25 Joffre Street,
Dartmouth, Nova Bootia.

23 August, 1954,

Dear Mr. Adamski:

I have recently finished reading the book "Flying
Saucers Have Landed", written by you.

Studying reports of flying saucers and the possibility
of their aotual existence, and their origin, has been a
hobby of mine since 1947. To set the record straight to
start with, I firmly believe, after much study, that they
do come from outer space. I admit that at first I was quite
skeptical of the whole business, It was simply study of the
faots that foroced me to changs my mind on this matter.

Before proceeding further, I wish it to be understood
that I do have a falr knowledge of what I am talking about,
a8 I was a Navy pilot for several years (eand still am a Naval
Officer), and have some knowledge of astronomy end physics.

I doa't doubt that flying sauocers have landed, but you
have not convinced me that you actually saw one land., I have
noted several points throughout your story which I would very
much appreciate having clarified by you.

Point No. 1. You tell us that you have made many
"expeditions” in hopes of seeing a saucer land, and you
mention all your careful planning, and the gear you took
along in order to be prepared for any eventuality. In
this partiocular case, your sole object evideantly was to
see a saucer land, at very close range, take photographs,
and meet the occupants, if possible. You were ocareful to
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have witnesses. You wers also careful that they d4id not
approaoch too closely, for fear the eparoe visitors might be
frightened away, You, therefore, left your witnesses

between a half mile and a mile away. I repeat, your sole
objeat was close r e observation (to establish a contact).
Tharefore, Why in tﬁo world did you need the 6" telescops?
Surely 1t would have been more logiocal to leave the telescope
with your witnesses who were so far away from you and yet

were expected to watoh every detall whichi might occur. All

you would need, it wppears, uuder the ciroumstences as outlined,
would be your camers, and possibly & pair of binoculars to
watoh the saucer land and teke off, This does not strike me

as being very careful plenning, especially wnen you went 80

far as Lo equip your group with suck things as plaster of paris
for footprints. You stated on page 191 thet you wanted your
witnesses to "watoh closely for anything that might take place”.
Certalnly, under circumstances of sSuch tremendous importance,
you wouid want your witnessee to see clozely every detail. .
I felt that you, fully expeoting olose range observation, had
no nwed for your 6" teclescope.

Polnt No. 2. On page 193, second last paregraph, you
"decided to take & couple more pictures with the Brownle
Just to show the gensral terrain in this section in case
ny space oraft pictures turned out well.”

An earth-shuking event llke the landing of a space
ship from another plenet, ari you use your film for scenery!
Surely you would have uced every available film for plotures
of the space ship, especislly as you admit you did not know
whether they would turn out. You could nave taken scenio
hotographs after departure of the saucer, aor lacking any more
?ilm, could have returned later.

roint No. 3. You neglested to explain, or even offer
suggestions as to how the Venus man menaged to breathe in
our atmosphere. Our sclentists tell us that Venusian atmos-
phere 18 not like our own, in faoct that we ocould not survive
on Venus without our own atmosphere. This may or may not be
correot as otir soientists have often been proved wrong and have




-3 -

had "to eat their own words.” I believe that it could be

possible for a race far advanced over us to survive in our
atmosphere even if it is different from their own, by one

method or another, but as it 1s ocommon bellef among almost
everyone that Venusian atmosphere differs from ours and that a
person native to one ocannot live in the other without arti-

fioclal aids, I feel that you overlooked a major point by not offer=-
ing some sort of explanation for this, in spite of your comments
on page 215 oconocerning this matter.

Point No., 4. I belleve in mental telepathy. 1 have seen
it, that i1s, seen its results. Therefore, I believe that you.
and your Venusian man ocould have communicated with each other
by tais means even though you did not understand each others
language beocause as you sald, you used "thought pictures"”
rather than words. Howevar, how did the Venusiesn know where
you lived in order to return your photographic plate by "special
delivery air mall" so to speak. You did not explain this in
the book. I have my own ideas how the Venusian might have
kKnown, but this is another point whioch should have been given
same explanation. '

Point No. 5. Or page 212, you explain why symbols are
universsl - "anoclent oivilizations have lived on Earth whose
development and understanding of the universe in which they
lived was rar supericr to that of men today. Tbhus their )
symbols~-records of their wisdom-would be of a universal nature".
I grant you that the symbols may be & universal nature, but
not because of the reason given. You imply that because ths
enclents knew more than we do (I readily agree that they
did) that it automatically follows that the symbols &are
universal. Why should they be? I fail to uuderstand your
reasoning on this point.

Point No. 6. Page 214, rifth peragraph. How cen sketches
be proof of the reality of anything? How do we know that
these sketches are not figments of your imagnination? Even
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plaster of paris foot prints oan easily be feked. Sketches
prove notiing. I am surprised ot newspaper reporters being
taken in on this matter, if such i8 really the case.

Point No. 7. On page 208, you tell us you were "absarbed
in observing every detail of this strange and beautiful craft®,
You were less than one foot away from it, you say. You evidently
were at extremely oclose range for & short while at, least and you
estimated its size as being 20 feet (paze 218). Yet upon the
return visit of the saucer, while the machine was 100 feot in the
alr, you estinated its dlameter as 35 to 36 feet, almost twice
the original estimate. If unable to make a very closs estimate
of its slze while olose enoughi to touch it, I questio:n '
ability to estimate it while 100 feet in the air by "muking
montal calculations and comparisons with known distunces'.

Point No. 8. On page 218 also, it is stated that "the plate
identified the craft as being the same one I had seen on the desert
and the waving hand \ndicated to me that the one who dropped the
holder was the sume man I had met",

This coomstitutes no proof whatsoever, llke the case of the
sketobes supposedly being proof of real Veausiun footprints. It is
quite possible that the muan whs took the plate returned to his
base (as 18 probably the cuse) and someone else may have returned 1t
for him in another space siip. The waving hand indicates nothing
whatever. It was merely a friendly gesture, and certainly does
not prove ho knsew you. He was delivering a paockuge to you 80 why
shouldh't he wave while doing it? ZAny self-respecting delivery man
at least says "Good morning" when he delivers a parcel.

I do not make @ habit of writing to the author of a book,
every time I disagree with him, This 1s the first time I have
done so. The only reason I do so on this ocu~sion is to clarify
the above points which are not oclear in my own mind, and because
of my own personal interest in flying saucers.

I will be very much obliged to you Sir, if you will kindly
clerify the points outlined above as 1 am left in doubt on these
particular questions.

Yours very truly,

(A.RoBrﬂy) ®



23 Joffre Street,
Dartmouth, ,.S.
Cenczda.

29 August, 1955,

Dear Mr, Ademsiki:

Your latest book "Inside the Space 3hipns" hay oecen read
with grest interest. It is without a doubt one of the wost
cmating books it is possiovles Lo read =nd I offer iy congretu-
lations on ysar efforts.

I wrote you concerning your first book and thank you
for your kind reply. I raiced inany points conceraning your first
brok in my last letter, but this time, there is only one thing
which I feel needs to be clarifisd oconcerning "Inside the 3:-ace
Ships".

My query concerns a stutenenl on page <47, where you
de:cribe the scout lundiigg on ¢op oi the zotlier . ip and how
y:u left the 3cuut, waliked aloig (i top of the mothear ship
and down & nabgh. Qu pase 200, you slale Lhzt you were out
in space.

How, then,did you vreathe wiiile on top of the mother
ship? .ou Gid not explain this matter.

With the exception of the above, I could ind no reason
to doubt the sxplianatioss put forth ir your book, and once again,
congratulste you on a fine job.

Hoping for an early repiy,

Yours truly,

(s. R. Brayj

Mr. George Adamski,
Yalomar Terraces,
Star Route,

Velley Center,
California.



L14 East 27th St.,
Hamilton, Ontario,
Canada,

14 December, 1956,

Dear Mr., Adamski:-

As we have not corresponded for some time and as I have
not heard about any new activities on your part in connection
with space ships recently, I thought I would write to ask
you if there have been any new developments,

Are you still making personal contacts with men from other
planets and are you by any chance writing another book ? Are
you by any chance planning a lecture tour of Canada ?

I am still mainteining as active an interest as ever in
flying saucers and am colleccting all the facts I can to enlarge
my file, book collection, etc,

I have been asked a question concerning the space ships
and have been asked to rcfer it to you, for as detalled an
answer as possible,

"It is assumed theat people from other planets do breathe
the same mixture of atmospheric air as we do and produce CO2
through their lungs in the same space in which they are enclosed.
Is there an explicit system, chemical or mechanical, to maintain
the pressure and the percentage of oxygen necessary for human
life in the space chip that came to your attention when you
were there ?"

An explanaticn of this probiem would be very much appreciatcd,

Now, a question of my own, if you don't mind. Certain
people claim, on supposedly a similar source of information to
yours, that our friends from other planets can materialize and
dematerialize themselves and their ships at will, and that they
trevel by this method, simply by changing their vibratory rates.

This prccedure appecars to be at variance with the information
in your book "Inside the Space Ships". Would you please outline
your wiewsr on the above procedure in as much detail as time
permits,

(cont'd)
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I will very much appreciate hearing from you again,

By the way, I understand that you will send
photographs of flying saucers, upon request, so if this is -

Mr. Adamski.

correct, I would be indebted to you.

Mr. Géorge Adamski,
Palomar Terraces,

.Star Route,

Valley Center,
California,
U.S,A,

Sincerely,

(A.R. Bray)



