
It was scenes like this, over the North American terrain that led 
to Investigations similar to the government's Roberts~n panel. 
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the mystery of X-rays, shot out from earth and carrying 
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R 
' t' · · enough power to pass completely through an orbiting space 

/ •satellite: The tremendously powerful rays first appeared, 

e.. p· 0 • r , unheralded, late last October and cdntinued-to split the skies 
with a series of rapid bursts until they finally disappeared on 
January First. Even though these rays penetrated orbiting 
NASA satellites, they did no apparent damage, according t.o 

By Robert Barrow 

scientists who examined the strange event. The National 
Enquirer quoted MIT physics professor Dr. Walter Lewin as 
saying: " I have no explanation for them. I find it 
intriguing- just one more thing we don't understand ." A 
British scientist, Dr. Peter Willmore of Birmingham Uni­
versity, soys "seven of the X-ray bursts were observed over 
the South Atlantic and South Pacific, but we've been unable 
t.o definitely say wh~t they are." 
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By this time, so many articles have been written about 
the rights and wrongs (mostly wrongs) of the report on 
UFOs issued in secrecy by the Robertson Panel over two 
decades ago, that one would tend to believe all has been 
said ahout it. 

Not true . While examin ing a ll the apparent or supposed 
complexities of the CIA meeting in ques tion, many 
researchers have neglec_ted the s imple thi ngs, the basic 
human inadequacies which graced the "study." 

Take the panel scienti sts, for example. As Dr. J. Allen 
Hynek (former Air Force Chief UFO consultant and a 
non-participant at the Robertson mee tings ) said in h is book, 
The UFO Experience (Regnery, 1972), "Science is not 
always wha t scientists do ." 

When the Robertson Panel convened by arrangement of 
the CIA in 1953, sci"ence wasn't what scientists did . And 
now that much of the Panel 's report is avai lable to private 
UFO research, we know for sure that what the panel did 
do was c·reate a barrier that wou ld prevent a s incere 
official investigation of the anoma ly for years to come . 

Of course, looking at the s ituation in retrospect is easier 
than confronting it a t its inception . But s ince t he CIA saw 
tit to keep the report classi fied until recen tly, we never 
had an alternative . A review of the matter is particularly 
relevant s ince the Pa nel believed APRO and s imilar 
organizations should be considered "subversive." 

The main points of the report have been discussed in 
other publications-namely, the "education program," 
which provided for a crash training policy to "convi nce" 
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the public that UFOs are not real, etc., etc. My interest is 
to dissect both the semantics and the finer points of this 
discouraging 1953 document, keeping in mind that certain 
parts are still being censored by the CIA. However, we 
have to start somewhere, and it can only be assumed that 
what has not been released is at leas t equally absurd to 
what has been offerred so far. 

The most striking and recurrent idea throughout the 
text is the role-reversal and "cool" semantic confl ict 
between the scientists and the military's evidence a nd 
ideas. Whereas science is usually thought to be open­
minded and the military hard-nosed and unchangeable, 
the positions here ar e in direct opposition . For example , 
during a Thursday afternoon meeti ng in 1953, Brig. Gen. 
William M. Garland joins the conference. He openly 
suggests there should be grea ter use made of USAF 
intelligence officers for follow-up invest igations in the 
field, and they should be kept thoroughly informed. Gen. 
Garland adds that as many UFO reports as possible 
should be declassified, and that some increase in staffing 
for UFO report analysis was indicated (pps. 4-5) 

Gen: Garland's opinions seem to support the Air Force's 
early position of open-mindedness, while, on the other 
hand, the Panel of scientists agpear to ignore his sugges-
tions almost in total. , 

The Panel's negative view which, again, is opposed by a 
fa ir military outlook, is also evidenced by a meeting where 
Maj . (ret .) Dewey J. Fournet-possessing considerable 
military experience as a Project Officer for the official 
UFO investigation-is interviewed. Mr. Fournet showed 
the panel, step by step, how he . had eliminated various 
"known" and "probable" causes of sightirtgs, which re­
sulted in his belief that UFOs are of extra-terrestrial 
origin (pps. 10-11 ). I quote from the report: 

"Fournet's background as an aeronautical engineer and 
t echnica l intelligence offic~r (Project Officer , 
BLUEBOOK, for 15 months) could not be slighted." 

Then the Panel, having acknowledged Mr. Fournet's 
credentia ls, sets out to destroy his credence by following 
with a most inane, unscientific statement (italics are 
mine): 

"However, the panel could not accept any of the cases 
s ighted · by him because they were raw, unevaluated 
reports." 1 

The word "however" has a lways ~een a great prelimi­
nary as an image-annihila tor and is appropriately used 
here. The comment that the Panel "could not accept any" 
obviously serves as a dressed-up way of saying it would 
not accept a ny. reports. And why not? Because (another 
word that sounds like a reason in itselO .they were raw, 
unevaluated reports. So why didn't somebody get them 
evaluated? That makes more sense than just rejecting the 
evidence a t the snap of a finger. The Panel chose to 
di smiss Mr. Fournet with conjecture instead of investiga-



t ion. What unscientific thinking, and how dangerous to 
the nationa l 'security that the whole conference was 
supposed to deal with! • 

We see, therefore, that a most unfortunate error was 
committed when the Panel of scientists refused to consider 
some rather learned, detailed military opinions in 1953. 
Even more regrettable was the scientists' internal conflict 
over who-knows-more-about-what. 

On page 8 we read that "Foo Fighters" are under 
discussion. And then the predicament emerges. To hell 
with the UFO phenomenon itself, and instead the who­
knows-more syndrome takes over. Here, the report men­
tions two member scientists: 

"Both Robertson and Alvares had been concerned in the 
investigation of these phenomena, but David T. Griggs 
(Professor of Geophysics at the University of California at 
Los Angeles )· is believed to have been the most know­
ledgeable person on this subjec~." 

Because Mr. Griggs "is believed to" be the best informed 
on the phenomena, the concern of two apparently capable 
scientists is instantly nega~d. The CIA report conve­
niently seems to place a lot of emphasis on charging one or 
two scientists in several fields as experts and "the last 
word" in their respective areas\ But the lack of detail 
given any of the points discussed is appalling. 

A further example of who-knows-more is found later, 
where two unexplained cases are under review. Each 
involves the strange behavior of a cosmic ray counter 
during a UFO incident (the first invol es simultaneous 
visual contact with UFOs). The second case was dismissed 
by ~anel Member Dr. Alvares: 

"Circuit diagrams and records were available for the 
latter, and Dr. Alvares was able quickly to po int out that 
the recorded data were undoubtedly due to instrumental 
effects that would have been recognized as such by more 
experienced observers." (p. 19) 

In this section, the Panel is apparently so impressed 
with Dr. Alvares' conclusions on the second case, that they 
dismiss both cases, including the fi rst-which is alluded to 
in the text but is not explained in any way despite the 
mention of simultaneous visual-electronic contact. So, 
quite hastily: 

"The implication that radioactive effects were corre­
lated with unidentified flying objects in t hese two cases 
was, therefore, rejected by the Panel." 

The reference to radioactivity shows the Panel's concern 
with national security in the Atomic Age. But, in essence , 
the Panel is ignoring the sightings themselves. 

Earlier, I mentioned the topsy-turvy attitude of science 
vs the military during the meeting (closed vs open mind). 
Rarely in all of UFO history since 1947 is thi'S more 
obvious than in the analysis of the famous Tremonton, 
Utah film which shows a flight of several maneuvering 
"somethings." 

Although the U.S. Navy Photo Interpretation Laborat­
ory performed an exhaustive 1000 man-hours of study of 
some 1600 Kodachrome frames, the Navy's findings are 
dismissed as though they were the work of some elemen­
tary school science course. 

The Navy technicians reported that the objects in the 
film "were not birds, balloons or aircraft, were not 
refl~tions because there was no blinking while passing . 
through 60' of arc' and were, therefore, 'self-luminous.' " 
(p. 12) 

Overwhelming evidence that somet~ing unusual was 
photographed escaped the panel's attention. Why? Notice: 

'Whil.e the Panel 'Members were impressed by the 
evident enthusiasm, industry and extent of effort of the P. 
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I. L. team , they could not accept the conclu ions reached." 
(Italics are mine) • 

The Panel gave several reasons for this decision, few of 
which sound as if they received anywhere near the 
consideration that the avy Lab had accredited the Utah 
film . The Panel admits ,there is a lack of data on the 
appearance of birds and balloons in sunlight, yet is 
perfectly willing to state "the apparent motions, sizes and 
brightnesses of the objects were considered strongly to 
suggest birds," especially after viewing a 1'}0vie of seagulls 
in bright sunlight. (p. 12) 

Later in the report, the Panel conceeds: • 

"In investigating significant cases (such as the Tremon­
ton, Utah, sight ing) controlled experiments might be 
required. An example would be the photographing of 
'pillow balloons' at different distances under similar 
weather conditions at the site ." (pps. 22-23) 

The result of this action would be to supply the 
government with a library of balloon films with which to 
compare films of purported UFOs. The impact is obvious 
("Sec?" the go,;ernment could say. "The object on your film 
looksjust like a ba lloon on our ." So it m ust be a balloon.). 

In making reference to another famous film the Panel is 
possibly unce rta in of i t s own opinion , yet is a lso 
headstrong on convincing the reader: 

"Object in the Grea t Falls case were believed to have 
probably been aircraft ... " (Italics mine) (p. 13) 

The combination of words is shaky enough to cause 
great doubt. "Bel ieved to have" and "probably" j ust don't 
come across as a concrete , scientifically accurate finding! 

The scientists also saw "no valid reason for the at tempt 
(by the Navy Lab) to relate the objects in the Tremonton 
sighting to those in the Great Falls sighting." (p. 13). Well, 
why no t? What was wrong with compa ring them? 
Wouldn't a comparison of t he fi lms have added, rather 
than detracted, from scientific value? 

Last, concerning the fil ms, in section "j", the Panel uses 
a lack of knowledge about the Kodachrqme film's sensitiv:­
ity to light as a reasqn to reject the film out of hand. 

At this point, we focus on a statement by Panel Member 
Dr. Thornton Page, a UFO skeptic of long standing: 

"Dr. Page noted that present astronomical knowledge of 
the solar system makes the existence of intelligent beings 
(as we know the term) elsewhere than on earth extremely 
unlikely, and th~ concentration of their attention by any 
controllable means confined to any one continent of the 
earth quite preposterous." (p. 11) 

The logic of this opinion is self-explan~tory, and further 
comment would serve no purpose. I might take the liberty, 
however, of just reiterating the last two words in the above 
quote, as they do apply. "Quite preposterous." 

As a sidelight, it is ihteresting to note that one Panel 
Member, Dr. Berkner, was present at only three of the 
eight meetings. Aside from any conjecture of how this 

. lengthy absence could contribute positively to the Panel's 
work, imagine the final grade that one of the good Dr's 

_ students would get by attending only 37½% of his classes! 
But, lest we forget, the eminence of the Robertson 

Report was supposed to be national security. And no· 
matter how poorly the Panel came by its reasoning, UFOs · 
did not exist. What did exist for them, as big as the 
universe itself, was a security problem, and on this matter 
they were vitally concerned. UFOs weren't real, but, much 
to 'their chargrin, UFO reports were all too real. ·The 
elimination of the latter was their goal. 

One certain statement, out of the entire report, real1J 
caught my attention during my initial reading of the 



Belgian sky phenomenon. Unidentified object pictured over Na• 
mur, Belgium, on June 5th, 1955 by Monsieur Francois Myldermans. 

document. It is this statement that promp~ d me to write 
thi paper. 

In 1953, a Panel of thinking individuals was either 
incredibly aware of what it was doing or incredulously 
naive. A captivating statement was made, dealing specifi­
cally with national security: 

''Th Panel noted that the general absence of Russian 
propaganda based on a subject with so many obvious 
possibilities for exploitation might indicate a possible 
Russian official policy." (p. 20) 

Did the Panel give the absence of an official Russian 
vi wpoint much thought? Did they, 22 years ago, consider 
that the Sovi ts might b havi ng as much intrigue with 
UFOs as we w re? And as much invest igation? And just 
what is meant by a Russian official policy? Jam willing to 
believe that this subj ct reciev d considerable scrutiny, 
much more than the r port indicat..es. It's just too incredi­
ble to believe the Russian viewpoi nt, potentia l or con­
firmed, was passed over and ignored as completely as the 
UFO question itself. • 

lf UFOs ar n't some type of mach inery produced on 
earth, as it would seem to date, may be that is just as well. 

If they were, no one would have known it in 19531 when 
enemy (equatable with "alien," unfortunately) hardware 
was judged real and existent only if it could be seen· and 
touched . . .. 

"The long delay in explaining a sighting tends to 
eliminate any intelligence value," states the Panel (p. 14): 
With this opinion, the Panel gave official consent to•quick, 
appallingly inaccurate, government UFO explanations for 
the years head. This effectively squelched almost any 
moves that might implement successful intelligence·oper-
ations relating to UFOs. , ; •. . 

One can only sigh and wonder what lies in the portions 
of the report still kept under wraps by the ClA. But .we can 
all look ahead to a more responsible UFO investigation'; 
conducted by the private researchers. Hopefully, -dri the 
interests of a meaningful UFO investigation, scien~·will 
be what scientists do. Forever and without fail. 

(The au.th.or, Robert Barrow a field investigator -f~r t~ 
A erial Phenomena Research Organization of f~son, • 
Arizona, has been a UFO researcher since 19'63: -He 
pre,9ently teachc,c; a non-credit UFO course at Onondaga 
Community College, Syracuse, New York) . • 
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Ledger, was a move by a Sc na co r on che 
Preparedness Committee co investigate 
the whole UFO si tuation - particula rly 
the AF operations and the question of 
censorship. (Some of the material in the 
Lester articles was supplied by NIC AP.) 

As chis bulletin goes to press, there 
are reports that Senator Lyndon Johnson, 
chairman of the Committee, may order 
open hearing s . ICAP is prepared to go 
into any such hea rin g s a nd prove the AF 
withholding policy . 

Even though hearings may not develop 
immediately, we believe this s ubject will 
break into the open in coming months . 
We urge members to ask their Congress· 
men's supp ore for such hearings. 

SHIP'S MASTER SEES 
OVAL-SHAPED UFO 

On Oct. 7, Joseph Gwooz, Maste r o f 
the S .S. Nantucket, a nd several passe n, 
gers spotted an oval-shaped UF O whic h 
first hovered over Na ntu cke t Is l a nd, 
Mass., then sped away . The Na ntuc~et 
Steamship Authority vesse l wa s moving 
out of the harbor whe n the s ighting 
occurred. 

Mr. Gwooz who had ne ver be fore 
seen a UFO, ~uoted fr om the sh ip ' s log 
in his report to NICAP: 

"Time 1455 (2:55 pm, EDST). E n­
trance Nantucket Channel. White out­
bound from Nantucket fo r Martha 's Vine­
ya rd, Woods Hole, and New_ Be_dford , 
sighted unknown object hovenng 1n th e 
sky, estimated height 8,00 0 to 10,_000 
feet, at an ang le of about _160°. Ob1 ect 
remained stationary for a mi nute or more, 
then shot up and away to the N. E_. a nd 
disappeared out of sight at a rapid ra t e 
of speed . Color of object grayish. Oval 
shape ." 

Included in his report was a sketch 
of the object showing th~ t the r!1tio of 
the major axis to the mino r axi s was 
about 2 1/2: 1 (or app roximate ly th e 
proportions of a footba ll . ) It • hove~ed 
almost directly overhead be fore w om1ng 
away. 

Other UFO sightings were re ported 
from Penasylvania and Connecticut on 
October 5-6. 

We shall be glad to have you send us 
li st of interested friends. Or we can 
a.end you NICAP membership forms and 
literature to distribute to interested per­
sons. 

Life Probable Through 
Space, Says Panel 

A far-reaching belief that living 
organisms exist in space, as we ll as on 
planets, wa s recently made pub!ic ~y 
prominent biologists at a syml;'os1Ufl\. 10 
Washi ng.ton, D. C . lo a panel d1scuss100 
a.Iranged by the Society for Iodusuial 
Microbiology, 1;cieocists agree~ th ~t 
so me micro-organisms can survive 10 
o uter space in spite of intense radiation 
from the sun and other celestial bodies. 

Suc h organisms , they said, may have 
produced similar forms of life (including 
our earth type) by their movement 
through space to various planet s . One 
metho d of transportation, they added , 
co ul d be by me teor s , which mi ghc have 
carried - and may be still carrying -
living organisms to the earth. 

It has been proved, said the panel, 
chat some spore s survive long trips very 
high in our atmosphere, though radiation 
there is much higher than on the earth's 
surface. Spores from Mexico, it was 
said have been discovered in Canada . 

This theory, presented by the panel 
to the Association for Advancement of 
Science , should cause a new evaluation 
of the suggestion that earth life "was 
brought here." If living organisms ca_n 
be carried from one plane t to another , 1c 
would elimi nate the frequent objec t ion 
chat no two races could po s sibl y evo lve 
similarly. If s uch organi s ms dri ft ed, or 
were otherwise tr ansported between two 
similar pl anets , then the chances of 
almost ident ical life dev eloping on the 
"receiving plane t" would p rob/ibl y be 
fai rl y good. 

By no means does chi s panel' s theor_Y 
indicat e cha t life thro ugho ut the u01· 
ver se would be the same. But it does 
pre sent a rea sona ble explana tion of ho w 
life lilce tha t on earth could exi s t else­
wh ere . 

National Security Council 
Evades UFO Question 

James H. Lay, Jr., Executive Secre­
tary of the National Security Council, 
has twice refused to tell NICAP whether 
the NSC has considered the UFO prob­
lem, though he denied that the C?u_ncil 
was c"onnected with any policy dec1s1on s 
on UFO information. Because of th e 
vital importance o( the problem, and the 
fa ct tha t the Central Intelligence Age nc y 
i s closely involved, it s e e ms logical 
chat the Na tional Sec urity Counc il mu s t 
pl ay a l eading role in s haping policy, 
a l so i n s umming up important de velop­
me nts for the White House . 

MEMBERSHIP CARDS COMING 
T he 1959 NiC AP me mbers hip card s 

will be sent wi th the ne xt publication 
wh ic h goes by envelope mail. There 
has been a delay c aused by the neces-

, sity to separat e the na me s of pai d mem­
bers from the na mes of press a nd net­
work representatives , etc., -who rece ive 
NIC AP publi ca t ion s but are not me mbers , 

RECENT SIGHTINGS 

BULLETIN 

A bright silver object arcing across 
the sky over the Republic; of Panama on 
January 23rd was tracked by United 
States radar stations, according to a 
report in the New York Ti~es •. !he 
object, which could not be 1dent1f1ed, 
was also reported seen by score s of 
persons in the Canal Zone and else­
where. A similar object was observed 
on January 8th in the same area. 

As Mars reached opposition on Nov. 
16 , and du ring che weeks followin g , 
speedy, highly maneuve rable UFOs were 
reported all across the country. _The 
objects, usually elliptical, somet1me s 
flew in formations of three or more. Two 
definite patterns were established during 
chis period: 

(1) glowing objects which separated 
into cwo or more maneuverable parts. 
(2) brilliant! y lighted slower-moving 
objects which gave off sparks or colo rful 
rays of l ight as they moved. As often 
reported in the past, the UFOs frequ_encly 
departed upwards at high speed. A digest 
of se lected reports follows: 

Nov. 12: Dahlgren, Ill. Two men 
d rivi ng ne a r 1'ah lg ren at abo_uc 6:3_0 pm 
spotted three oval-shaped 0~1ects ~ V­
formacion. Don M. Gorey f1rst noticed 
t hre e brillia nt ligh t s ho vering in the NE 
sky. Al e rting his companion, Gorey 
ro lled down the car windo w to make sure 
th e lights were not re fl ect io ns . As ~he 
me n wa tched , the objects bega n mov1ng 
s teadily cowa rd the WNW. In view for 
about 3 minutes , th e objects s howed a 
s lig ht orange coloration as they moved 
out of sight in the di stance . T he three 
objects, brighter and many times larger 
tha n the brightest star, moved in a tight 
formation. 

Nov. 17: Gainesville, Fla. An orange 
star-like UFO was reported in this area 
between 11:15 and 11 :30 pm. Two men, 
Sid Robertson and Ray McKinney, cold 
police the object moved straight up and 
disappeared . 

Nov. 25 : Old Saybrook, Conn . Some 
40 oblong reddish objects were . reported 
at about 9 :00 pm by a hotel caretaker, 
Kenneth Loeffel. Moving from north co 
south , the objec ts were scattered over a 
wide area. They were brighter than scars 
a nd one appeared to be la[8er than the 
rest. After about 5 minutes the UFOs 
disappeared into a cloud bank. 

Nov. 29: Sant a Cruz, Calif. Several 
people reported s ig hting a silvery-white 
elliptical object moving steadily . south­
east. As ochers gathered to watch, the 
UFO climbed and separated into t WO 
distinct discs which moved at high 
speed. Finally one disc s topped , then 
s hot straight up out of sight, while the 
other made a s h arp tum a nd disappea red 
to the west. 

Nov. 30: Cle ve land, Ohio . A former 
Na vy aircra ft identifica tion officer re­
ported sighting s i :x to e ight 111\identif.ia~e 
object s movi ng in a c re s ce nt formauon 10 

the s o uthwest s ky a t a bout 7:40 P111 • 

(continued on page 3) 
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$10URITY INFORMATION 

March 2 , 1953 

MZ!iOllANDUM ron HR . U .Y 

It seems to me that the enclosed IAC report on flying 
s aucers mi ght be of i nter est to Ur . c. D. ,Jackson. Its r ecommenda­
tions in pa ragraphs L-~ and b concern psychological matters, but 
provide no assurance that anybody wi. 11 do anything about them. 

It is reco~mended th~t you r equest CIA to send a copy 
to Mr . Jackso:-i c:nd that you route t his copy to Mr . Cutler with a 
note to the effect that a copy is being sent to Mr. Jackson. 

Respectfully, 

HUGib!;_IBY 
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. \ ,, ., 
~ ! 

DECIASSIFIED ~- f /2/f2. 

Auth0rity. 0,77 (T 2 Lf C(,/4- f!.t-"'/6'w.) 

17478 
1

• Di!Jt .. . NLE DATE ... ."./1/.¥.2:-- r-·Stt;htt 
,ato\! il l'fY -tiFUU:llAOl,M 

... 

,u1uqq J;)Mo4u;)S!3 ;)41 ll? P;)!do:,oio4d 
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iNim~wrxli'IED FLYING OBJEC'rs· 

JAN 171953 

ph~uO!Li.,',m.a wbi.1.-1• t1:t·0 a:.-d tributabLe to fc.,refgn artifact.:3 capable of hosti le 

3, 'L'i.tt! .Panel f'u.1' t he1· con,~lwle:s: 
• '-~..::r...:..=--,1 ... ~~ 

a . Tlwt t he cont.inuoo ein:phasis on the l"~JporU .ng of 

of th~ bod,y poli tie . 

r~porte , the dMger of being le.1:l by ~ontinued false a.l.w:-ms to ignore re&.l. 

-
OECLAS.51FJED 4 L 1 

s g C R E T I • • / ' t',-;-,... 
Authority {/A f4Vlfin, l~Zlt,Z;,} 
By ____ .(lJJJ:.. NLE DATE .. !.1.1./42: 
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f <:ir•cta l,d1:L.id the :phenomena, to t rain personnel to recognbe and reject 

t.:.:.la~ it'!d:i.e11tions quickly ti.nd effectively., and to strengthen regular 

che.nn~lu tot· the evaltU:1t:S.on of and prompt reaction to true indication.a 

of' hoe ti.le 1u2as,.ri'.·ee w 
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.9CIDl'£IFIC ADVISORY PANEL ON 

UNIDElfril'IED FLYIOO OBJ'EDTS 

14 - 17 January 1953 

'l'AB B· 

1,., Severrty-f'iv0 case histori es of aightinga 1951 - 1952 (aelectad by 
ATIC as those beat documented) o 

2., ATIC Status and Progr0m1 Reports of Projoot GRDOOE and Project 
BLUE BOOK (codo namop rm- ATIC Btudy of subjoot) 0 

:L Prograsa Reports of Project srctRK (code Mm$ for &ttelle ?-anorial. 
InatH;uto c ontr act wor k supporting ATIC) ~ 

l.,o Smr.mary Report of" Slghtinga o.t Holloman Air F01-ce Baat:J, Nw Maxi~oo 

5v Report of USA]' ReeeaT<:h Centers, Cambridgop Maaao, Im-estigation ct· · 
51Green Fireba.1111 Fhenomem (Projoo't TWT.N1CLE) ~ 

ho Outllno er Imreo-tigation of UoF IJOe 0s Propoae<.1 by Kirtland Air Faro3 
&oa {Projoot POUNCE) fol 

· , o Motion Pi.oturo :n1ma or aight.ingu at 'l'l-emr.>nton11 Utab9 2 July 1952 
and Great F',9.lla, }bnta.na, August 19!>0o 

fJ ,_, Summa:.cy Ropart. of 89 oolaotod eases of sightir,go ot various 
eatagories {Fonnationap Bl.inkir!g Lighto, Hrr·tat"ing" otoo)., 

9 ,. Draft of t:1n1rual a • How to ~hla a P1'YOBRP'f00 ~ JA"'8JX1red. at ATIC o 

J.O.> Chart Showing Plot of Googra.phie Location o.r Uu~lo.ined Slghtings 
1.n tho Un.1.t.~d S-tataa during 1952 ,, 

lL, Ch.art Si10wh1g Balloon launching Sitoa in tJ,o United Stateso 

12 ., Charts Showing Sal.ectod Actual Balloon FlJ.ght Paths and Relation 
to Raptrrlad Sight.ingstl 

13~ Cb.E.Lr-ts Shm.r1l1g F.raquenay of Reports of S:lghti.ngs, 1948 ~ 19520 

l.4.,, Charta ShCMlng Categories or Explanations or Sight,ings. 

15., KodL!Lchrome 1"r2U1Bparencies of Polyethylene Film Balloons in Bright 
Sunlight Shooing High Ratl.ectivityo 

.... 
:l-.E-0-R,. E ·T ·" 
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AJeiqq J~Moqu~t/(4~:-Jfio:,oio4d 
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19 QI Sa.mpla Polyathyl e:no 18 Pillow" Balloon (51 .. inchea oquare). 

20a a;VariatioIW in Ila&.n- Covarage-11
8 JANP 101 (thm!Al illustrating l.UllJBWU. 

operating ehal•actm"istioa of Service radar) ~ 

2le Misoellanacua otfieisJ. letters and foreign intelllgenoe reporta 
oeel1ng "11th subJoot .. 

220 C<,pioa of popular rubli~had works dwBnc vit.h subject (artiolea 
1D perlcdicale, ntn1upo.per cllppingu and books)., 

.Sl0R89 
-. Senurit,:, ,Infotm~!bft'·• 
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(:T~-~l!:T -~-, ut:t~~:r.r 
Security Jnf.Lu:.i:naiioo 

CENTRAL INTELL IGENCE AGENCY 

WASHINGTON 25, D . C . 

12 March 1953 

Mr. James s. Lay 
Execut ive Secre tary 
Na t i onal Security Council 
3O2-A Executive Office Buil ding 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Lay : 

Mr . Robert Amory, Jr., Assistant Deputy Director/Intelli­
gence, has asked me t o forward to you for your information the 
enclosed report "Report of the Scientific Panel on Unidentified 
Flying Objects ", dated January 17, 1953. 

This report was prepared by a panel convened in January 
1953 at the direction of the former Director of Central Intelli­
gence, General Walter B. Smith, with the concurrence of the 
Intelligence Advisory Committee. 

Copies are being transmitted to the Secretary of Defense; 
the Director, Federal Civil Defense Administration; and the 
Chairman, National Security Resources Board. 

-

Sincerely yours, 

/2.JJ~ -~~ 
RICHARD D. DRAIN 

Secretary 
Intelligence Advisory Committee 

'. 

~BREr 
Sec u rity-J~~tolf 

DfO.AS.Sffll:Q ~ q /th~ 
Authority QO] ll 14 C t,4: 6<nrrv 
n., ... /2(11.f.. . NLE DATE .. ~io/ff-2:: 
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From: 12 
Mr. Souers ----
Mr. La.y 

t Mr. Gleason 

Mr. Farley 

Mr . Coyne ~ ___;__ 
~ -

Mr. Johnso ____ 

Mr. Boggs ----. 

Miss Nicalo ----
Miss Holtzscheiter 

Miss Chaffin 
,,. 

v1tiss Kempel (File) 

lnitial 

Comments: Dick Drain advises that this is 
s imply for our information. We of course 
already have a copy, but Mr. Amory asked him 
to send us one at t same time he asked for ;· 
one for,....G-~. Jacks in response to your_ 1..../ 
telephonic reques to Mr. Amory.Jt;_, ~ r~ 
~ . , . . RHJ . 

' 

Photocopied at the Eisenhower Library 


