4293

.. com Sonoma County, 1988-90; chmn. Santa
—. Reapient Honor award Coalion lor Ade
11, Ment award, 1991 Mem. AIA (chpt. hd
1986). Avocatons: snow sknng, wane, travel.

Il biologrst, admimstirator: b May 24, 1927 «
) T. children: Barhara, Theodore, Anne  AB.
JH. 1950 MD. UL Vi, Burhington, 1954, PAD,
7. reudent, chiel rewdent Columbia Preshyn
i medane, 195860 prol.. chmn. div. exptl
n, 1960-6%. prof. medhcine, dir. immunology
».. chmn immunology dept. Mayo Med. Sch,
dr. Cancer Cir.. Drasting Univ. prol.. chmn
«, Alboquerque. 1981-86& pres, CEO Roswell

1986 —. chmn. dept. molecular medicine.
of Secretons. 1976 contbhr. over 200 articles to
N, 194546 Mem. Am. Soc. Cell Biology. Am
ssn. Cancer Research, Am. Soc. Clin. Investi-
arch. Assn. Am. Phyuicians. Roman Catholic
nting. fishing. gardemng  Office: Roswell Park
1 St Baffalo NY 14263-0001

financial planner; b. Stafford Spnngs, Conn.,
Sr. and Gertrude Ann (Burr) T m. Helen F
dren: Fehaa. Joy. BA, Quinnipac Coll, 1966,
P Dwrect mkig. & sales lroquoss Brands,
mer Tomasko Bus. Cons., Bethel, Conn., 1981-
xoedl Mktg.. New Canaan, Conn., 1982; market
wt, Conn., 1982-85; direct mkig. & sales Folz
emstered rep. Moseley Secunties, New Haven,
w_. Danbury. Conn., 1988-90. pnn. Titan Value
W0—. Vp bd govs Qunnipac Coll. Mem.
1993 —, chmn. state conf. 1992-93). Republ-
hy, chosr singing  Home: 20 Sprng Hill Ln
Tian Value Equines 2600 Dixwell Ave Ste |

officer; b. Morgantown, W.Va_, Mar. 29, 1953;
Victona. BA cum laude. Unsv Ky., 1974; JD
Umv.. 1979 Pinr Van Ness, Feldman &
with FERC's Office of Gen Counsel., Wash-
House Com Interstate and Fgn. Commerce,
coun Federal Energy Regulatory Commn.,,
msel Fed. Energy Regulatory Commn., Wash-
Beta Kappa Officc: Fed Energy Regulatory
Ist St NE Rm 10A-01 Washington DC 20426*

ANTHONY, accounting educalor, consultant;
1945, s Charles Pasquale and Flora Joan
July 20, 1982, children: Nicholas Charles.
w Jowner. BS, U Santa Clara, 1967, MS,
PA. Tex Asst prol acctg. U. Tex., Austin,
. prol.. 1983-8S, John Arch White prof. bus,
chell & Co. Centenmal prof accig., 1986-87;
accig U. I, Urbana-Champaign. 1987-90,
wol acctg. 1990-93; prof.. Emst & Young
i MIS Omo State U., Columbus, 1993—; bd.
un. Contbr. articles to profl. jours. Grantee
CPAs. 1971-72. Mem AICPA. Am. Acctg.
| Soc CPAs. Soc. for Judgment and Decision
s collecung fine wines, antiques, golf. Home:
g OH 43221-4329 Office: Olo State U Dept
Rd Columbus OH 43210-1309

=—asbst. b. Queens, N.Y., Apr. 28, 1955 s.
none) T, m Patnna, Aug. 5, 1978, children:
ooty . Fordham U, 1977; JD. NYLS. 1980.
obert Samuels, NY.C., 1979-80, tax assoc.
YC. 19t). 1axa mgr. Coopers & Lybrand,
iation Read. Inc., Coral Gables, Fla, 1991 —.
s Cir Coral Gabies FL 33134

1. choreographer, dance company executive; b,
Muriene Ruzzo, 1965, children: Knstinn, Er-
Erus Biasied, Vera Volkove, Sch. Am  Ballet,
peubagen With Joffrey Ballet, 1961-64; prin.
-70. b Y C Ballet, 1970-5, arustic dir. San
dir  Detut wath, Tivol Paniomume Theatre,
4 of rdl 197, Stages and Keflections, 1968,
dberg Vansuons, 1971, Symphony i Three
1974, Dybbuk Vansuons, 1474 Chansons
nand Aliegro, 1975, Umon Jacd 1976, Vienna
Theme end Vanstions, Poionase. Op, 65,
enuciio Jor NY C Ballei} 1vt4 Beads of
198, Handel-s Celebration, |98y, Sleeping
a. 1994, otens  Decorsied Kiught Order of
Onder of Falcon, 1990, reaprent Silver medal
wUuon. 1999, Gulden Platc sward Am Acad
s sward, 19Y2 Office care San Francisco
rancisco CA 941024436

{ERRILLS, retired lswyer; b Belleville, 1ll.,
nerson snd Mary Fckert (Turner) Mernlls; m
P30, 1952 m Harnwm | Anthes, March §,
0. LLB (now JD), Wastungton U, St Lows,
t Appeals (DC ar ) 196, Mick. 1974, US
- US Supreme C1 194 US Tax 1 974,
16 Aty Dept of Ay . S Lous and Wash-
o1, Chued Counsel's Office, 1KS, Washington
‘aker & Hostetler, Washingion, 1977-k2, b
1, 1989, Sex, SW Day Care Assn, J;'.m.
om. Residents Assn Village on the Green,
di:;:y iélub ’(:Edrl B':‘y. Village on the Green

u irl. Fla.) scopalian. Home:
ood FL 327796037 " "

Al biologist; b. Budspest, Hungary, Dec. 23,
ma, Pazmany Peter U, Budapest, 1953; PhD
196). Rsch. sssoc. cylochem. Inst. Genetics
'6; fellow, guest investigator in genetics Am.
asst. prol. to assoc. prof. genetics and bi-
(.C, I%_J-77..pfol. microbiology, chmn. dept.,
Soc. Microbiology, Am. Soc. Cell Biology,
e U Dept Biology 1230 York Ave New York

nANNrYT Nne S b W

TOMEH

with Greek Armed Forces. 195)-54.  Decorated medal of Mentorious Acts
King of Greece, 1949, Mem. Am. Inst. Cert, Planners, Inst. Transp. Engrs
(assoc. editor Jour. Advanced Transp., Transp. Planning and Tech.), Am
Hellenic League (Phila. pres. 1967-71, 81-85, dir. 1971-80), AAAS, Regional
Sais. Assn., Am. Soc. Planming Ofcls., Univ. City Arts League, Fedn. Am,
Helleme Socs. of Greater Phila. (pres. 1977-79). Club: Hellenic University

Home: 379 Montgomery Ave Wynnewood PA 19096-1718 Office: U Pa
Translab 3400 Walnut St Philadelphia PA 19104-3411 Whar we call success
n Iife 1s indeed relative to what we want in life. My deep commitment to city
planning led me to seck gratfication in the process ol solving urban
problems, planning for new cinies and sections of older cities, and in edu-
canng the young and aspinng planners. Searching not for convention or
compromise, the siress is on innovation and accomplishment. What others
call success 1s for me simply a struggle to achieve the best solution possible
to cach given problem.

TOMBAUGH, CLYDE WILLIAM, astronomer, educator; b. Streator, 1.,
Feb. 4, 1906 s. Muron D. and Adella Pearl (Chritton) T.; m. Patricia Irene
Edson, Jume 7. 1934. children: Annette Roberta, Alden Clyde. AB, U.
Kans, 1936, MA, 1939; DSc (hon.), No. Anz. U, 1960. Asst. Lowell Obs.,
Flagstaff. Anz, 1929, asst. astronomer, 1938; instr. sci. Anz. State Coll.,
Flagsiaff, 1943-45; vis. asst. prol. astronomy UCLA, 1945-46. astronomer
Aberdeen Ballistics Labs. Annex/White Sands Missile Range, Las Cruces,
N.Mex, 1946—, chief optical measurement sect., 1948, chief research and
evaluation br. planning dept. Flight Determination div.. 1948-53, chief in-
vestigator search for natural satellites project, 1953-58, planetary astrophys.
rescarcher, 1958—; research assoc. prol. astronomy N.Mex. State U., 1955-
59, prof.. 1965-73, prol. ementus, 1973—, with planetary astrophysics
rescarch program, 1959—; discoverer planet Pluto, 1930, 1 globular star
cluster, 1932, 5 galactic star clusters, variable stars, asteroids, clusters of
galaxies; extensive search for distant planets and natural earth's satellites,
studies in apparent distbn. extragalactic galaxies, geol. studies Mars® and
Moon's surface features, prodn. telescope mirrors; mem. expdn. extension
satellite research project, Quito, Ecuador, 1956-58; lectr. in field. Author:
Out of the Darkness: the Planet Pluto, 1980; contbr. articles to profl. jours.
Paul Harns fellow Rotary Internat.; Edward Emory Slosson scholar in sci.
U. Kans, 1932-36; recipient Jackson-Guilt medal and gift Royal Astron.
Soc. Eng., 1931, Fairbanks award Soc. Photog. Instrument Engrs., 1968,
Bruce Blair award, 1965, Disting. Svc. citation U. Kans., 1966, Rittenhouse
award, Phila., 1990, Golden Plate award Am. Acad. Achievement, 1991;
named to White Sand Missile Range Hall of Fame, 1980, Internat. Space
Hall of Fame. Clyde Tombaugh Scholars Endowment Fund established in
his honor at N.Mex. State U., 1987. Fellow Soc. for Research on Meteorites,
ATAA; mem. Am. Astron. Soc., Internat. Astron. Union, Astron. Soc.
Pacific, Sigma Xi. Mem. Unitanan Ch. Avocations: grinding telescope
mirrors, designing small telescopes. Home: PO Box 306 Mesilla Park NM
B8047-0306

TOMBERLIN, WILLIAM G., pnncipal. Pnn. St. Simons (Ga.) Elem. Sch.
Recipient DOE Elem. Sch. Recognition Program award, 1989-90. Office: St
Simons Elem Sch 805 Ocean Blvd Saint Simons Island GA 31522

TOMBLIN, EARL RAY, state official: b. Logan County, W.Va., Mar. 15,
1952; s. Earl and Freda (Jarrell) T.; m. Joanne Jaeger, Sept. 8, 1979; | child,
Brent Jaeger. BS. W.Va. U.: MBA, Marshall U.; postgrad., U. Charleston.
Former sch. ichr., businessman; mem. W.Va. Ho. Dels., 1974-80; mem.
W._Va. State Senate, 1980—, pres., 1995—: It. gov. State of W.Va., Charles-
ton: mem. exec. com. So. Legis. Conl. Former pres., bd. dirs. Appalachia
Ednl. Lab., Inc.; mem. Logan County Devel. Authonty. Mem. Kappa
Alpha. Democrat, Presbytenan. Office: Capitol Bidg Rm 229M Charleston
WV 25305 Address: PO Box 116 Chapmanville WV 25508*

TOMBLINSON, JAMES EDMOND, architect; b. Flint, Mich., Feb. 12,
1927: s. Carl and Edna Ethel (Spears) T.; m. Betsy Kinley, Sept. 26, 1959,
children: Amy Lisa, John Timothy (dec). B.Arch., U. Mich, 1951.

Dralisman firms in Detroit, 1951-53, Flint, 1953-54, 56-57, San Francisco,
1955-56. field engr. Atlas Constructors, Morocco, 1952-53; architect
Tomblinson, Harburn, & Assos., Inc. (and predecessors), Flint, 1958—; pres.
Timblinson, Harburn & Assocs,, Inc. (and predecessors), 1969-95, chmn. bd.,
1995—; chmn. Mich. Bd. Registration Architects, 1975-77; sec. Mundy Twp.
Planning Commn., 1974-85, Grand Blanc Planning Commn.. City of Mich.,
1985—, chmn., 1988—. Pres. Flint Beautification Commn., 1968-69; bd.
dirs. Grand Blanc Beautification Commn., 1969-84; founding mem. bd. dirs.
Flint YMCA, 1969-75, chmn. camp com., 1971-75; founding mem. bd. dirs.
Flint Environ. Action Team, 1971-77, v.p., 1971-73; elder First Presbyn. Ch,
Flint, 1983, trustee, 1986—; exec. com. Tall Pine council Boy Scouts Am.,
1975—, bd. dirs. New Paths, pres., 1985-86. Served with AUS, 1945-46.

Recipient various civic service awards. Fellow AIA; mem. Mich. Soc.
Architects, Flint Area C. of C. Clubs: Greater Flint Jaycees (dir. 1957-63,
v.p. 1963), Flint City, U. Mich. (pres. Flint chpt. 1980—). Lodge: Rotary
(pres. 1984-85). Home: 686 Applegate Ln Grand Blanc MI 48419-1669

ice: THA Architects Engrs B17 E Kearsley St Flint MI 48503-1913

TOMBRELLO, THOMAS ANTHONY, JR., physics educator, consultant;
b. Austin, Tex., Sept. 20, 1936, s. Thomas Anthony and Jeanette Lilian
(Maicuse) T.. m. Esther Ann Hall, May 30, 1957 (div. Jan. 1976); children:
Chnstopher Thomas, Susan Elaine, Karen Elizabeth; m. Stephanie Carhan
Merton. Jan. 15, 1977, 1 stepchild, Kerstin Arusha. B.A. in Physics, Rice
U, 1956, M.A., 1960, Ph D., 196]. Research lellow in physics Calil. Inst.
Tech , Pasadena, 1961-62, 64-65, asst. prof. physics, 1965-67, assoc. prol.,
19677}, prof., 1971—, tech. assessment office, 1996—; assi. prof. Yale U.,
New Haven, 1963; cons. in field: disting. vis. prof. U. Calil.-Davis, 1984; v.p.,
dir. rch Schlumberger-Doll Rsch, Ridgefield, Conn., 1987-89; mem. US.
V P 's Space Policy Adv. Bd., 1992, mem. scientific adv. bd. Cir. of Nanos-
cale Sa1 snd Technology, Rice U, 1995—. Assoc. editor Nuclear Physics,
1971-91, Applicstions of Nuclear Physics, 1980—, Radiation Effects, 1983-
BE, Nuclear Instruments and Methods B, 1993—. Recipient Alexander von
Humboldi award von Humboldi Suliung, U. Frankluri, Federal Republic of
Germany, 1984-85, NSF fellow Calil. Inst. Tech. 196)-62; A.P. Sloan lellow,
1971-73 Fellow Am. Phys. Soc; mem. AAAS, Maierials Rsch. Soc., Phi
Beta Kapps. Sigma Xi, Delta Pt Alpha. Avocations: reading, jogging.
m:;; Office: Calf Inss Tech Dept Physics Ml Code 91125 Pasadena

tive; b. Oak
Hill, W.Va, June 12, 1942; 5. George P. and Mary Jane ( DT m Ann
Riblett Cullen, June 12, 1963, BS, Po. Siaie U., 1964, M8, 1966, MBA, U.
Pa., 1968. Mkig. sssl. Pfizer Labs. div. Pfizer Ine., N.Y.C.. 1968; assl.
product mgr. Phzer Inc, N.Y.C, 1969, produet mgr., 1970-71, group
rﬁodun mgr., 1972-74, v.p. mkig., 1975.80; or, vr.. gen. mpr. Roerig div.
zer Inc., N.Y.C., 1980-86; exec. v.p. Pfizer Pharms. div, Pheer Ing.,
N.Y.C., 1986-90, v.p. corp. siraiegic ning, 1990-94; also corp. officer
Pfizer Inc., N.Y.C,; pres., CEO Enzon, Inc., Piscataway, 1994—, also bd,
dirs; adv. panel Penn Siate BS/MBA, 1992—, alumni fellow Penn Stale,
1993, bd. dirs. Plizer Pharm. Inc.. AL Pharma Inc., Oslo, Norway. Bd. dirs.
Am. Found. for Pharm. Edn.. North Plainficid. N.J,, 1980—, E“' chm‘l,.i
e Al

tretee Fisk 11 Nashuilla 1004 Nrmintean Fall  Meapnas

TOMBROS, PETER GEORGE, pharmaceulical mpnn‘:lm
8, 1




EDITORIAL

Trivial pursuit

or all of ufology's history ufologists have sought,
F on onc hand, to investigate and document reports

and, on the other, to counter those forces that
would trivialize the subject. Since 1947 we have seen the
UFO phenomenon trivialized by authority-figure bigots,
who misrepresent the evidence (if they understand what it
is at all) so that they can belittle it, by supermarket
tabloids (the words “UFO™ and National Enquirer now
seem inextricably linked), and by pop culture’s smarmy
minions. Worst of all, the phenomenon has been trivial-
ized by those who are supposed to be its friends.

As ufology’s serious proponents have argued the case
for scientific UFO study, they have also had to do battle
with naive flying-saucer fans whose critical sense seems
as limited as their credulity is boundless. In the 1950s the
ficld’s elite figures were bedeviled by contactees and
their followers, who threatened to turn UFO research into
a new science-fiction/occult faith—a faith that, perhaps
not so incidentally, had nothing to do with, even actively
contradicted, what real evidence was telling us about the
nature of the UFO phenomenon (not to mention, of
course, what astronomy was telling us about the probabil
ity of advanced human civilizations on Venus and Mars).
If the many questions surrounding UFO sightings were to
be answered, the serious proponents insisted, those
answers would have to be based on properly documented
information gleaned from careful investigation and
exacting analysis.

Of course such was, and remains, easier said than
done. The cerebral level of most ufological discourse is
not staggeringly high, and often enough even basic
common sense is an elusive presence, if that, in the
ruminations of ufology’s intellectually. helpless. (At the
same time, fairess demands this parenthetical insertion:
as | know from reading my JUR mail, ufology’s ranks also
contain good, smart people whose ties with consensus
reality are firm and unshakable, Unfortunately, these
usually aren’t the people who attract all the attention,
probably because, unlike the headline-hustlers, they don’t
demand it.) In recent years lunatic tales of man-eating
aliens, sinister U.S, government/ET conspiracies, slave
colonies on Mars, and other delirious dementia have been
widely accepted by wide-eyed acceptors who, possibly
because they don’t read the newspapers, don't find the
real world sufficiently terrifying.

My point here, however, is not to belabor the obvious

Jerome Clark

point that credulity is an obstacle to understanding the
UFO phenomenon. Because ours is a free country and
because “ufologist” is an identification anyone can claim,
we arc always going to be stuck with naive individuals
and movements, and all we can do is distance ourselves
from them and make clear our own very different
priorities. It is those priorities, and the strange state in
which we find them now, that I wish to address here.

In this space in the last issue of /UR, CUFOS scien-
tific director Mark Rodeghier, echoing the refrain of an
old Rolling Stones song, remarked, “You can’t always get
what you want.” All too true; but what if it happens that
you do get what you want, and you refuse it, having
decided somewhere between the wish and the fulfillment
that you would settle for something much less?

There was a time, not all that long ago, when
ufologists heaped scorn on scientists, academics, and
debunkers who would apply patently inadequate “expla-
nations” to UFO experiences. As Allen Hynek once had
occasion to observe, thinking of Donald Menzel, Carl
Sagan, and others, “Science is not always what scientists
do.” Behavioral scientist David J. Hufford has written
that academics tend to forget all of their academic
training in their haste to transform extraordinary experi-
ences into ordinary misperceptions, even if that means
ignoring what people say happened to them so radically
as to substitute an invented experience for the real one.
The result is an explanation for something that took place
only in the explainer’s imagination.

As neoskepticism, in the form of interpretive
frameworks grounded in often airy psychosocial and
geophysical speculations, has taken hold as a major force
in world ufology, these sorts of abuses of evidence and
logic have become distressingly ubiquitous. Not only
that, the neoskeptics pride themselves on their wholesale
dismissal of witnesses’ testimony, which they declare
irrelevant for an obvious reason: it is incompatible with
what they want UFO experiences to be.

No “natural” explanation for UFO sightings, for
example, convincingly accounts for the many thousands
of reports of structured, metallic, crafuike objects, or the

continued on page 22
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EDITORIAL — continued from page 3

scemingly intelligent behavior such UFOs have tradition-
ally exhibited. There was a time when those who wanted
to know what was going on listened to what witnesses
reported mlead_ of telling them what they experienced.
Not that Lhcy failed to appreciate the occasional fallibility
of perception; of course they understood that. But they
also understood, as do all who depend on eyes and ears to
get them across the street, that perception can usually be
dcpcndcq upon to record experience accurately enough
for practical purposcs and even, as scientists have found
in any number of instances, scientific oncs as well. After
all, metcorites are stones falling from the sky, not (as an
carlicr generation's psychosocial hypothesis had it)
lightning striking carthbound stones as filtered through
the naive misperceptions of superstitious pcasants condi-
toned to believe in magical events. And, morcover (an
obvious point but one whose significance scems to have
cluded just about everyone), most identifications of IFOs
can be made from witnesses’ descriptions alone.

In short order (in mid-June, to be specific) Kevin
Randle and Don Schmitt’s long-awaited UFO Crash at
Roswell will be out. It records the most thoroughly
investigated, the most completely documented cvent in
the history of ufology. The Roswell incident is, of course,
also the most important case of all. As its secrets are
unraveled (and the investigation continues), ufology’s big
questions, the ones that brought our field into being in the
first place, are being answered: What are UFOs? Who
pilots them? What does officialdom know, and when did
itknow 1t? Those whose interpretation of the UFO
phenomenon is based in empirical evidence will rejoice
as that heretofore unkillable canard, that UFO research
has made no progress in four decades, is disposed of once
and for all.

Yet, as no one could have predicted four decades
ago, the last thing many ufologists of the 1990s want to
hear is any of the above. One influential figure in the
anti-ETI camp candidly acknowledges he would be
“disappointed” if UFOs turned out o be spacecraft.
Perhaps this says something about how jaded some of us
have become, or how alluring a metaphysical approach is
to some. Another theorist of a militantly New Age
disposition seeks justification in geophysics, or his
version of geophysics, for a nature-based metaphysics
with which he has managed to link the UFO phenomenon,
or his version of it—a version those outside the faith may
fail to recognize and that can be sustained only by
wholesale dismissal of witness testimony and unrelenting
condemnation of all who presume to find meaning in the
mass of contrary evidence. Other ufologists, including
some good friends of ours, are now rumpeting something
called “plasma vortexes” as the solution not just to UFOs
(a mystery no longer, at least one book has alrcady
assured us) but Lo just about everything clsc you can
imagine. It is astonishing that such views, remarkable
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chicfly for the legions of questions they manage 0 beg,
should be embraced so enthusiastically when their
irrclevance has never been more apparent. ‘

Cynicism, intellectual timidity, religious commit-
ment, fear, a desire (surcly an understandable onc) Lo
maintain the comforting illusion that we live safe,
unscen, and unviolated out in the galactic provinces—
what chance does evidence of an unsctting, even
disturbing claim have in the face of these? As the
Roswecll saga unfolds, we will see these human foibles in
abundance. One would like Roswell’s critics to surprise
us with something other than sweeping denunciations or
invented “facts,” which by now, having long since lost
their capacity to surprise, are only dismayingly familiar.
We arc unlikely to hear anything clse until we demand of
our critics what we demand of ourselves: that our beliefs
be grounded in what we can reasonably demonstrate to be
truc. If critics cannot provide us with this much, the
debate is alrcady over.

In the days ahead we are going to find out how
relevant investigation and documentation are to current
ufology. At the very least we must insist, if the debate is
to be kept honest, that claims be referenced —in other
words, demonstrably not made up on the spot. Critics
must exhibit the same meticulous concern for factual
accuracy and logical coherence that Roswell proponents
have shown over and over again.—J/erome Clark

Abduction—continued from page 6

come to orgasm merely by thinking of having sex. So,
yes, these recollections could be fantasies.

What the FPP cannot account for is the confirmation
by Rachael that on the night of one of Susan’s abductions
she saw a ball of light enter the room. Moreover, two
wecks prior to my writing this article, Susan revisited the
dentist for the first time in 10 years and in the course of
treatment had an x-ray taken of her upper gums. I have
spoken with the dentist, who confirms that this x-ray
shows two unusual straight metal-looking pieces in either
her upper gum or bone, beneath her nostrils. He tells me
he has never seen anything like them before and cannot
explain them in terms of any dental treatment with which
he is familiar. This x-ray is now in my possession and I
am investigating. ll

Now available. ..

Journal of UFO Studies new series, vol. 2, 1990.
$17.00 postpaid.




| remember Blue Book

by Jennie Zeidman

mm Jennie Zeildman, author of A Helicopter-UFO En-
counter Over Ohio (1979), is a CUFOS board member

and a contributing editor to IUR.
I yiclded up a paper titled Report to Stork on Blue
Book Henry. The by-line is my own; the date is
August 1953,

The document is a compendium of 148 “FLYOB-
RPTS” (flying object reports) and their cursory analyses
as they passed from the Air Technical Intelligence Center
(ATIC) through the hands of J. Allen Hynek (and me)
between January and July 1953. (See illustrations 1 and 2
for examples.) The report also summarizes correspon-
dence with the 35 amateur astronomical societies, 19
Ground Observer Corps Filter Centers, and 48 CAA (now
FAA) Control Towers which were contacted with the
objective that they would or could provide corroborating
(or disconfirming) information for the official reports,
specifically with regard to phenomena such as bright
meteors/fireballs, normal aircraft, or meteorological
phenomena.

The report itself is of little import. The Air Force
favored astronomical answers, and Hynek was able to
provide many from the selected raw reports presented for
his analysis. (See bar graph.) The extremely high number
of unknowns (22 percent) and cases of insufficient data
(another 10.8 percent) reflect not so much the high
strangeness of the information presented as the inade-
quacy of the reporting mechanism. One paragraph of
teletyped tidbits was supposed to provide enough infor-
mation for a justified, probable, or at least possible identi-
fication. Of course it couldn’t be done. I don’t recall our
criteria for differentiation between “unknowns” and
“insufficient data.” The only certainty I can see in
perusing this report is that Venus was in eastern elonga-
tion during that time period and that lots of people, even
those from college physics departments, couldn’t identify
i

he dark recesses of the CUFOS archives have

Of greater interest than the report may be some
associated memories of those heady times: the convolu-
tions of funding of UFO research, the desperate emphasis
on hush-hush amid an environment of ludicrously slip-
shod security, and the unfolding mystery of where
Hynek's consultancy to the Air Force on Project Blue

Book really fit into the larger scheme of the UFO hierar-
chy. Enlightening discussions of these matters appear in
Hynck's The Hynek UFO Report (1977) and David M.
Jacobs' The UIFO Controversy in America (1975). The
remarks that follow reflect my personal involvement and
interpretations as Hynek’s assistant between 1953 and
1956.

Project Stork

Let us start with Project Stork. I doubt, 38 years later,
that I’ll ruffle any feathers with that name. Heaven
knows, it’s been mentioned in print, and from time to
time I’ve come across persons (there must have been
thousands of us, worldwide) who worked on various
phases of it. The fact is that the mission of Stork was to
ascertain the capability of the Soviet Union to engage in
technological warfare. The specific interest for our
purpose is that the group at Battelle Memorial Institute
which produced the (in)famous Project Blue Book
Special Report 14 was associated with Project Stork.
Okay, let’s not beat around the bush. Special Report 14
was a product of Project Stork.

Does that mean that the government thought UFOs
might be Soviet technology? Or does it mean that the
government already knew (five years after the Roswell
incident) what UFOs represented, wanted to see what the
Stork statisticians came up with, and then made sure that
the “analysis” met with government “standards™? (Shades
of the Condon Committee 15 years later.)

The answer is: probably not. The Condon Commit-
tee’s blatant objective was to pacify the public, whereas
Special Report 14, within Battelle/Stork, was Top Secret.
It didn’t need to be created (for public consumption) if
the answer was already known—in other words, that the
empirical characteristics of UFO reports were statistically
different from those of reports that were ultimately
resolved into mundane phenomena. Or was Stork perhaps
merely a convenient funding vehicle for 14, a legiti-
mately asked question, a relatively small effort that could
be justified (or hidden) under the scope of the Stork
mission? Regardless, Battelle was the right place for the
work to be done. It is a superb group of scientists and
engineers scrupulously devoted to excellence.

Battelle's involvement with the fringe subject of
UFOs was therefore a source of great embarrassment to it
—a family secret, a skeleton in the closet equivalent to
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Grandpa’s alcoholism or Uncle Ray’s penchant for lite
bpys. an absolutely did not mention Battelle in connec-
tion with UFOs. And since I had no nced to know, the fact
of this involvement (in spite of my Sccret clcarance) was
kept from me for over a year,

In the spring of 1987 I found myself at a dinner party
scated next to a Battelle exccutive—an old timer who 1
knew had worked on 74 as a member of Project Stork. I
asked him if after 34 years he had anything he wanted to
say about it.

My question made him uncasy. “We were con-
cerned,” he said. He was referring to the data and to the
Battelle scientists” interpretation of those data. He was
referring to the thoughts of his fellow scientists on the
question of “What are UFOs?” “We were concerned,” he
said, and he would say no more.

Project Henry

During the first month (January 1953) I worked for him,
Hynek went to Washington to attend the meeting of the
Robertson Panel. He was an associate member, a second
stringer, which was odd because he had been working
directly with the data for about five years. I remember his
return on a cold, wintry day. I expected him to announce
there would be a major scientific undertaking on the
subject. Instead, he told me, “They’re not going to have a
scientific investigation. For some strange reason they
voted it down. They didn’t even take a decent look at the
data, and they decided to discredit them.”

Perhaps he needed some levity that day when he
looked up from his coffee and crackers and suggested that
we should have a name for his consultancy project,
“something that captures the idea that these things flit
around the sky.” An old-time popular insecticide was
called Flit, and its trademark showed a hand-pumped
sprayer and, I believe, a harried woman who had just
been scared by a bug. “Quick, Henry, the Flit!” she is
shouting. Hynek latched on to the word Flit, and thus
Project Henry was named (Flit being too obvious and
Project Insecticide somewhat cumbersome). Readers
familiar with Hynek’s sense of humor know I couldn’t
possibly have made this up.

This is the way Henry worked:

About once a week a courier from Wright-Patterson
Air Force Base (I assumed he was from Wright-Patterson)
would arrive at Hynek’s office at Ohio State University
with a manila envelope stuffed with TWXs—teletype
UFO-sighting reports received from military facilities
around the world.

Were they all of the reports Blue Book received—the
total number it took in? Surely not. (Hynek often said he
knew the best cases were withheld.) I usually looked
them over before Hynek did. I had a Secret clearance by
then (mid-1953), but only a few were ever classified
beyond Restricted, and the sensitive material usually had
to do with the installation or facility of report origin, not
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with the contents of the report per sc. If Venus was in
western clongation, there would be a whole slew of
reports of a bright white light in the predawn cast, and
Hynck would chuckle and mutter about how darncd
uncducated the public was. When we would get a report
of high strangeness, he would scratch his chin—beardless
until the fall of 1953—and say this might bear looking
into. We would outline the information we wanted (o
have, and we would pass that on to Blue Book. But it
hardly cver followed up for us. If we really wanted some
information, we would have to go out and try to get it
ourselves.

Hynek was paid to investigate only reports allocated
to him by Bluc Book. That meant that if we heard of a
casc in some other way—if someone called the observa-
tory, say, or there was a newspaper story—we could not
count it as an official case, and any expenses incurred by
Hynek or me were not reimbursable. Many times we
asked people to send a report in to Wright-Patterson so
that a case we were already working on (privately) and
had spent money investigating could become “official.”
Sometimes it worked; sometimes it didn’t.

Hynek went to Wright-Patterson two or three times a
month, and about once a month I went along. The Blue
Book facility—building 263, not Hangar 18—consisted
of three cramped, crummy little offices. The paint was
peeling, and the file cabinets were warped. There were a
United States map with pins stuck in it, a sergeant gofer,
a gum-cracking, bechive-hairdoed secretary (a civilian),
and a dried-out coffee pot on the window sill. This was
before computers, of course, so the cases were filed
chronologically. If you knew the date, fine. If you knew
only the location, try the card index, and lotsa luck. No
wonder I never saw Capt. Ed Ruppelt, the Blue Book
head, smile. (I remember him as a by-the-book sober-
sides. I don’t recall a human side of him, even when we
were having an informal lunch. But I seem to remember
intense blue-gray eyes.)

In the early days of my association with Hynek, my
title was research assistant, OSU department of physics
and astronomy. I worked a few hours a day, spending
about half my time on UFO matters and the rest as
teaching assistant for Hynek’s undergraduate astronomy
course and general Girl Friday for OSU’s McMillin
Observatory. (I was also carrying 15 hours in my second-
to-last undergrad quarter.) As the year progressed I
graduated, my Secret clearance came through, I worked
full time, and my UFO work increased proportionately.

The 1954 flap was underway, and one day I asked
Hynek how it was that OSU was willing to keep me on as
research assistant when most of my work was for ATIC.

“You’re not working for ATIC,” Hynek said.
“You’re working for a contractor.”

I had no idea what he meant. “A contractor,” he
repeated. “A contractor who doesn’t want to be known.
But don’t worry about it. I've already told you too
much.”
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But I did worry about it. My paychecks said Ohio
State University. The phrase “laundered money™ was not
in common usage in those days.

I stewed over this for a few days—not more than a
week or two—and then the courier came with the weekly
reports. Same man, same car—a Chevy that bilious shade
of GI green. For some reason I walked him back out to
his car, and did an incredible double-take as he drove
away. It wasn’t a government car. It was his own car,
with Ohio plates. This man’s initials were V.E., and the
car license plate was VE-29. What a stroke of luck: a
spook with vanity plates!

Furthermore, he was from Columbus. The local
Chevy dealer’s name was on the license-plate holder.

Within five minutes I had raced over to the main
OSU library, pulled down the Columbus city directory,
and found the man’s name and his place of employment:
Battelle. Confronting Hynek with my intelligence coup
resulted in a few days of negotiations with Stork followed
by an increased work load.

I went on a number of ficld trips for Henry, and the
sccurity situation was almost invariably deplorable.

Hynek arranged for me to visit astronomer Clyde
Tombaugh at White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico,
during a trip I had previously planned for winter break

SECURITY INFCRMATICN

743 "7‘7f%‘/

1952. (This was a private trip; I paid for it myself.)
Tombaugh, who in 1930 discovered the planet Pluto, had
himself experienced an extraordinary UFO sighting in
1949. A large, transparent fuselage with lighted windows
had sailed across his view as he enjoyed the evening in
his backyard.

I arrived at White Sands after a cold and miserable
pre-dawn bus ride from El Paso, and Tombaugh sent
someone out to the gate to escort me to his office. We
walked through hangars and offices and laboratories.
“Oooh, what’s that?” I asked. There were rockets and
fancy instruments and equipment lying all over the place.
“That’s the new Nike,” my escort said, “and that one over
there’s the Honest John.” I was carrying no documents to
identify myself as affiliated with ATIC. No one asked
what kind of clearance I had. And at that time, December
1952, I had none.

The fifth horseman

Hynck also arranged for me to meet with Lincoln LaPaz,
the cminent meteoriticist at the University of New
Mexico. LaPaz had been consulted by the Air Force
during the spate of green-fireball sightings over the
Southwest. It was common knowledge that he was

IUR March/April 1991 9
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interested in UTO&. (LaPas is mentioned prominently in
Ruppelts The Report on Unidentified I lying Objecits
[1956])

1 found LaPaz in hig office a1 the university, 1
remembor the formality of the room, he hehind a large
wooden desk, 1in s straght chair st night angles. In
contragl 10 the easy-gomg Tombaugh (and his family,
who treated me 10 8 Merican lunch), LaPaz wag a
formidable presonce, and 1 felt a it uncomfonable. We
dizcussed VUFOx in general terms. He chose his words
carclully, kugpesung that the U.S. government knew
plenty about UFOx. T brought him up to date on Hynek's
work and the general skepucism that 1 felt pervaded
Hyneh 'r piilosophy (and mine, 100).

LaPaz lizicned 10 what must have been my naive
iahbenings. Then he pinned me with a solemn stare.
"UFOw arc the Fifth Horseman of the Apocalypse,” he
savd, and | was soon dismissed

Pexulence, War, Famine, Death, and. . . 7 As the
yean have pasxed, LaPaz’s chilling pronouncement has
caused me growing concern. His name is not listcd on the
controversial MJ 12 document. But if such a group, or its |
equivalent, existed, he would have been a logical candi- |
date lor membership.

Back 1n Ohio the summer of 1953 produced a
changing ol the guard. For a few months Ruppelt was
away, and Lt. Bob Olsson was in charge of Bluc Book. At
somc ume 1n that interval Hynck was going out of town,
and he told me 10 expect a visit from some people from
Wright-Patterson, Olsson (whom | alrcady knew) came
in, with the sergeant gofer and another man, probably
also » Licutenant, to whom | was not even introduced.

1t was a hot, stuffy day sans air condiuoning. The
soldiers ook me into Hynek s inner office at the observa-
tory, and the heutenant arranged the chairs: a straight
chair i the center of the room—for me—and three other
chaurs at 10, two, and six o'clock positions. The anony-
mous bcutcnant and Olsson faced me, and the sergeant
sat oul of my vision with a clip board and pencil.

They sskod me how things were going with the
project. What was Hynek's atutude? What was my
atutude” How did | like the work? What did | think of
s case of that? My utier disingenuousness camed me
through tus ordesl. In my nwvele | was probably even
fluticicd w be the ubjeot of so much auenuon. In retro-
spect the durd man reminds me of that nuity CJA man in
thie MASH welevision sencs—ihe ludicrous paranoid
who was (orevar inding devious plows 1n the most
Mipocent situsbon.

| liked Bob Olsson. He ofien included his owa
evaluauons and 3 [nondly aole on the repons soal 0 us,
and ) loll he was genuinaly inioresiod and CORSCICALIOUS
i tus work. Portigps thiat's why he laaiod only » (ow
monts @ Blue Buok.

By mid- 1956 Hynck had moved (o Harvasd for his
worked on the Lok nauons) Goophysical Yeas, and | had

moved 1 the man Bauellc campus (abowl 3 mile (rom
12 1UR Marchipril 1991
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0811) where my work for Stork also involved the 1GY.
The subject of UPOs was never mentioned.

Blue Book and beyond

Though 1 was officially remaved from Bloe Book
buginess, Hynek and | continued to communicate regu-
larly about UFO matters,

At midnight on March 26, 1966, my hushand got me
out of a shower for a call from Hilisdale, Michigan. It
was Hynck, pleading with me not to get upset when | saw
the moming papers. The Air Force had backed him into a
comner. Say something, he was told. So he had said
something. He had said that swamp gas was a possibility
as a natural cxplanation for some lights over a marshy
arca, and the press jumped on it. The swamp-gas incident
distressed him terribly because in effect the Air Force had
forced him to compromisc his scientific integrity.

Bluc Book folded the end of 1969 following the
publication of thc Condon Report. Within a few months

| of the start of the Colorado project, Hynek had wld me

he knew it had been decided that the findings would be
ncgative. For years he had understood that he was being
kept out of the inner circle, that cven with his high
sccurily clcarances it was judged that he had no need
know what was rcally going on. Hec knecw he had been
used. He seemed actually relicved, then, when hus Blue
Book work was over. Now he was [ree to pursue UFO
rescarch from a purcly scientific viewpoint without the
restrictions imposed by his government contract.

But was Hynck's government UFO work really over?

In October 1973 he called me to pick him up at
Wright-Paticrson and bring him to Columbus. It was the
height of the Yom Kippur war, and Wright-Patterson was
on highest security status because supplies for Lsrael were
being flown from there. | 100k a wrong tum near the Air
Force muscum entrance and wound up dnving oet onto
the perimeter of the ficld. | drove half a mile out oa a taxi
strip before I could tum around. No challeage. No onc
came after me.

I finally got reoriented and drove up to where | was
supposed to pick up Hynek. It was a small one-storey
building, and Hynek was standing in the doorway as |
drove up. Another man appeared from the buikhng. He
was in dress uniform and may have been a major. | got
out of the car, and Hynck made it a point 0 introdwe me.
Of course Hynek was always polite, but he eanly could
have just gotien into the car with no introducuons. Iy
secmed 10 me that the introduction was a purposeful act
which | assumed had somothing 10 do with the fact that |
was a UK associale.

On our way 10 Columbus | asked Hyuek in general
torms whal was going oa. }is would aol tell me anything
sbout what he wes doing st Wright-Pattesson. In face of
his reluctance 10 eaplaa, | falt | could a0t pursue e
subject. But ho was agiated o0 thal uip and scemed

continnsd on page 23
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3lue Book—continued from page 12

eoccupied with whatever had occurred earlier that day.
)l course Wright-Patterson housed other projects than
hose under the Foreign Technology Division.

But Hynek was working for FTD. Researcher Brian
’arks has recently obtained, through the Freedom of In-
ormation Act, Hynek's regord of employment as FTD
-onsultant from 1970 to 1974. He worked only a few days
:‘ach year, but it was an ongoing consultancy, an execu-
tive appointment, beginning in April 1970, less than six
months after Blue Book's official closure. Was this work
related to UFOs? At this point we still do not know.

On December 26, 1976, in the front third-floor office
of the Hynck home in Evanston, Illinois, Hynek and I
were talking theory as we had so many times over the
years. Hynek was not a man to make bold statements, and
I recognized the remarks of a man whose thinking had
evolved with reluctance and deliberation over 28 years.

“It’s very definitely connected with intelligence
somewhere,” he said, not with excitement and awe but
with acceptance and resignation. l

Debunking—continued from page 15

Russians love to read, and Russians love to dream.
Food shortages will not stop them from gazing into the
skies, looking for an explanation of who we are and
whence we all come. As the Soviet Union opens up, the
ranks of those who seek explanations for UFOs and for
the riddles of antiquity expand, and the pace of publish-
ing in these areas quickens. Countless new magazines
deal with the UFO phenomenon, sprouting like mush-
rooms in a rain-drenched forest. In trying to bash these
heresies, Kondratov, Shilik, and their ilk have their work

cut out for them. H

Crop circles—continued from page 19

long, constructive comment suggested parameters for
statistical studies and an exchange of information. A
comment about tourism was not unexpected but reveals a
naive view of the places where circles are located,
especially in Canada. As for people who enjoy being “in
the spotlight,” it is a fact that many owners of fields with
crop circles avoid publicity and do not even report the
circles for fear of ridicule. On the other hand, souvenir
stands at crop-circle sites in England and Canada have
been set up (and some field owners are charging admis-
sion).

The survey shows that agriculturists are less than
experts on the phenomenon of crop circles. Their exper-
tise in examining field markings, however, makes them
useful sources for investigations and research. Ufologists
probably have the most extensive backgrounds for crop-

circle rescarch in terms of having historical data for
comparison, but they may tend to be biased in favor of
the UFO explanation. Similarly meteorologists may be the
most versed in weather explanations, but they will not
have the advantage of agricultural experience possessed
by farmers. This all suggests a multidisciplinary approach
to crop circles may be the best answer. It would not hurt
to have police and other law-enforcement officials
involved, either.

The survey conducted in Manitoba was of limited
scope, and similar studies in other regions may yield
different results. It would be best to have as large a
database as possible to draw upon for information, but
since the survey gathered only opinions for the most part,
the amount of useful information gained for crop-circle
rescarch is minimal.

Crop-circle rescarchers are encouraged to draw upon
a wide variety of resources in their investigations and to
communicate their ideas and discoveries to other inter-
ested persons and organizations. Data about circles
should be exchanged freely, especially because circles
seem to be a global phenomenon. More important,
researchers should not feel committed to any one theory
until more data have been examined and experts in the
fields of agriculture, meteorology, and law enforcement
as well as local farmers should be consulted in investiga-
tions.

Crop circles may be explained as simply as hoaxes,
but we would then be in a position to ask the sociological
question why, the psychological question who, and the
mechanical question how. If the circles (and triangles
and rectangles and spirals) are caused by aliens, then we
can ask what is their motivation (though realizing that we
have no way of comprehending extraterrestrial logic). If
the crop circles are weather effects, why have they
appeared recently in such numbers? If they are a rare
phenomenon, then they should not have increased so
dramatically in number. If they are so common, then why
would they concentrate in England, and why have some

farmers with many decades’ experience insisted that the

circles resemble nothing in recent memory? l
Airships—continued from page 24
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ABSTRACT . ‘

Early in 1950 the Geophysics Research Division received
a directive to investigate peculiar light phenomena that had
been observed in the skies of the southwestern United States.
Project Twinkle was established to check into these phenémena
énd their exvplanation. i

The gist of the findings is essentially negative. ;he period
of o%servations covers a little over a year, Some unusual pheno-
mena were observed during that period, most of then can be at-
Jtributed to such man-nade objects as airpianes, balloons, rockets,
etc, Others can be attributed to naturél ohenomena such as
flying birds, small clouds, and meteoriies; There has been-no in-
.dication that even the somewhat strqnge observations qften called
“Green Fireballs® are anything but_éétural ;henomena.

Our recommendations are in essence thet there is no use:in
sinking any more fuﬁds into this at the present timg and that ve

will keen in connection with one of our meteor studies a sharp eye

on anything unusual along this line,
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L. 'Post Contractual Inouiry

In view of the unproductive nature of the confract with Land—Air,,'_t S

it was decided to make further inquiry concernlng recent aerlal obJth :" 5

developments in New Mcxlco. On 9 August 1951, the sltuatlon was discuuaed

wvith Lt. Col. Cox of the 17th OSI Dlstrlct (Klrtland AFB) Until 15 March

1950 the District had been diligent in Iorwardlng coples of thelr reports

on aerial object phenomena. Since then, no reworts have been recelved

by the Geonhysics Research Livision. Colonel Cox adv1sed°that reoorts

of str ange acrial phenomena were still received bj the 17th OSI offlce,

’

at the rate of once or twice a month but llttle attentlon was belng glven

to this matter. lost of the reoorts orlflnated fLom per onnel at Io

Alanos. The OSI files wvere rev1ewed (A summarj coverlnn recent reporus
,:5‘ iy 7 )

is attached.) It was learAed that renresentatlves fron LIFh and also

' -

A ,L; :_7

.from ARGOSY were 1nterested in oubllshlnv artlcles on aerlal obiect

s 72

phenomena. o 255 e s

On 27 August 1951 develouments concernlne aerlal phenomena were

p*oject was dlscussed u1th HaJor Edward A Detyhﬁhoi
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sibility. 'zjor Joty,

situstion, adv1ecd that there have been'very few
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aerial phenomena in the vicinity of‘Hollonan since September 1950." . i
The pooulace around HAFB seem to have lost their sensitivitj as ob- |

. Q U A W
servers, Even during the meteor shover of 11—12-Augustii951 ‘no
alarming reports were received. However, on 14 March 1951 nlne',;; 2 o
Bell personnel reported sighting between lourteen and twenty bodleg fzi}
"not unlike a flock of geese'. On 9 July a."Ted glow1ng ball" was -
sighted by a sergeant stationed at the Corona Expenimental Radar -

. Site at Corona, New Mexico. (Copies of both reports are gttachéa).
More .recently, a pilot reported sone aerigl objects which, after
investigation, were identified as planets. A E ‘7 ff A8

Mr, B, Cuildenberg, who is an assistent to Majér Eoty.ahdiag
active amateur astronomer, commented thnt he h_s been spendlnc se&— »

eral hours at his telescose alnost, every night for the past few

years and never once obscrved.an unex_l nable obJect- that on zfl;'
il s - o
& i W

one occasion, an ex01ted acqualntance was oac1f1cd wnen a

-~\.¢

object showed up as an eagle in the telescop
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‘ , It vas learned from Major Doty, that Col. Baymes, C. o. at

HAFB, no longer felt there was any justification for the allocation

' of funds for maintaining systenatic invcstigation.' Rather, he provlded
that the project be maintained on a standby basisband without ofﬁ;clal
Air Force status. <This entails assignment of an_officerr(ﬂejor Doty)
to collect incoming reports, make periodic review of the files #for
patterns or persistent characteristice in the neports“; meinfain
liaison with OSI, Provost Marshall's Office and any other agenc1es
whose activities may serve to 0rov1de information concer;;no future
aerial phenonena developnents. Land-Air has agreed to reoort and
il possible photograph any‘abnormal sightings made ou;ing ﬁheir scheduled
periods of operation (about eight hours eachnday) "The weatner'station

vill function similarly. Also, all 0110ts have been brlefed to reJorv
; :"‘
. x*
any unusual observations. If necessary, the prOJecu can be actlvcted
) T‘.'. / ,j..:‘ . A. -

very quickly, even to the extent where funds w1ll be made avallablc, <2y

- Teae s

for the purchase of equipment. ’ o = ;;'»“

— e

llajor Doty also arranged a conference Wlth Lr. Whrren Fott vho %

i
is in cnarge of Land- Alr operatlons. Mr Kott p01nted out that a fornal £

the contract contalned no sucn prov151ou. Actually,*

S 2m EEECON P 'xzh\ﬁ!rﬁt»ﬂf .
study should be nade coverino ‘the filn and verbal recordlngs at both =
- ey ’L— R ] AL v 2, v.‘ri,'_, b ‘:'r,:,j‘- 'tx &wt\{A\h«Vt)\‘}.\.}\f\ "v.‘rﬂ‘.‘f

As&ania stations. This woqu asvure that these records did not contaln ‘;"

,_

significant material

. would requirc about thirty nan daJs to complote.%lAgain nolprov131ons

)
: i SR Gr . 5 l\\ ol '3 200 ‘au‘ﬁt’v?{,.ql‘.k‘.ﬂ U \‘:.$ q&" 3’.‘,‘ &ﬁrﬁ.; ,.,,.“ o ’
. are contained in the contraot for this study,’ but Nr ‘Kott fe;t thnt o
it e a e o “ g . . o g o L % ",‘, d '_“: ‘e '.:._:p ' . oL ey ' s (q,ﬂ\.‘d\'\\* " 428 i ]
g T A Co &7 1 Ba et o, ’;;‘:5'. “-_; % : 'p:.‘:.... o _.':’ viee "p.rm?‘ ’.”3 A.:A?‘S‘* ’“,a"".“.";;‘,r:f ‘.\‘)‘i}‘
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'on 7 July 1951. It crossed tae city from Horthwest to Southeast

0 "a\']C(;Ass;r::: ¢ ST
this could be done by Land-Air at the additional expense in the near .’
future when the work load dininished. Mr. Kott requested formal
authorization to do this end iajor Uoty agreed to issue thi : letter
of authorizatién. It was arranged fu;ther that at such - time vhen
the studj is completed all photographic and tape record;ngs would  f:
be sent to the Geonhysics Research Livision. Prlor to departlng :ﬁ"fG;:’L~l
HAFB, the project files were reviewed. Major Doty advised that o &
access to the files had not been rqquested‘by any periodicals.

On 28 August 1951, the subject was discussed informa%ivaith
Dr. Lincoln La Paz, who expfeésed disbelief in all aerial phenomena

.

except for the green fire-balls. The redvfire—ball occasionally’ré— "

=
ported he believed was the visual after-effect of the green. Tﬁelr

recent origin (1947) and peculiar trajectories did not permit, accord—
ing to Dr. Lo Paz, them to be classed as natural phenomena, ‘The " -

most recent that has come to his attention occurred over Detroit.’ '..:=: . -

with a sharply descending trajectory which leveled out"ﬁﬁajwas.

Dr La Paz exoresseu‘the

observed by many residents of’ the'city;A

if not, they are a matter ot serious concern,
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Cn 10 and 11 July 1951, Sgt. Jack leadows who is stationed
at the Corona Experinental Redar Site about 18 miles southviest of -
Coroqa Ilew Mexico made the IOllOJln” veroal renort to Ca apt, Dyvad

b

and nyself: »-
. #bout 2230, 9 July 1951 I noticed a red glowing ball of light . 1"~
about the size of a full moon to the west or_west south west of the . .

A=A

station low above the horizon. I called the c¢ivilian Security Guard, ™ . %
Mr, Alfonso Sandoval, and we both watched it slowly'desceti"for about :7i:
thirty seconds bcmore it went below the trees.. . There vas an after- H
glov for another ten seconds. No sound was heard that might have
come from the object. 'Visibility was slightly poor .and although " ;
some stars could be seen, there were dark clouds over paru of ‘the " i:
sky. - The light was nearly c1rcu1ar in <havg and unllorn in uhe—- :
v -ered glow1nv color ; S s - : g

IIaJor, USA_-
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