohio , Dispatch ; 
Geneva , Ohio � Free Press ; Upper Sandusky , Ohio , Chief -Union ; Bartles­
ville , Okla . , Examiner-Enterprise ; Ponca City , Okla . , News ; Corvallis , 
Ore . , Gazette-Times ; Bangor , Pa . , News ; Brownsville , Pa . , Telegraph ; 
Erie , Pa . , Times ; McKeesport , Pa . : News ; Oil City , Pa . ·, Derrick ; 
Pottsville , Pa . , Republican ; Tarentum ,  Pa . ,  Valley News ; Greenwood , S . C . , 
Index-Journal ; Dalhart ,  Tex . , Texan ; El Paso , Tex .. , Herald-Post ; El 
Paso , Tex . , T.irees ; Garland , Tex .. , NeHs ; San Antonio , Tex o , Ner..vs ; Hicr�­
ta Falls , Tex . , Record-News . 

Brattleboro , Vt . ,  Reformer ; Charlottesville , Va . ,  Progress ; 
Richmond , V a . , Times -Dispatch ; Bellingham, Wash . ,  Herald ; Tri Cities , 
Wash. , Herald ; Vancouver , Wash .. , Columbian ; Hinton , W .  V a .  , News ; 
Parkersburg ,  W .  V a .  , Sentinel ; Fort Atkinson , Wise . , Union ; Marinette , 
Wise . , Eagle-Star ; Sheridan , Wyo .. , Press .. 

Eight major newspapers not included in the randcm sample , but 
returning questionnaires were : 

The Phoenix ,  Ariz . , Republic ; Miami ,  na . , News ; Louisville , 
Ky . ,  Courier-Journal ; Detroit , Mich .. , Free Press ; Philadelphia , Pa . , 
Bulletin ; Seattle , Wash . , Times ; Milwaukee , Wise . ,  Journal ; Washington , 
D . C .  Star . 

Questionnaire Sent to Daily Newspapers 

On the next five pages is a copy of the cover letter and question­
naire mailed to daily newspapers on July 3 ,  1967 , to obtain infor­
mation on newsmen ' s  opinions of UFO ne'NS coverage . 
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U N I V E R S I TY O F  C O '._C R � D O  
S O U L D E R . C O L O R A O O  0 0 3 0 2  

U F O  P RO J E C T  

202 Woo db u ry H a J J 

3 J u l y  1 9 6 7  

I .  CO VE RA G E  O F  L O CA L  U FO RE P O RTS 

A. How many l oc a l U FO r e po r t � no rma l l y  a re cove re d i n  you r n ews p a p e r ?  [P l ea s e  
comp l e t e  t h e  s t a t eme n t o r  c i rc l e  t h e  n umb e r o f  t h e  mos t a p p rop r i a t e a n swe r . ] 
1 .  Abou t a week . ---
2 .  Abou t a mo n t h . ---
3 .  Abo u t eve ry t wo o r  t h ree mon t h s . ---
4 .  V i r t ua l l y  n o n e . 

5 .  O th e r [P l e a s e  e xp l a i n . ] 

B .  I f  you r a n s we r  wa s o t h e r t h a n  N o . 4 ,  p l e a s e  c i r c l e  t h e  n umb e rs o f  t ho s e  i t ems 
co n s i de re d  t h e  mo s t  f re q u e n t con d i t i on s  u n de r wh i ch y o u r n ews p a p e· r cove rs 
l oc a l U FO repo r ts : 

I .  The re i s  a n ee d  fo r a 1 1b r i g h t " o r  " f  reak1 1 s ho r t n ew s  i t em . 

2 .  Th e e xp l a n a t i o n o f  t h e  UFO c a n  b e  p rov i d e d  w i t h  t h e  repo r t  o f  t h e  s i gh t ing . 

3 .  The re a re a n umbe r o f  w i t ne s s e s  to t ne repo r te d  s i g h t i n g .  

4 .  Compe t i t i ve n ew s  a g en c i e s a re cove r i ng t h e  l o c a l repo r t .  

S .  The re a re a n u mb e r o f  l oc a l re po r t s  o f  d i f f e re n t  s i g h t i ng s . 

6 .  O f f i c i a l  s o u rce s ( po l i ce ,  we a t h e r b u re a u , A i r Fo r ce , e t c . ) t e n d  to. 
co r ro bo ra t e t h e  repo r t . 

] .  Non -o f f i c i a l  w i t ne s s e s  to t he repo r t e d  s i g h t i ng s e e m  t ru s two r th y . 

8 .  Th e re a re w i r e  s e r v i c e re po r t s  o f  a p p a ren t l y s i g n i f i c a n t s i g h t i n g s  
e I s e\'1h e re . 

9 .  O t h e r ----------------------------------------------------------------------------

A .  

B .. 

A .  
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1 1 .  UN CO VE RE D  LO CA L RE P O RTS  

A .  How many l oca l U FO repo r t s  does you r news des k no rma l l y h e a r abou t ,  b y  p hon e , 
l e t te r  o r  o t he r chann e l , · b u t  does no t cov e r? [ P l e a s e  comp l e te the  s t a teme n t 
o r  c i rc l e  the  numbe r of t h e  mos t app rop r i a te a n swe r . ] 

1 .  Abou t a week o ---

2 .  Abou t a .mon t h . ---

3 .  Abou t eve ry two o r  th ree mon t h s . ---

4 .  V i r tu a l l y  none . 

S o  O the r [P l e a s e  exp l a i n . ]  

B .  I f  you r  an swe r was o the r t h a n  No . 4 ,  p l ea s e  c i r� l e  t he n umbe rs  o f  tho s e  i tems 
con s i de red  the mos t f req uen t  rea s on s  fo r no t �ove r i ng l oc a l U FO repo r ts : 

1 • .  The re i s  i n s u ff i c i en t  news s p ace . 

2 .  T�e s to ry i s  he l d  fo r deve l opme n t s  wh i ch do not  ma t e r i a l i ze .  

3 .  The re i s  an  i n s u f f i c i en t  n umbe r o f  w i tnes s es . 

4 .  The re i s  no  cove rage by compe t i t i ve news a gen c i e s . 

5 .  The re i s  no  known no r res pon s i b l e  n ews s ou rce . 

6 0  O f f i c i a l  s ou r ces  ( po l i ce ,  wea the r b u reau , A i r Fo r ce , e tc . )  tend  t o  
d i s c re d i t t h e  repo r t . 

7 .  The re  i s  gene ra l m i s t ru s t o f  the  s ubject  ma t te r .  

8 .  The repo r t  appea rs  · to  be  a n  i s o l a t e d  ca s e . 

9 .  The repo r t  i s  f rom a known un re l i ab l e  s o u r ce . 

1 0 .  O th e r [P l ea s e  exp l a i n . ]  

I l l .  W I RE S E RV I CE C O V E RA G E  [ I f a p p l i ca b l e ]  

A .  Do you b e l i e ve you r news p a p e r i s  mo r e o r  l e s s  l i ke l y  to p u b l i s h a n  a c co u n t 
o f  a l oc a l U FO s i g h t i ng t h a n  a w i re s e rv i c e accoun t of  a s i g h t i n g e l s ewhe re ? 
[P l ea se c i rc l e  t he mos t a p p rop r i a te a n swe r . ] 

l o  Mo re L i ke l y to p ub l i s h t he l oca l rep o r t . 

2 . ·  le s s  l i ke l y  to p u b l i s h t h e  l o c a l re p o r t .  

3 .  N e i t h e r .  
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B .  · Wou l d  y o u  p l e a s e  e xp l a i n  you r a n swe r :  

I V . C R I T I C I S MS O F  TH E P RE S S  

A .  The p re s s , i n  g e n e r a l • h a s  b e e n  c r i t i c i z e d  b y  bo t h  s o - c a l l e d  p ro - a n d  a n t i ­
UFO g ro u p s . H e re a re some o f  t h e  mo r e  common comp l a i n t s .  P l e a s e  comme n t  on 
the i r v a  1 t d i ty . 

1 .  1 1T h e  p re s s h a s .  b e e n  s choo l e d b y  t h e  A i r Fo rce a n d  o th e r ag e n c i e s t o  
1 p 1 ay down ' o r  i g no re U FO rep o r t s . "  

2 .  " P re s s  cove r a g e d i s cou r a g e s  peop l e  f rom repo r t i n g s i g h t i ng s  fo r f e a r o f  
p u b  1 i c i t y a n d  r i d  i c u  1 e . "  

3 .  " l t i s  i mpo s s i b l e  to con d u c t  a s c i e n t i f i c  i nq u i ry i n t o  a U FO s i g h t i ng 
b e c a u s e  t h e  p re s s  b a dg e r s  w i t n e s s e s  o r  s e n s a t i on a l i z e s  t h e  s i g h t i ng ,  
h ampe r i ng o b j e c t i ve'  i n q u i r i  e s . "  

4 .  "Many w a v e s  o f  U FO s i g h t i n g s  a re e n cou r a g e d  a n d  ma in t a i n e d  by n ews 
cove r a g e . ' ' 

5 .  O t h e r  comme n t s  y ou may h a ve on c r i t i c i s m s  o f  t h e  p re s s  i n  t h i s  a re a : 



V .  TRE N DS I N  C O VE RA G E  

Do y o u  b e l i e ve t h e re h a s  b e e n  a ny ch a n g e i n  p re s s  co v e r a g e  o f  U FO s  o v e r t h e  p a s t 
s e ve r a l ye a rs ?  P l ea s e  e l a bo ra t e : 

you r n ame 

you r pos i t i on 

you r news p a p e r 

May you r n ame b e  u s e d  w i t h  you r comme n t s i n  a chap t e r  o n  P res s cov e r a g e  o f  U FO s 
be i ng p r e p a red fo r i n c l u s i on i n  t h e  U n i ve r s i t y ' s  f i n a l  repo r t ? 

yes no 

Wou l d  you r p re fe r  b e i n g con t a c t e d  f i rs t  re g a r d i ng t he use of a n y  s pe c i f i c  co�e n t 7  

yes no 

Th a n k  y ou fo r you r  coope ra t i on e. 



Instructions for Coding Data from UFO News Items 
Selected from Air F�rce and NICAP Microfilm 

Files for the Years 1947-19 6 6  

COLUMNS 1 through 4 will identify individual clippings as to 
number in the analysis . Items will be ntmlbered consecutively from 
0 0 0 1 . 

312 

COLUMN 5 will indicate the source of the i tern by an identifying 
letter : N-NICAP , B-Bloecher , A-Ai.:r Force and , if needed , F-FATE maga­
zine , L-Files of JW1e Larson , M-MacDougall and S-Strentz . 

COLUMNS 6 through 15 will show the name of the city in which 
the newspaper is published .. If the name is shorter than 10 letters , 
the name will be right-justified , i .. e .  , F R E S N 0 .  If the 
name is longer than 10 letters vowels will-be elim:ina.ted W1til there 
are 10 characters , i . e .  , SLT LK CIY .  

COLUMNS 1 6  through 2 1  will show the name o f  the newspaper .. If 
the name is les s  than six-characters long , it will be right-justified , 
i . e .  , TIMES . If it is longer than six characters it will be abbre-
viated-and recoros will be kept to make abbreviations consistent , i . e. , 
OREG!'!!'-T for OR...l='GONI..I\.1\f , DSPTCH for DISPATCH , BULLTN for BULLETIN . 

COLUMNS 2 2  through 27 will show the circulation for the news­
paper of publication . The daily , non-Sunday , circulation will be 
recorded as shown in the Editor & Publisher Yearbook of the year of 
publication .. If less than six figures , the circulation will be right­
justified . 

COWMNS 2 8  through 3 3  will show the date the item was published . 
Columns 2 8  and 29 will show the month , 01-12 ; Columns 3 0  and 31 will 
show the day , 0 1-31 ; and Columns 3 2  and 3 3  will show the year ,  47-67 .  

COLUMNS 34 and 3 5 will show the region and state of "b�e news­
paper of publication . The first digit indicates the region ; the 
second the state . 

New England 
11 Cormecticut 
12 Maine 
13 Massachusetts 
14 New Hampshire 
1 5  Rhode Island 
16 Vermont 
Middle Atlantic 
2 1  Delaware 
2 2  New Jersey 
23 New York 
2 4  Pennsylvania 

East North Central 
3 1  Illinois 
3 2  Indiana 
3 3  Michigan 
3 4 Ohio 
3 5 �lis cons in 
West North Central 
41 Iowa 
4 2  Kansas 
43 Minnesota 
44 Missouri 
4 5  Nebraska 

46 North Dakota 
47 South Dakota 
South 
51 Alabama 
5 2  Arkansas 
53 Florida 
54 Georgia 
5 5  Louisiana 
5 6  Miss issippi 
57 North Carolina 
5 8  South Carolina 
5 9  Texas 

5 0  Virginia 
Border States · 

6 1  Kentucky 
6 2  Maryland 
6 3  Oklahoma 
64 Tennessee 
6 5 �·!ashington DC .  
6 6  West Virginia , .  



Mountain States 
71  Arizona 
7 2  Colorado 
73  Idaho 
71+ Hontana 
7 5  Nevada 
7 6  New Mexico 
77 Utah 
7 8 \-Jyoming 

West 
8 1  Alaska 
8 2  California 
8 3  Hawaii 
8 4  Oregon 
8 5 �lashington 

COLUMN 3 6  will indicate the period of publication in this 
fashion : 1 .  1947-19 56 ; 2 .  19 57-19 6 6 . 

COLUMN 3 7  will indicate the period of publication in this 
Fashion : l o  1947-19 50 , 2 .  19 51-19 54 , 3 .  195 5-58 , 4 .  19 59-6 2 and 
S o  1963-67 o 

COLUMN 3 8  will indicate the region in which the newspaper 
is published ; thus it will be the same figure as recoroed in Coltmm 34 . 

COLUMN 3 9  will indicate the nature of the ne'.-JSpaper as recorded 
in the Editor & Publisher Yearbook used for circulation data .. The 
nature of the paper will be recoroed this way : 1 .  Daily Morning , 
2 .  Daily Afternoon or Evening , 3 .  Both 1 .  and 2 . , and 4 .  Heekly . 

COLUMN 40 will .indicate the dateline of the i tern ana.lyzed 
this way : 

1 .  There was no dateline ; the story apparently was of local origin . 
2 .  The dateline is of another city or area within the state . 
3 .. The dateline is of another state within the same region of 

the paper of publication or of a border state not within the 
region . 

4 .. · The dateline is of another state not within the same region and 
not a border state ; there is no dateline on a UFO story of out­
of-state origin , sucll as a general wire-service national wrapup 
story . 

5 • The dateline is of another nation . 

COLUMN 41 will indicate the news agency which wrote the UFO 
item : 

1 .  There is no indication of any of the below or. there is indica­
tion the item was written by an employee of the paper of publi..: 
cation . 

2 .  The story carries the name or logotype of the Associated 
Press (AP) 

3 • The story carries the name or logotype of the United Press ( IP ) 
I+ .  The story carries the name or logotype of International Ne�-1s 

Service (INS )  
5 .  The story carries the name or logotype of United Press Inter­

national (UPI ) 
6 .  The story is a combination of any of the above . 
7 .  The story carries the name of a news service other than those 

above . 
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COLLR1N 4 2  rtJill indicate the nature of the byline . 
1 .  There is no by line . 
2 . The by line lists cnl y the reporter ' s  ncme or identifies him as 

an employee of the newspaper or wire se--rvice . 
3 .  The byline indicates the reporter is a science or aviation 

writer/editor . 
4 .  The by line indicates the story is by a person who saw a LTO 

or is ''as told to" the newspaper or a reporter . 
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5 . The story is by a newsman who saw the UFO ,reported in the story • .  

6 .  The by line is suggestive of a humorous or feature approach 
such as identifying the writer as "Space Cadet , " or "Outerspace 
Correspondent .. " 

COLUMN 43--Nature of the Item Analyzed 
1 .  It is a news or news-feature item. That is , as generally ac­

cepted , it is timely coverage of an event dealing with the 
report or investigation of a UFO or commentary upon the UFO 
phenanenon in general and appearing on the news pages of a 
paper with a headline and byline or news agency listed or 

2 .. 

3 .  

· implicit . Not meant to include any category defined beloo 
or any item that uses UFO or "saucer" tenninology with regard 
to such topics . as beauty contests , fashions or sports . 
It is an editorial . That is ,  as generally accepted , those 
i terns labeled as editorials , or the signed or unsigned opinion 
offered in the space the newspaper sets aside for comments on 
current events and dealing wit� tl-J.e UFO phenomenon .  Not meant 
to include other items defined in this category nor comments 
made while dealing with irrelevant topics , such as "Mayor 
Smith ' s  budget is .whirling around city hall like a flying saucer. "  
It is a column or opinion piece . That is , as generally ac­
cepted , those sic,aned and/ or regularly featured humorous or 
ccmnentary i terns , other than editorials , attributed to specific 
writer( s )  and understood to be primarily his personal views . 
This category would include question� or inquiring-photo­
grapher items in which the subj ect is UFOs and the initiating 
source of the discussion is the ne-..;sman or newspaper . 

4 .  It is a letter to the editor . That is , as generally accepted , 
those items generally printed in a regularly designated section 
for items addressed to the editor or the newspaper and submitted 
over the signature of an individual or group . This category 
V-X)uld include question and answer i terns where readers seek 
information or initiate action leading to the publication of 
the item. 

5 .  It is a review of a movie or book .  ��t is , as generally 
accepted , those comments upon current books or movies dealL�g 
with the UFO phenomenon . 

COUJMN 44--The nature of the UFO 
1 .  The item deals with or mentions only one specific ·UFO report 

as best determined by time , date , location a�d description . 
There may be more than one �·Titness , but the obj ect reported 
is the same or is said to be so . 



2 .  The i tern deals with or mentions more than one specific UFO 
report , but all reports are identified with regard to location 
and date , description or identity of those involved . 

3 ..  The i te'11 deals with or mentions specific report ( s )  as in 1 .  
and 2 . , but also includes references to other unspecific 
sightings supposedly occuring at about the same time or seen 
previous! y in the current area of reports .. 

4 .  There may or may not be reports listed or mentioned by date , 
location and description , but the item deals primarily or 
exclusively with general and current reports of people seeing 
or reporting UFOs . 

5 .. While the item may include UFO reports as described in any 
of the above , its emphasis is upon a historical discussion of 
the phencmenon , or related phenomena , or upon a review of the 
pros and cons of the existence of flying saucers . 

COllJMNS 45 through 68 will indicate what sources (those who 
are not witnesses to a UFO sighting) are quoted by the press as to 
their knowledge of UFO reports in particular or the UFO phenomenon 
in general and what witnesses are reported by the press to have seen 
UFOs . The sources and witnesses are divided into nine occupational 
groups and these groups are classified as to their relative expertise 
in commenting upon the UFO phenomenon . The purpose of this analysis 
is to determine (1)  what sources newsmen rely upon for data on UFOs 
and ( 2) according to the press , who are the people who see UFOs . 

The occupational groups are these : 

1 )  UFO nNESI'IGATORS--Officials of Project Blue Book ,  tmny 
Air Force and Air Force UFO investigators , Dr. J .  Allen Hynek, William 
Powers , and others associated directly with the Air Force UFO investi­
gation. 

2 )  MEMBERS AND SPOKESMEN OR NICAP A"'D RElATED ORGAN'IZATIONS 
SUCH AS APRO (Aerial Phenomena Research Organization) 

3 )  THOSE IN FIELDS ASSOCIATED WITH AERIAL PHENOMENA--Pilots , 
former pilots , military pilots , balloonists ,  navigators , radar opera­
tors , airport control tower operators , men of the Federal Aviation 
Agency or Civil Aeronautics Board ,  the Air Defense Corranand ,  pilots 
looking fer UFOs . 

4 )  THOSE WITH TECHNICAL ·coMPETENCE--Astroncmers , meteorologists , 
physicists , chemists and others in the physical and life sciences ; 
psycholcgists , sociologists and others in the behavioral sciences . 

5 )  OFFICIALS-Public Officials ,  appointed or elected , and 
military officers not directly connected with the UFO inquiry . 

, 

6 )  NUIISMEN--Radio , television and print journalists , including 
their COJ"l'T.1e..'1ts as found in editorials , columns , reviews or as quoted 
by other ne'.Nsmen or in telling of their own UFO experiences .  

i· l I !  [ i  I' ! ; : I I !  ! t  i !  



7 )  IA�·J ENFORCEMENT-- City , county , township or state police , 
security guards , civil defense ,  ground observer corps . 

8 )  O'IRE.RS--Cornmen�s attributed to individuals identified bv 
rGme or cccupaticn and addres s  but not clas s ifiable under any of the 
above-categories . 

9 )  ANONYHOUS--Corrnnents attributed to anonymous or virtually 
anonymous sources such as a man �  a woman , tt .. ;o brothers , several 'Feople , 
someone who would not give his name . Record only when ANONY!10US is 
only witness or source or refused to give name but was s till quoted . 

The occupational categories were devised , in part ,  in consul­
tation with several members of the UFO Proj ect at the University of 
Colorado . For further analysis the occupational categories were clas­
sified into three groups based upon relative expertise to comment 
upon the UFO phenomenon . 

The first group , those considered relativel� "expert" to 
ccmnent upon the UFO phenomenon , comprised (1)  UFO mvestigators , 
( 2 )  members · and spokesmen of NICA.P , APRO and related organizations , 
( 3 )  those in occupations associated with aerial phenomena and ( 4 )  
t.'1ose with technical co.'Ilpetence in the physical , life and behavioral 
sciences . The second group , those whose occupations may involve 
them with UFOs but who have no apparent training or particular skills 
to study UFO phenomena. , comprised ( 5 ) public and military officials , 
( 6 )  newsmen and ( 7 )  law eri.forcement and security employees . The 
th.i:ro group of ( 8 )  others and ( 9 )  anonymous includes those not clas­
sified in the first two groups . 

News-item re£erences to occupational categories will be coded 
twice . One entry will be made in one of the nine occupational cate­
gories , and one entry will be made in one of the three groups dis­
cussed in the preceding paragraph . 

The coding will take two forms . Within the occupational 
category , the coding will show whether the source ( s ) or witness ( es ) 
made corrments in support of or hostile to the exis tence of flying 
saucers . � Within the "expertise" group , the coding will only indicate 
whether or not that particular group appeared in the item analyzed . 

Corrments in the occupational categories t--rill be clas sified 
in one of three ways : 

1 .  Those comments considered to supfort , advocate er encorse 
the interpretation that UFOs are real obj ects , poss ibly extraterres ­
trial , pos sibly secret wea?Qns from our nation or another , or at least 
not understandable in light of present known technology . That LS ,  
the obj ect seen was a flying saucer or was called a flying saucer 
because it escaped other classification ; it was not a hoax or misin­
terpretation of �an-made or natural obj ects ; the Air Force is deceivL� 
the nation about the truth behL1d UFCs ; UFOs are spaceships : the earth 
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is under surveilance by a superior .intelligence ; the obj ect performed 
in ways impossible for any kncwn aircraft or material ; the unknown 
obj ect was tracked on radar and/or clearly was not a result of known 
atmospheric or meteorological phenomena ; thousands of people have 
seen UFOs unidentifiable as anything natural or known to earth ; there 
was a physical evidence of the UFO sighting ; the obj ect landed ; there 
is a denial of a statement listed under 3 • 

2 .  Those corrments considered neither. supportive of nor an­
tagonistic to the comments in 1 . , but primarily neutral or na_�ative 

J ..J.... I 

in dealing with the UFO phenomenon in general or a report in particular .. 

That is something is seen when people see UFOs but it is not known 
what ; the Air Force is investigating ; the UFO subj ect may be interesting 
regardless of whether UFOs are real ; it is not clear what happened 
during a particular sighting , but it is being checked ; radar was not 
in operation ; it is not sure whether the incident could be explained 
as the result of natural causes ; supposed evidence is being studied . 
Results of the investigation will not be known for a while . Others 
looked for the supposed UFO but did not see it ; the witness says 
"I 'm not saying it was a flying saucer , but it was sanething strange" 
or a similar ccmnent .. 

3 .. 'Those comments considered to be opposed to , cirtical of or 
hostile towaro the interpretations offered under 1 .  , or those comnents 
which interpret the UFO phenanenon as resulting fran the misinterpre­
tation of known phenanena . That is , the UFO reported was Venus , an 
airplane , a searehlight or a hoax ;  the Air Force has investigated UFOs 
and found no substance forclaims they are extraterrestrial or a threat 
to the national security ; UFOs are products of mass hysteria or halluci­
nation ; it will all go away_ in time ; a UFO report is explainable as 
a temperature inversion or other meteorological event . UFO reports 
cannot be substantiated . 

Only one response will be coded under each occupational item­
even if more than one member of the cccupational category is quoted 
or the one quoted makes several coninents . The procedures for coding 
will be : 

Code as 1 if the caranent ( s )  are supportive of UFOs as explained 
above . 

Code as 2 if the conments are both supportive and neutral as 
explained above . 

Code as 3 if the corrrnents are neutral or narrative as explain� 
above , or supportive , neutral and hostile as explained above , or 
supportive and hostile . 

Code as 4 if the comments are both hostile and neutral as ex­
plained above . 

Code as 5 if the comnent ( s )  are hostile as explained above . 

Also , only one response will be coded on the expert-non-expert 
continuum .. The particular group will either be coded as 1 (present) 
or 2 (not present ) in the item . 
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COLUMNS 4 5 through 5 3  will inclica te the nature of conments 
from sources quoted by the press as to their knowledge of UFO reports 
i.."!. pa.�icular or the phenomenon in general o As explained above either 
no entry will be made in a column or the e..'1try rt�ill be 1 , 2 ' 3 ' 4 
er 5 .  

COUJMN 4 5  -� UFO INVESTIGATORS • 

COLUMN 4 6  -- MEMBERS AL'ID SPOKESMEN OF �JICAP , APRO 
COUJMN 4 7 - FIELDS ASSOCIATED �·li'I'H AERLA.L PHENOMENA 
COIJJMN 48 -- TEaiNIC.!.L C01·IPE..:.'STCE 
COLUMN 4 9  -- OFFICIALS 
COLUMN 50 - NE"WSMEN 
COLUMN 51 - LAW ENFORCEMENT 
COill1N 5 2  - OTHERS 
COUJMN 5 3  -- ANONYMOUS 

COLUMNS 54 through 6 2  will indicate the nat'tl.re of canments 
fran witnesses to UFO sightings as quoted in the press o A.s explained 
above either no entry will be made or the entry will be 1 ,  2 ,  3 ,  4 ,  
or 5 .. 

COUJMN 54 -- UFO rnvESTIGATORS 
COUJMN 5 5  - MEMBERS AND SPOKESMEN OR NICAP , APRO 
COUJMN 5 6  -- FIELDS ASSOCL\TID WITH AERIAL PHENOMENA 
COUJMN 57 - TECHNICAL COMP£1'£.NCE 
COUJMN 5 8  - OFFICIALS 
COUJMN 59 -- NE'"NSMEN 
COLUMN 6 0  -- LAtv DfFORCE1ENT 
COUJMN 61 - OTHERS 
COLUMNS 6 2  -- ANONYMOUS 

COLUMNS 6 3  through 6 5  will indicate what sotJI."�Ces are quoted in 
the item with regard to degree of "expertise . " 

COUJMN 6 3 1 - Yes , a response is recorded in colt.m1I'l5 45 through 
48 

2 - No , no response is recorded in columns 4 5 through 
48 

COLUMN 64 1 - Yes , a response is recoreed i.:1 col\X!li'ls 4 9 through 
51 

2 - No , no response is recorded in columns 49 tl"ux)ugh 
51 

COUJMN 65 1 - Yes , a response is recorded in columns 5 2  through 
5 3  

2 - No , no response is ::-ecor<!ed ii"l colUJT.ns 5 2  th..vocug.1. 
53 

COUJMNS 6 6  tlm::>ugh 68  will indicate what witnesses are quoted 
in the item with regard to degree of "expertise . " 

COLUMN 6 6  1 - Yes , a response is recorded in columns 54 through 
5 7  



2 - No , no response is recorded in columns 54 through 
57 

COill1N 6 7  1 - Yes , a response is recorded in columns 58 through 
60  

2 - No , no response is recorded in columns 58  through 
6 0  

COLlJ1-� 6 9  1 - Yes , a res�onse is recorded in colt.l!l'nS 6 1  through 
6 2  

2 - No , no response is recorded in columns 6 1  through 
6 2  

COUJMN 69 will indicate the number of witnesses stated as 
seeing the UFO(s ) mentioned in the story . Add witnesses for all 
sightings mentioned .. 

1 - One 
2 - Two-Five or a few "observers , "  "sane" 
3 - Six-Ten or several or a number 
4 - More than Ten or dozens 
5 - Scores , hundreds , thousands 

COIU1N 70 will indicate whether the item contains statements 
that m.ig.'1t te.,.'"ld to e.1"').courage a person to report a UFO . 

1 - Yes the · item a .  indicates that persons who see UFOs should 
report them· or suggests they are to be 
respected for . speaking their minds • 

b .  indicates that the UFO problem may merit 
serious study and there may be scientific 
rewards .  

or c .  indicates that persons reported UFOs be­
cause they read of other sightings and 
wanted to corroborate them or thought of 
sightings in a n�..r light after reading of 
others . 

2 - No the i tern contains none of the above . 

COilJMN 71 will indicate whether the item contains st�tements 
that might tend to discourage a person fran reporting a UFO . Cede 
in this fashion : 

1 .  Yes , · the item a .  suggests t;lat persons who see or report 
UFOs can be conside...�d gullible , untrust­
worthy , drunk, unstable,, out of tcuc.'"l 
with reality, hoaxsters , addicted to UFOs 
or have other characteristics that may 
make them see fit subj ects for ridicule . 

b .  mentions physical , personal or pro�erty 
damage a person suffered after makL,g 



public a report of a UFO s ighting . 
c .  includes or refers to corrrnents that an 

individual once havi.""lg seen a UFO says 
that if he had it to do over again he 
"NOuld never report a l TF0 • 

or d .  mentions person( s )  refusing to be identi­
fied as having reported a uTO .. 

2 • No , the i te.rn contains none of the above . 
COLUMNS 7 2 , 7 3  and 7 4  will indicate the circulation ranges 

3 2 0  

of the newspapers publishing the UFO i terns . Every newspaper ' s  circula­
tion will be recorded· in each of the three columns in this fashion : 

COUJMN 7 2 : Code 1 if circulation is less than 4 0 , 00 0  
Code 2 if circulation is more than 40 , 00 0  

COWMN 7 3 : Code 1 if c�tion is less than · 2 0 , 00 0  
Code 2 if circulation is rwre than 2 0 , 00 0  less 

than 100 , 00 0  
Code 3 if cL-rculation is more than 100 , 000  

COLUMN 74 : Code 1 if circulation is less than 10? 000  
Code 2 if circulation is from 10- to 2 5 , 00 0  
Code 3 if circulation i s  from 2 5- to 60 , 0 00 
Code 4 if �circulation is from 60- 200 , 00 0  
Code 5 if circulation is more than 2 0 0 , 000  

These. circuia.tion categories were determined after the entire 
sample was drawn .. 

· 

Reliability of Data Codes from UFO News Items 
Selected from Air Force and NICAP Microfilm 

Files for the Years 1947 -19 66 

Three procedures were followed to assure confidence in t�e 
reliabi 1 i ty  o f  the date recorded from UFO news items : ( 1 )  About 2 0  
i te.'IlS were selected at random and coded prior to coding i terns to be 
included in the sample : this familiarized me with coding procedures 
and suggested adjustments and clarifications to be made in the instruc-­
tions ; ( 2 )  the · number of i terns coded during one day never exceeded 
4 0  to lessen the likelihood that fatigue or boredom would bias the 
data ; ( 3 )  throughout the co:iing , i terns were continually rechec."t::d 
for errors and inconsistencies . 

After the 5 11 i terns were coded , a test was ·
conducted on the 

consistency and accuracy of the coding . Beginning at an item chosen 
at random , every twenty-fifth ne-...rs ite'Il was receded . Twenty items 
were receded and t"1e r-esults were compared against those of the 
original coding . 
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The receding did not include the variables of the newspaper ' s 
name , date or time of publication and circulation size . It was thought 
that including such data would make t"J.e coding appear more accurate 
than it may have been . The data which were receded were the period 
of publication , da tel.L"l.e , '!)ylir.e , nE:T.N'S agency i.T'lvol ved , occupa tiona.l 
categories and expertise groups of sources and witnesses , comments 
attributed to sources and witnesses , and presence or absence of en­
couragement and discouragement factors . 

In receding these i terns , a total of 3 8 2 entries were made .. 
Of these , 13 , or 3 • 4 per cent , differed from the original entries . 

The differences did not cluster in any particular categarJ 
or area of analysis and were distributed evenly through the sample . 
Three occurred in items selected from the 1-125 gro.1p ; four :in itens 
selected from the 126-250 group·; three in the 2 51-376 �p ; three 
in the 376-500 group . 

The recoding showed that 96 . 6  per cent of the entries were 
the same as had been Iriade in the original coding and that there 
appeared to be no bias or enors in any one particular category or 
period of coding . 

· 

Considering the uses to which the data were put , the test 
results were satisfactory. 



Statement on Dexter and Hillsdale TJFO Si�htings 
by Dr .  J . .  �la� �mek , Scientific Consultant 

· to Proj ect Blue Book 
Detroit Press Club , Harch 2 5 , 19 6 6  

The �� Force has asked me to make a stataT.ent on my findings 
to �te . This I am !"lappy to eo , prcvided it is clearly I...!I".de!"'stocd 
that my statement will refer to the two principal events as reported 
to me : the event near Dexter , Mich .. , on March 2 0 , and a si-:ni.lar · one 
at Hillsdale , Mich . , on Marc..l-t 21 . It does not cover the htL""ldreds of 
unexplained reports as opposed to the thousands of explained cases 
1n:1de not only to Projec-t Blue Book ,  but those from other countries ; 
over the past several years , as described in recent books and articles . 
I have not investigated those-such as the one near Exeter , N .H .  and 
those in the western states last year , nor the puzzling foreign cases , 
such as that a"t Cuernavaca , Mexico , last fall . I have reccmnended. 
in my capacity as Scientific Consultant , that canpetent scientists 
quietly study such cases when evidence fran responsible people appears 
to warrant such study . There may be J'IU.lch of potential value to science 
in such events .. We know a very gr'eat deal Jn:)r'e about the physical 
world in 196 6 , than we did in 18 6 6 --but , by the same token , the people 
in the year 2 0 6 6  may regard us as very incanplete in our scientific 
knowledge . We must not iJ'l our has"te to have a.ns-w-e!"S , ce �C.e.ric..t-: 
Smiths . 

If then ,· it is understood I · am not making a blanket stat�t 
to cover the entire UFO phenanenon over the past 20  years in this and 
other countries , I am prepared to discuss the Dexter and Hillsdale 
sightings . 

Now , in adcli tion to these tvJo specific cases the..""e has been 
a flood of other reports from this area ,  both before and after last 
Sunday and Monday , and I could not possibly have had the time to 
investigate all of these . I have had time , however , to determine that 
in Hillsdale , over and above the sincere and honest reporting by the 
young ladies at Hillsdale College of a very puzzling sighting , certain 
young men have played pranks with flares . And , I have also deter.nir1ed 
that the pictures released yesterday to the press were taken on fA..a.rch 
17 , near Milan , Mich . , and have no reference whatever to the sightings 
of March 20 or 21st , and are without any question a time exposure 
of the rising crescent moon and the planet Venus . I emphasize that 
this a�lanaticn refers to those specific pictures and not to the two 
cases now in question . 

At long last now , the Dexter and Hillsda.le cases : ·  �ere are t'1e 
hard facts , the residue , the common denominator after sifting out as 
much of the subj ective , _  peripheral , and inconsistent s tate.T.ents as I 
have been able to do in this short time . 



The maj ority of observers in both cases re'fX)rted only lights-­
red , yellow and green , silent glowing lights , near the ground .. They 
have not described an obj ect . Even the only t:TNO observers who did 
describe an obj ect have stated that t�ey we_� no closer than 500 
yards--better tr.an a quarter of a mile away--a distance whic.lt does 
not allcw details to be detennined . Witnesses have described glowing 
lights--lights that seemed to move but never far from a definite 
locale , or which suddenly disappeared and popped up at another place . 
Na.� what was that locale in both instances ? In both cases , a swamp . 
In both cases the location of the glow was pin-pointed : iJ1 Dexter it 
was seen between two distant groups of people , and at Hillsdale it 
was seen in a swampy depression between the girls and distant �es . 
It was in both cases a very loca l i zed phenomenon . I think that this is 
a m:>st significant point .  

A dismaJ swamp is a most unlikely place for a visit from outer 
space!· It is not a place where a helicopter would hover for several 
hours ,  or where a soundless , secret device would likely be tested . 

Now what is a swamp? It is a place of rotting vegetation and 
of decanposition. Swamps are not the normal province of the astronaner ; 
he usually has his eyes trained towaro far loftier places-yet the futch 
astronomer , Minnaert ,  in his book ,  "Light and Calor ,  in The Open Air , "  
has this to say about swamps . He describes lights that have been seen 
in swamps by the astronomer Bess el and other excelle."'lt observe..""S . 
The lights , he says , resemble tiny flames , sanet:imes seen right on 
the gn::>U11d , sanetimes floating above it .. The flames go out in one 
place and suddenly appear in another , giving the illusion of rotion. 
The colors , he says , are sanetimes yellow, · sanetimes red and blue­
green . No heat is felt , and the lights' do not burn or char the 
ground .  They can appear for hours at a time and scmetimes for a whole 
night . Generally there is no smell , and usually no sound, except the 
IX'PPing soW"ld of little explosions , such as when a gas burner ignites • 

Where does the gas cane from , and what lights it? The rotting 
vegetation produces marsh gas Which can be trapped by ice and winter 
conditions • When a spring thaw occurs , the gas may be released in . 
sane quantity . 

The flame , Minnaert says , is a form of chemical luminescence 
and its low temperature is one of its peculiar features . Exactly how 
it occurs is not known and this in itself might be rr.ade a subj ect of 
an interesting study . 

The glowing lights on the swamp near Dexter and Hillseale 
were observed for � to three hours .. No sounds we..""'e hearo , except 
for popping sounds .. The lights were red , green or yellow and they 
appeared to move sideways , and to rise a short distance . ' I emphasize 
this would not be seen frequently--it is of a unique character . I 
have never seen it myself and I can eas ily understand the dismay of 
t�e vri. tnes ses Hho saw it and Hho s i..'1Ce!'ely cesc:-'ibed ,.,.,hat they sa'..r . 
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It seems likely that as the present spring thaws came the trapped 
gases CH4 , H2S ,  PH3 , resulting from decompos ition of organic materials 
t.•.lere released . The chemistry book by Sien.l(o c=tnd Plane has this to say : 
" In air ,  phosphine , PH3 , usually bursts into flame , appare..T1tly because 
it is ignited by a spontaneous oxidation of t�e impurity P2H4 • The 
will-o-the-wisp , sometimes observed in marshes , may be due to spcn­
taneous i.e:;-:ri. tion of i�pure P!-!3 , Hhich might be formed by reduction of 
naturally occurring phosphorous compounds . "  

Other scientists have poiJ1ted out to me tl"'�t �'1 s· .. ;aT.ps -:!"le 
formation of H2S and CH4 fran rotting vegetation is comr.on . These 
could be ignited by the spontaneous burning of the Phosphine , PH3 o 

It would seem to me that the association of the sightings with 
swamps , in these particular cases , is more than coincidence . No grx>up 
of witnesses observed any craft ccming to or going away from the swamps e 

'The gla..v was localized there ., Deputy Fi tzpa:trick described the glow 
as caning fran beyond a rise adj acent to the swamp , and visible through 
the trees . He stated that the lights brightened and dimned much as 
stage lights do-SiroOthly and slowly . The girls at Hillsdale described 
almost the identical thing .. This could have been due to the release 
of variable quantities of marsh gas � 

The disappearance of the light when people got close with flash­
lights or car lights , would indicate that the gla..v seemed bright only 
tO dark-adapted eyes . The night 'WC.S cark--t.."le_� H2.S �C �!1 . The 
Hillsdale girls kept their roans dark in oroer to see the lights in 
t�e swamp . 

I emphasize in conclusion that I cannot prove in a Court of 
Law that this is the full explanation of these sightings . It appears 
very likely , however , that the ccmbination of the conditions of this 
particular winter , an lU'lusually mild one in this area ,  and the particu­
lar weather conditions that night--there was little wind at either 
location--were such as to have produced this lU'lUSual and puzzling display . 
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