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=cT Congressional Correspondence on the U,S, Air Force UFO Program,

Congressman Carl Vinson

SoMmARY
1. Congressional correspondence on UFO's received by this Deputy is
routine; however, I believe that this letter to AFNIN from Congress-
man Carl Vinson requires your personal attention since it suggests the
possibility of a Congressional hearing.

2. There have been two Congressional briefings on the program, one
in the summer of 1958 and the other in the summer of 1960, During
the summer of 1961, we were successful in preventing a hearing by

. briefing Mr, Richard P, Hines, a staff member of the House Space and
Astronauti Committee, on our method of handling the program and

our findings. Mr, Hines was visiting FTD to gather background infor-
mation on the program for Congressman Joseph Karth, a member of the
committee. As a result of Mr, Hines' report, Mr, Karth recommended
to Chairman Overton Brooks that there be no hearings,

3. Earlier this year an article on unidentified flying objects was
prepared for the Encyclopaedia Britannica by Dr, J. Allen Hynek of
Northwestern University, consultant to our UFO program, and Lt Col
Eobert J, Friend. Mr, A, Francis Arcier made many suggestions and
approved the final article which is to appear in the next edition of
the Encyclopaedia Britannica. Mr, Arcier decided that the article
should be prepared by Dr, Hynek to prevent unnecessary publicity for
FTD and to gain the prestige which Dr, Hynek's name carries, I
suggested to AFNIN that a copy of this article be attached to the
letter to Mr, Vinmson,

4., If you approve my proposed reply to Congressman Vinson, I will
send information copies to SAFOI and to AFSC(SCFA).

5. The background section of this folder contains the following:
a, AFNIN letter to FTD
b, Copies of the documents which established the UFO project
c. Documents related to Mr, Hines' visit to FTD
d. Congressman Karth's letter to Major Keyhoe
e. UFO article which will appear in Encyclopaedia Britannica

6. If you desire any further information, Lt Col Friend and I will
be available,

Do not forward to Command Section until this block has been signed and dated by the appropriate OPL This block, when signed,
signifies completed coordination and that the OPI is aware of concurrence, non-concurrence and either resolution of difference or

\, why the non- ence should be overridden.
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AFSC [0, 149 PREVIOUS EDITION OF THIS FORM MAY SE USED.



.DEPAIYMENT OF THE AIR FORCE .
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON 25, D.C.

Reny 10

AFNIN

suecr. Unidentified Flying Objects

o Commander
FTD
Wright-Patterson AFB Ohio

1. The attached correspondence is forwarded for the preparation of a
draft of a proposed reply to Honorable Carl Vinson,

2. Also attached for your investigation and analysis is a letter from
John P, Speights relative to unidentified flying objects.

3. The suspense to AFNIN must be by 21 July 1963,

FOR THE CHIEF OF STAFF

2 Atch

1. Ltr Carl Vinson, July 8

2. Ltr John P, Speights, July 2
:?g;:n :;A;"SSIR! Copy furnished:

0ffice, Assistant Chy AFSC (SCF) Andrews AFB
Intelligence S Starg
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Unidentified Flying Objects Lo JUL 1963

AFNIN (Lt Col Dessert)

1, Attached is a proposed reply to Congressman Carl
Vinson's request for information on the U.S8. Air Force
Unidentified Flying Objects program., This action is
in response to your letter to me on the UFO subject,
dated 10 July 1963,

2, Strenuous efforts by Major Keyhoe, a self-styled
UFO investigator, and others like him to discredit
the Air Force's handling of the UFO program have
resulted in two Congressional briefings and numerous
queries for information from the members of Coungress.
The first briefing was in the summer of 1958 and the
second took place during the week of 10 July 1960,
The latter briefing was given to members of the Senate
Preparedness Sub-Committee, the House Armed Services
Sub-Committee, the House Space and Astronautics Sub-
Committee, CIA, and representatives from the Office
of the Becretary of the Air Force.

3. A later effort of Major Keyhoe's to instigate a
hearing on UPO's by the House Space and Astronautic
Committee during the summer of 1961 was unsuccessful,
Congressman Joseph Karth of this committee sent Mr,
Richard P, Hines, a staff consultant to FID to collect
background information regarding the Air Force's
handling of the program, From Mr, Hines' report,

Mr, Karth determined that the Air Force's approach to
the program was proper and that Major Keyhoe's
charges of mishandling were without grounds. A copy
of Congressman Karth's letter to Major Keyhoe is
attached,

4. BSince it is apparent from Mr, Speights' letter
that Major Keyhoe and others are attempting to force
further Congressional hearings on the UFO program,
it is my opinion that this rather long letter to
Mr, Vinson is justified.



5, I suggest that a copy of the UFO article by Dr. J.
Allen Hynek which is to appear in the next edition of

the lnulcl.og ia Britannica be attached to Congresswan
Vinson's

5 Atch

7 1. Ltr Carl Vinson, 8 Jul 63,
2, Ltr J.P, Speights, 2 Jul 63.
3. Proposed reply to C. Vinson.
4. 2 cy 1ltr Rep Karth to Maj
Keyhoe, 28 Aug 61,

8. cy erpt fm Encyclopaedia

Britannica.

COORDINATION:
TDE Date /%ff/~g
TDEW

Date //% 23
TDEW x (7 2 pate /& @é( &3




Dear Mr, Chairman:

1 refer to your letter of 8 July 1963 requesting the latest
Air Force position on unidentified aerial phenomena,

The Air Force's principal interest in these objects/phenomena
is in determining if they are in any way a threat to our national
security or if they are a source of new scientific or technical
information., Further, the Air Force attempts to determine the
cause of each sighting in order to allay public anxiety resulting
from an incident involving unidentified aerial phenomena,

Better than 90 per cent of the more than 7500 cases investi-
gated since 1947 have been attributed to the misidentification
of such familiar objects as balloons, aircraft, and satellites,
and such unfamiliar phenomena as parhelia and mirages, A small
percentage of cases remains unidentified due, for the most part,
to the limited nature of the report., To date there has been no
evidence from any case to indicate that these objects/phenomena
are any type of space craft other than earth satellites or space
probes of the Soviet Union or of the United States,

In the United States there are more than fifty private
unidentified flying object (UFO) organizations, Collectively,
these organizations boast more than 500,000 members. During the
1960 Presidential election, the members of these organizations

actually nominated their own candidate who allegedly threw his



support to President Kennedy during the final hours. The
principal claims of these organizations are that unidentified
flying objects are interplanetary space craft and that the Air
Force is withholding the information,

The most active and influential of these organizations is
the National Investigation Committee on Aerial Phenomena (NICAP).
This organization is headed by Major Donald E, Keyhoe, U.S.
Marine Corps (Ret).

NICAP, through its publication the "UFO Investigator," has
made constant appeals to its members to write to their congress-
man requesting a hearing to investigate the Air Force's handling
of the UFO program., It is our opinion that this appeal prompted
Mr. Speights' letter to you.

Mr, Speights, a youth of about 19, has written to us on two
previous occasions and has received an answer to each of his two
letters. From comparison of the language in his previous letters
with that in the letter to you it is obvious that Mr, Speights has
bhad assistance with the majority of the information contained in
this most recent letter, It is probable that he copied it from
some NICAP publication,

Following are some observations regarding statements in
Mr, Speights' letter,

The Air Force has no record of the number of attempts which
have been made by our pilots to intercept UFO's; however, such

action is not unusual nor does it prove that these objects/phe-
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nomena are anything other than as claimed by the Air Force. The
Air Force attempts to intercept any object which is unidentified
and has prescribed performance parameters,

In many instances the pilot, upon returning to the ground,
realizes that he has been attempting to close on some common
object such as a planet, The Ryan case which occurred in the
state of New York on 8 April 19856 was due to the misidentification
of the planet Venus, Our records reveal that Captain Ryan was
not directed by the Air Force to investigate the object and that,
according to his own statement, he did not deviate from course
for this or any other purpose. The fact that Captain Ryan arrived
at Schenectady, his destination, on schedule tends to substantiate
the claim that he did not deviate from course.

Scientists and engineers, though expert in their own field,
can temporarily misidentify some object or phenomena thus report-
ing it as an unidentified flying object. It is, in fact, possible
for a sclentist to be fooled by an occurrence closely associated
with his specialized field as evidenced by the experience of Dr.
Donald H, Menzel of Harvard, a noted astronomer, Dr, Menzel was
fooled for a time by the refracted image of the star Sirius, This
experience is related in Chapter IV, page 60 of his forthcoming
book, THE WORLD OF FLYING SAUCERS, published by Doubleday.

There are sightings in the Air Force files which indicate ball
lightning or some similar electromagnetic phenomeua as the probable

cause, Due to the infrequent occurrence and the transient nature
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of ball lightning, it is impossible to have good documented reports
on this phonomena., In most of these cases, witnesses have reported
interference with vehicle ignition, lights, radio, etc, BSuch inter-
ference, if actually occurring, could be due to the presence of the
lightning or to the fact that the witness in his excitement may
accidentally stall the car, Because ball lightning usually occurs
immediately following a severe thunder storm, such factors as wet
ignition, atmospheric static, etc., may be the cause for the reported
trouble,

The Air Force has taken geiger counter readings immediately
after sightings but has yet to find any readings which vary sig-
nificantly from the normal background of the area tested.

Radar sightings are often supported by visual sightings because
the same atmospheric conditions which produce visual anomalies may
also effect radar.

It is Air Force policy to provide news media with information
regarding UFO sightings which reach national prominence and to
provide information to individuals in response to their specific
requests, Further, the next edition of the Encyclopaedia Britannica
will carry an article on unidentified flying objects. This article,

approved by the Air Force, was prepared by Dr, J. Allen Hynek,

Chairman of the Department of A as Nor n University,
who has served as Air Force consultant to the UFO program since
1948,

In order that the public be provided with as much information
as possible, every effort is made to keep UFO sightings unclassified.
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Supporting information indicates the classification of a sighting

and not the sighting itself. Since 1959, 184 c s of 2167 are

classified and only 4 of the 53 unidentified cases for this period
are classified.

The number of foreign reports that have come to our attention
do not differ measurably from those originating in the U,8, neither
in the presentation of the data nor in the determined probable
cause,

The Air Force has no knowledge of a 1948 document by ATIC
which states that UFO's are interplanetary space ships, One of
the original documents establishing the project states that an
objective would be to determine if any evidence from sightings
suggests that UFO's are of interplanetary origin, It is possible
that the meaning of this document was misinterpreted. The Air
Force's open minded attitude still persists, and investigators
and analysts have no preconceived notion as to the cause for a
sighting but rather form their conclusions from the evidence.

To date no evidence has been found to lead us to even suspect that
these objects are interplanetary space ships.

Unidentified aerial phenomena constitute only a part of
the noise which our defense detection systems must take into account
in preventing accidental war, Scientific studies too extensive
to be discussed here, are being conducted to determine the extent
and nature of this noise for integration into our defensive net-

work.
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It is hoped that this information answers all of your
questions regarding the Air Force's Unidentified Aerial Phe-
nomena Program., We stand ready to give you any further coopera-

tion which you deem necessary.
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Request for UFO Information(John P, Speights) 1 Ausust 1963

Hq USAF SAF-OI 3b (Mrs. Wells)
Wash 25 DC

1, Reference the attached letter from Pvt John P, Speights
requesting information on unidentified flying objects.

This letter is forwarded to your office for whatever action
you deem necessary.

2, The unidentified flying objects in the photographs
taken at B8 , Massachusetts on July 16, 1952 have been
evaluated light reflections on the window through which
the photos were taken.

FOR THE COMMANDER

S Robesi¥ I Triend | 1 A wqé3

ERIC T. de JONCKHEERE 1 Atch

Colonel, UBAF Ltr fm Pvt J.P.

Deputy for Technology and Subsystems Speights, dtd
8 Jul 63,



) John

BA 14797414

Speighte,
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TDEW
Unidentified Flying Objects 22 July 1963

Hq USAF SAF-OI 3b (Mrs. Wells)
Wash 25 DC

1, Congressman Carl Vinson requested information from the
USAF regarding the Unidentified Flying Objects program,
Attached 1s a copy of the proposed reply to Congressman
Vinson which we forwarded to AFNIN for passing to SAFLL,

2, Mr, Vinson's letter was prompted by an appeal for a
Congressional hearing which was made to him by John Peurifoy
Speights of 2811 Bedford Avenue, Raleigh, North Carolina,
Mr, Speights requested information on UFO's from the Air
Force on two previous occasions and was promptly answered
each time,

3, Apparently Major Keyhoe's appeal to the members of
NICAP, through the organization bulletin "UFO Investigator,"”
to write to their Congressman requesting hearings has at
least on believe that the SAFLL staf hould
be appraised of this and previous attempts by Major Keyhoe
to discredit the USAF and bring about Congressional hear-
ings on the UFO program.

FOR THE COMMANDER

ERIC T. de JONCKHEERE 1 Atch

Colonel, USAF Cy 1tr fm FTD(TDG) to

Deputy for Technology and Subsystems AFNIN(Lt/Col Dessert)
dtd 18 Jul 63, Bubj:
UFO, w/atch 3 only.
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TDEW

Unidentified Flying Objects 3%, July 1963

AFSC(SCFA)
Andrews AFB, Md.

1, Attached is a copy of our proposed response to a request
for information on the USAF Unidentified Flying Objects pro-
gram from Congressman Carl Vinson. This proposed reply was
sent to AFNIN for forwarding to SAFLL.

2, Partly due to the efforts of private UFO organizations
there have been two briefings on the UFO program for Con-
ional sub-committees. One was held in the summer of
other, during the week of 10 July 1960, A hear-
ing was averted during the summer of 1961 when we briefed
Mr, Richard P, Hines of the House Space and Astronautics
Committee during his visit to FID, Mr, Hines was gathering
background information for Congressman Joseph Karth a mem-
ber of the committee, As a result of Mr, Hines' report, Con-

Karth r there be no hearings. A copy of
lr. Karth's letter to Major Keyhoe of the National Investi-
gations Committee on Aerial Phenome a private UFO organi-
zation, stating the Congressman's position regarding a
hearing is attached,

3, Also attached is a copy of an article which will appear
in the next edition of the Encyclopaedia Britannica. The
article was written by the consultant of the UFO program,
Dr. J. Allen Hynek of Northwestern University, and approved
by the Air Force. Dr. Hynek hi been consultant to the UFO
program since 1948, have suggested that a copy of this
article accompany the letter to Congressman Vinson,

FOR THE COMMANDER
.
AQF 22 Jubye3

ERIC T, de JONCKHEERE 3 Atch
Colonel, USAF 1, Cy proposed reply ©
Deputy 1or Technology and Subsystems Congressman Carl Vinson.
y 1ltr Rep Karth to
IAJ Keyhoe, 28 Aug 61,
3. Cy oxerpt fm next ed
Encyclopaedia Britannica.




ma
tdentifivg Plying Objecis

AFNIN (Lt Col Dessart)

1, Attached 15 e proposed raply io ngrewennn Cari
Vicson'a ruquest for 1 wation on the U.8. Air FYorce
Midentifisa Flylug Objects program, Thia actica is
in respouus to your leiter to we ou the UFO aubject,
dated 10 July 1963,

8, OBtrenugus sfforts by Najor Keyhoo, a nolf-styled
UPO Aavestigalor, and others like him ty discredit
tha Ade For & handling of the (VO progrsa 2ave
cosultod 4o two Conpresslional briofiogs and numergus
querivs for information fyvogm the moubars ol Congress,
The firmt Yrioiiug was in the saouwy of 1648 and the

and took place during the week of 10 July 1960,

inttor priefing was given to meabers of Lhe Beuate
Vroparedassa Cub-Comniitew, the llouse ‘rued Services
Sudb-Conmitien, theo House Epace mad Aatronantics Bub-
Comnittew, CIA, mad reprezentatives from the Offioce
of the Becrotary of the Air Perce,

3., & luter oifort of dnjer Xeyhoe's o inatigate 3
hearing on UNO's by the House Space aad Avtronautie
Committee during the sumser of 1961 was ussuccossful,
Congreasnany Jomeph Larth of this committse sent ir,
Richard P, Nines, n staff consultant ta FID to collect
background Anfoermsticn regarding the Air Yorce's
handling of the progren., From Mr, Hines' report,

My, Xartn determined that the Alr Force’s approsch to
the prograv was proper and that Major Hoyhoe's
cherges of assuandling were without grounds, A copy
of Congromnonn Karth's lettar to Mejor Koyhoe is
attachsd,

4. Binca it ia appareat from Mr, Bpeights' lotter
that Major Koyhoe and others are attewptlug to force
furtker Covgresaional bearings on Lthe UFO program,
4t ia my opioion that this rather loug letisr to
By, Vinsoo i3 justiflied.
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Doar Nr, Chairnan:

3 roquesting the lateat

I refor to your lettcr of & July 1

Alr Force pesition on uniden

The Air TForce's principa
is in ceternining if thoy are im any way a threat to our naticnal
socurity or if thoy mre a sowrse of now wwiwnuiffe or techalcal

information. TFurther, the Air Forco attuuyis to determino tho

cause of each sighting in order to allay pallic saxiety rosultiag
from an incident imvolving uwaldeatilied aeximl phenouena,

Dettcr than €0 per cent of tho mowre Lhan 7800 ceses iavesti-
‘;:gzted since 1947 have been ttributed Lo 4le misidentificatlion
‘o! such faniliar objects as ballcons, alrérvalt, and satollites,
and such unfaniliar phonozena 2s parhelia and mirages, 4 soall
percontage of casos remains unicdentifled duo, for the mest part,
to the limited nature of the report. %o date thore has beon no
evidence frox any case to indicato that these objects/pliencnona
are any type of space craft othor than carth satellites or space
probes of the Boviot Union or of the Unitod Statos,

In the United States there are more than f£ifty private
unidentified flying objecct (UFC) organizations. Collectively,
those organizations boast more than 500,000 membors, During the

$60 Presidential election, the membors of these organizations

actually ncninated their own caandidate who allegedly threw his
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support to President Konnody during the final hours, The
principal claims of those organizations are that unidentificd

flying objeocts are interplanetary space craft and that the Adr

Force is withholding- the infor

The most active and influcntial of organizations is

on Aerial Phononena (XICAP).

the National Iavestigation Cem
This organization is headed by NHajor Dorvald 1, Weyhoa, U.S.

Harine Corps (Ret).

ion the "I

NICAP, through'its publica kuwestigator,” has

uade constant appeals to its members to urhte Lo thelr congress-

man roquoesting a heaving to dnvestigate the Alr Force's handling
of the U0 program, It i3 owr opinion Lhut (hin appeal prompited
*. Speights' lotter to you.

¥r, Spoights, a youth of about 19, has written to us on two
previocus ccceasions and has received an answer to each of his two
lotters. TI'rom comparison of the language in his previous lettors
with that in the letter to you it is obvious that lr, Speights has
bad assistance with the majority of the infeormation contained in
this most rocent letter, It 1s probable that he copied it from
some NICAP publication,

Following are sono observations regarding statements in
Lr, Speights' letter.

The Air Force has no record of tho number of attempts which
have been made by our pilots to intercept Ur0's; however, such

action is not unusual nor does it prove that these objects/phe-
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nenmena are anything other than as elainod by tho Air Forco, The
Air Torce attonpts to intorcept any object which is unidentificd

and has prescribed perforzance parancters,

In many instances the pilot, upon »o ing und,

realizes that he has been atte

:pting to closo on some conmon

shich occurred in the

object such as a planet. The

stato of New York on 8 April 1230 was due to the nisiden

of tho planot Venus. Our records roveal that Captain Ryan was
not directed by tho Ailr Force to investi

ate the object ¢ that,

according to his own statemcnt, he did not doviate fron rse
for this or any othor purpcso. Tho fact that Captain fiyan arrived
at Schencctady, his destinaticn, on schedule tends to cubstantiato

the clain that ho did not doviate from course.

Scientists and engineers, though expert in their own field,

can temporarily nisidentiy scro object or phenc

ing it as an unidentifiod flying object. It 1, iAn fact, possil

for a scicntist to te fooled by an cccurrsne:n alosely aszociated

with his spocialized field asg evidenced hy far» experienco of Dr.

Donald X, &

nzel of Harvard, a noted u.1:ron'mnl'.‘ Dr. lcnzol was
fcoled for a timo by tho refiracted mmrm‘, R T ‘wtar S8irius, This
experionce is rolated in Chapker IV, pmpe €0 cl‘l“bts forthconing
iz, THE WORLD OF FLYING EIUCERS, publisiod by Doublcday.
Thero are sightings in the Air Force 1ileg which indicate ball
lightning or some similar electromagnetic phenmomeouna as the probable

cause, Due to the infrequeat occurronce and the transient nature




of ball lightning, it is impessible to havo

on this phencmona, In most of these cases, witnescos

interforonce with vehicle ignition, lights, radio, otc. BSuch intcr-

feronce, if actually occurring, could be duc to the prosen

lightning or to the fact that the witness in hic exelt nt may

accidentally stall tho car, Because ball lightning usually occurs

zoddately follewing a severe thundor stornm, such factors as wet
ignition, atmospheric static, ctc., may be the cause for the reported

troublo,

The Air Forco has taken geiger counter
aftor sightings but has yet tc 2
nificantly from the noranl o round of tiww arca tosted.

Radar sightings are oftenm supportod by visunl sightings because
tho szme atmospheric conditicns whick prodag: wisaazl ancmalies nay

also offcct radar,

It is Air Forca policy ta provide i whédia with information
regarding UP0 sightings which reach natipoal prominence and to

provide inZormation to individunls in rpspeis

to their spociiic

irequests. Further, the nex. edition of thw Haeyelopaclin Dritannica

will carry an article cn unidentificd flyl g abjeacts. This article,

approved by the Air Force, was prepared by Dr, J, Allen IHynelk,

Chairman of the Department of Astronomy as lorthwostern Uaiversity, |

who has served as Air Force consultant to tho UIQ progran since

i948,

In order that the public be provided with as much information

es possible, overy effort is made to keep UFO sightings unclassified.




Supperting information indicatos tle classification of 2 s

and not tho sighting itself. 8ince 1259, 184 cases 01 2

clasaified and only 4 of the 53 unidentificd cases for

are classificd,

The numnber of forcign rcporis

do not differ moasurably fron tlose
in theo prescatation of the data nor in the determined probable

causo, |

Tho Alr Force has no Lnowlecdse of a 1948 documont by ATIC

Que of

plane

which states that Ur0's are

the original documents establishing tho projoct ctatos that an

eobjective would be to determine if any cvi

sts that UFO's aro of inkerplanctary origin. It is possible

that tho mcaning o!.this docraent was whisdnlovperated, The Alir
Force's opcn ninded attitude etill perasimis, mnd investigators
and analysts have no preceacwelved noticn un te the cause for a
sighting but rathor form their coucluﬂhmép Loam’ tho evideonce.

To date no ovidence has been flound to Rund us by oven suspcet that

t§3==,=bjects are intorplawotary space sudpge) | j
Unidentified ierial phenomena canhuuTutw:unly a part of

tho roiso which our defense detection systems must take into account

in preveating accidental war, Scientific studies too extensive

to bo discussed here, are boing conducted to determine the extent

and nature of this noise for integration into our defeasivo not-

work.
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It is hoped thet this infornntion samwein sll of your
quections rogarding the Air Ferce's Unidgniifled Aerial Pho-

nozenus Program, Wo stand ready to give pow shy further coopora-

tion which you deem mecessary. |
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ﬂ%i“ﬁ‘.i;;’é’éf"‘m sota. CONGRESS OF T'Z UNITED STATES  Science end Astronautics

Comulttee on

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Weshington, D. Ce

August 28, 1961 o

Major Donald E. Keyhoe
U.S.M.C. (Ret.)

Director, NICAP

1526 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Weshington, Ds Ce

Dear Sir:

I have read with interest the copy of your letter ‘to Chairman
Overton Brooks including suggested "hearing plans.

Perhaps I have been misled in this whole business of UFO,
However, it was my belief that you, your organization and others like
1t, actually had proof that UFO's did in fact exist and that you would
be prepared to prove this during the course of the hearing. And further
that UFO's were not merely the result of space or atuwospheric phenomena,
but actually were craft (of sorts) from other planets.

I was sadly disappointed as I read your proposed plan, suggestions
and viewpoints. I camnot help but feel after so reading, that your
primary if not sole objective, is to 'be-little', 'defame', 'ridicule'
(with the least possible publicity, you say) a.nd thereby cnuu the U.S.
Air Force embarrassment unless they bare to you and others, all informa-
tion you seek, including such information that may well involve our
Nation's security. I too am opposed to unnecessary secrecy. However,
unnecessary or unvarrented secrecy is nothing more than a matter of
opinion. And so even though you and I are opposed to such, we may well
disagree on extent and content. As a former military officer, you in
your Jjudgment and Xnowing all the facts, in all probebility withheld
£rom the public, knowledge I would not have considered "secret.” I re-
peat - I have opposed and will continue to oppose unwarrented secrecy.
At the same time I will not support & proposition smelling of sour
grepes in disguise.

Your letter to Chairman Brooks (including your proposed plan)
concerned itself almost totally, in my opinion, with evident dislike
and malicious intent toward a great branch of the militery. In fact
1t sounded to me like nothing more than cheap service rivalry. WNow I
hasten to add that I could be wrong, but I have read many plans and

proposals in my day and must say I recognize a little prejudice nnd./or
dislike when I see it. If you are not in a position to "make a good
case" that UFO's are some kind of foreign craft, I'm mot even interested
in holding bearings. This I thought to be your purpose. Certainly I'm
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not interested in listening to headline making accusations (prompted
it seems by past gripes) in open debate between you and the Air Force.

It was my every intention to have the Air Force and organizations
of good repute, testify on different days so as to get all the facts.
This is the custom and the protocol of Congressional hearings. And I
might say = I'm not worried eabout public elarm - I'm much more concerned
about grandstand acts of a rabble rousting nature where accusations may
be made THAT COULDN' BE ANSWERED BY ANYONE - the Air Force or NICAP.
It's apropos to point out that under your plan you wouldn't be answering
many questions if any - you'd just be asking them. Anyone can make
someone else look bad under these conditions, and I am not a captive of
the Air Force, I assure you.

As I have said, I suffered extreme disappointment as I read your
plan. Talk about secrecy! In paragraph A of your letter to Chairman
Brooks you propose "the Air Force representatives will be directed by
the subcommittee to answer all of NICAP officials’' questions in regard
to specific UFO sighting, reports and to all phases of the Air Force
investigation."

However, in paragraph B of the same letter you propose "...and
the NICAP representatives will answer full, except for revealing nemes
and certain details of a few reports given to NI&P confidentially."
(Emphesis edded). What kind of honesty, forthrightness andfirness
is that? You demand that a military service of this nation is to
divulge everything to you, BUT YOU IN TURN cennot give "certain details"
because it is confidentiel (secret)? Oh, yes, I have also read
paragraph C of your proposals ("It is also agreed that the Air Force
may withhold names similarly, where witnesses insisted on this, and
also, such minor items as classified radar techniques, aircraft speeds
&nd other relatively unimportant points not bearing on this main gues-
Tions at issue.) (Ewpbasis edded).

Personally I don"t feel I need to eclaborate on the generosity
equivocated by your langusge in paragraph C. However, no one interested
in justice could refrain completely. First of all, what witness honestly
interested in the security of his nation, is going to insist to the Air
Force he remain anonymous? (Or to your organization for that matter).
Secondly, you generously grant the Air Force the privilege of withholding
"relatively unimportant points not hearing on the main questions at
issue." Very genercus, indeed. If you have information walch the
Air Force is keeping secret, but does not involve national sdcurity, I
suggest you release 1t to the newspapers. They'll love it.

Honestly and sincerely, I make this confessionjbefore I had
received copies of your letter (and temms) to Cheirman Brooks, I was
vitally concerned and interested in what positive and factual informa-
tion you had cn UFO's and the assistance you might give to the Committee.
You dispelled any hopes I had relative thereto in the language heretofore
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cited. I also coulé not overlook your .\angua(re on. pas\. three: "The
chief concern of NICAP Board members and ofii ie the increasing
secrecy dangers - NOT, at this time, final c about the
UFO's. Undoubtedly, I have been uisinformed. onm toe ose of
NICAP. I was erronously led %o believe you nad fictual evidence

of some kind about UFO's

If I have anything to say sbout it, ycur teras, conditions and
suggestions will notbe accepted.

Jogeph E. Xarih

ecc: Hon. Overton Brooks, Chairman
Hon. John McCormack, Majority Leader
Subcommittee membexrs

JEK:eb
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€96 UN ICORN'U

the large upper tusks almost suggest the earliest proboscidear
types but the most remarkable peculiarity is found in the molar
teeth, each of which consists of a closely packed cluster of cylin-
drical n)lumx\\ of circular cross-section.
sodactyla.—Sce PERISSODACTYVLA.
Artiodactyla—The Artiodactyla may be an ofishoot of some
irksiings ol ths TEAmERI0. taaly)of the Eroonts, Wile Bie

Perissodactyla may be related remotely to the Cretaceous ancestors
of the condylarths.

Recent studies by Miss H. S. Pearson on the skull structure
of the carliest artiodactyls have revealed that at a very early
date the order was already subdivided into two series, one the
amastoid serics, in which the mastoid region of the periotic bone
was completely covered by the xquamoql :md zd)nccm elements
(as in_the suines and their extinct relative other, the
miastold seics, In which ths mastald was well aposed on the outoe
side, as in the Eocene Dichobunidae and all the ruminant artio-
dactyls. See also ARTIODACTYL.

1. Flower and R, Lydekker, dfammls, Living
and Extinct (1891); H. F. Oshorn, The Age of Mammals (19105
Wb, Seat, disory a/ the Lund dlanmals in the Wesiers enisphers

1937)5 K. Gregory, Bull. Amer. Mus. Nat. Ilul‘ (1910); G. G.

Simman, llnll Amt!, Mlu. Nat. IIIH vol. 85 (1940)
(W.K. Gt
INICORN, a fabulous beast, usually having the head an
body of a horse, the hind legs of an antelope, the til of a lion
(sometimes horse’s tail), som »umu the beard of a goat, and 1
chiei feature a long, sharp, twisted horn, similar to the narwhal’s
fush; et I the migdl of 1 farchead,. "The earlcst dusesiption 16
that of Ctesias, who states that there were in India white wild
asses celebrated for their fleetness of foot, having on the forehead
horn a cubit and a half in length, coloured white, red and black
from the horn were made drinking cups which were a preventive
of poisoning. Aristotle mentions two one-horned animals, the
oryx.a kind of antelope, and “the so-called Indian ass.” In Roman
times Pliny mentions the orys, the Indian ass. and an Indian ox
red; Aclian, quoting Ctesias, adds that India produces
alm a one-hormed horse and says that the Monoceros was scire-
es called Carcazonon, possibly a form of the Arabic Carzadin,
i

The medieval conception of the unicom as possessing seat

strength and fierceness is perhaps due to the fact that in

in xhc Athorised Version eunicom,” though§
s 0 2 two-horned animal. Lsicore v

As a decoration on drinking cups, it symbolised the an
lief in the efficacy of the unicorn's horn against poison, wrich in
England remainsd, oven n the time of Chrls 11, thovh Sir E.

_Ray Lukester mentions that a cup made of rhinocero. fuea was
then handed over to the Royal socity for & c expeient, wih the re
sult of entirely disproving the supers

In the cours ceresmanil of France as late as 1780 fnscruments of

unlrnm'a" horn were still used for testing the royal food for

son.

Xn heraldry the unicorn was sometimes used as a device (see
HERALDRY ), but oftener as a supporter, and subsists in modern
times as the left-hand support of the royal arms. This position
it assumed at the Union, the Scottish royal arms aving been
supported by two unicoms. When the unicom became a sup-
porter of the royal arms both of England and Scotland, a r
crown was added on the head of the unicorn, in addition to the
crown with chain and ring round its neck, but t
moved after the Hanoverian succession. In England aiter the
Union the unicorn became the left-hand supporter, but in Scot-
land. as late as 1766, it was still put on the right.

UNICORN PLANT (Proboscidea jussicui), a North
American plant of the family Martyniaceae, called also probos-
cis flower and devil's-claw, native from Indiana to New Mexico and
southward to Mexico, cultivated for its abundant foliage, pecul-
mrly shaped fowers and oddly formed fruiting pods. It is a
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=7 coarse, sx‘-ky h1|ry, hali-pros-
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rial object that

trained ground or air-] hurm crews
UNICORN  PLANT  (PROBOSCIDEA uning Visual or electronic detec-
JUSSIEULI  SHOWING  FLOWERS. ,,,,,, n methods

HORKLIKE  FRUITING  POD  AND siionei
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"
s term connaing any object or optcal phenomenon, wsually
acrial ¢ observer cannot readily explain.UFO irequently

is us uumh.m;.m)uy ith “ying saucer. a tetm cafhed in 1087
a8 result of the seported su.lmn., by a civilian pilot, Kenneth
Arnold, of a scris of di objects over the mounta n ridges in

the viclalty:of Mt Ralnler, Wasbington: s a resull 6: the wide
41 10 this sighting, there followed a wave of reports
ied objects by observers in various parts of the US.,
as well as in other countrics.
irst regarded by many as a bizarre, peculiarly American psy-
chological ' phenomenan that would quickly fade away, the UFO
owed an amazing te more than a dozen years,
i i arged with investigating the
repor - Ofter. several reports were made to the air force in
and reposts France. Great Britain and ot
ken of the smaller area of sume
tage of cloudy weather they
mile per day” often were

T as something that cam
¢h the phenomenon burst suddenly up
sat year. History is full of references

ings in
n some

respec s i 4 fic:
arvh b oo s of aifcrait o re-entering missies

or antifia suce ict, A somel, though described in terms recos

w0t en regarded as - o

AToe s fher s iy RO o theseiifins

dgtings in the ,Ly, but since communi-

< ued record-keeping almost nonexistent, such
su;hm & bechmie part ot AN niegbriah of loeal Tolkloré and old
wives' tales. Certainly, in times when people believed that a

woman could give birth to dogs and pigs, that witches could levitate
and fly about, and when credulity ran high, it would be not at all
surprisin to find 4 similly uncriial st towsrd oninscy—
and to understood—acrial henomena.

R-;mm since the birth of the “modern” UFO In 1047 generally
sscurred n waves, but on the average, during the period of the
U.S. air force study, they numbered more ¢ 1
o of b [ack that masly Feporied o
and

consideration is tal
were not made through official channels, but to new
to civilian groups interested in the phenomena. the r
vations may have )mn ns high as two or three a d: S,
over a period of a dozen years. France, ltaly, England and a
St af Lot At soutcis o experienced minor waves
of UFO reports.

The steady stream of sightings became a cause for concern to
the air force, and detailed investigations were made to discover




Tanee.—Reparted Sightings,* 1947-61

Torce teporied sehtings during the 15 peat perid of the oicial st
uch reports, The object]
< the reported UFO's constituted a threat; (2
phenorsena had any Intrinsic scientific vz
UFO's might play as a factor in the sk

misidentification of natural objects and phes lwnwn:l, t
real cause of these sightings generally lay in the conditions under
which an object or phenomenon was seen; and (3) the cuint nued
evaluation of UFO reports is of scientific value, especially i1 rela-
tion to the military sky surveillance problom,

It was established that many sightings arose from secin.s star-
tling natural bjects for the first tme; e.g., very bright racteors,
high-altitude scientific balloons (\\‘hlch can attain high vclocity
when cau m in the jot stzeam) and especially distant tereesrial

B ts seen under such unusual meteorolo,..ce! condi-

tions as zhu» that produce misages, which can distort, dis
and animate objects detected visually or by radar, Such meteoro-
logical conditions, some thoroughly understood (mirages) and
some poorly understood (ball lightning), can easily cause even
an experienced observer to ascribe what he sees to a tangible,
nearl propelled object.
Tndeed. it is not at all surprising, with so many more people
turning their attention skyward, that many (inciuding the scien-
tifically trained) are confronted with an aerial phenomenon they
cansot readily explain,

Virtually all the reports received by the air force were hizhly
subjective, lacking such verification as pictures, material iraz-
ments, spectroscopic analysis of lights seen or precise technical
data on trajectories, distances, accelerations, etc. As the investi-
gation progressed, it became clear that most reports could be cor-
related with the appearance of aircrait, birds, celestial objects,
balloons, etc., under special conditions, and the number of unex-
plained cases fell from an early value of more than 105 to as
little as 29 or 3%. It was mldxly admitted that this small resi-
due—as reported—deied logical rnation. For none of the
extraordinary “unknowns,” however, were there scientific data on
which to base valid, definitive investigations.

The early difficulties in coming to grips with the successive
waves of sightings, coupled with concern that UFO reports, often
made by pilots, might constitute a threat to military security (and
the consequent, unfortunate air of secrecy imposed in the early
years of U m reports), had an electrifying efiect on the imagina-
tions and emotions of a surprisingly large number of people. It
led to an inordinate interest in UFO's and a logical, albeit scien-
tifically unsupported theory of UFO's, encouraged by the real pos-
sibility of life clsewhere in the universe, as well as by 2 strong,
oiten unconscious, desire on the part of many people to believe in
the probability of visitors {rom outer space.

“This theory of UFO's, with its strong quasi-relizious emotional
appeal, holds it not only logical to assume that other intellizent
Deings exist in the natural universe, but that superior extraterres-
wial civlizations might visit here pcnndu'llly as if to make peri
odic checks on a tribe of ‘The theory is seen to B
support throughout history in um:u; of strange apparitions in
the sky, suggesting to some that the earth could have been visited
many times in the past. Some believe such visits became more
frequent as atomic bombs increased extraterrestrial
concern.

In the face of continued lack of empirical evidence, persistent mq
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reiar ( J A
1.1 THEORY attempis to extend the gen-
eral theny ) 1o clectromagnetic forces and the
farces beivens oot rtices, General relativity incorporates
the gr i th ictur of four-diensional space

time, 4 omes part of geometry.
Unificd u »mnd lh treatment to the
other fuices 1 d, all the funda-

mental 1 it vi63 swould . described by the geometry of
space thne. & was o hoped that a unidied feld theory would
overcome certain dificulties in electromagnetism and atomic
€., in classical clectromagnetism there is no ex;
of how elements of like charge. which must repel each other,
cohere to form an electron of ather funds
and in atomic theory the oceurrence of 2 fundamen:
1l notion was thought unsatisfaciory, especially by Albert Ein-
ein and Erwin Schrbdinger, There was a}504 more philosophical
resson. Physical realiy i supposed o consis of particles of
matter and fields of force. Einstein believed that it should be
possible to eliminate the notion of a particle and to represent the

whole of physical reality by means of a ficld. so that matter be-
comes nothing more than a region of high field inten:
General relztivity is a highly developed field theory which

still contains the idea of a particle because there are regions of
space time where the field equations break down, and these
gular regions” must be suj ; pposed to represent particles. In an en-
tirely successiul field theory there would be no singular regions,
and every physical uhmmn would be completely described by
the field alone.

Of the many unsuccessful unified ficld theories put fo
were three main types. The gauge-invariant geomets
mann Weyl (1918) extended the class of transformations to \\‘uch
the geometrical quantities characterizing space time must be
variant: he could thus introduce four quantities identifiable \\nh
the potentials in classical electromagnetism. This theory is un-
suitable because it leads to field equations of the fourth difierential
order, whereas there is reason to believe that the correct equa-
tions are of the secand order. The second important class of

ming from work of T. Kaluza (1921). are those

of the fields, they did not solve any
<al problens or lead o important new ideas of physical
The ge iheory of gravitation, o nonsy

Taifed field theocy, wa lndq-cndtnlly lop
(1945) and by Schrd (1543), Tn this the P
tensor g, of general re\aum) is allowed to be nonsyn:met
hich iatpoduces an antisymmetrie tensor of the second rank pre-
sumably identifiable with the electromagnetic field variables. The
investizations of the theory seem (0 show that it docs nct agree
with experiment since it does not predict correctly ths oxserved
otion of charged particles in an electromagnetic field. However,
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the United psture of the regert.
evidence from amy cesa to indionte thet these
objecte/plunceene ars sy type of Mpace eIt othar tien earth setcilites
or spaee probes of Lus Soviet Umics or of Uw United Jlestes.

In the United States ihars are more thaa Iifty private unidentified
fiying objeet (UF0) mma-. o«u.-uw, taose orgmalmaticas
beRat more thea 500,000 The priccipal clsies of these

B ot
tions sre tias nibuﬂ-« ".L,'hg objents are interplasetary spacecraly
and that the Alr Foree is withiolding the informmtion,

e wost active and fafiseniisl of thess orgeaizstions is the Mticoal
Investigation Comai on jarial P NICAP). Iiis crgeaimedden 18
n-nuwm-n-ul. Keyhoe, U. S. Marize Corpe (Ret.).

requesting
& hearing to fnvestigats the Alr Foree's hendiing of the U70 progrem. I%
1s cur apinion Uit this appoml promgpted Nr. Spelghts' letler Lo you.

Wr, Spaights, & youth of about 13, M8 written to we ont two
wid ims recelved mn asewer o esoh of his twe letters. Prem
of the
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Belentists sod enginesrs, though expert in their owe ileld, can
tempornrily misidentify some object or phamcwens, thus reporting 14 »e es
ueldsntified (lylay objeet. It ia, in fact, posaible for & sclsatist to
be fooled by su cocwurrence clowsly ssscciated vith his epecialised fiald
08 avidenoed by tho mgerience of Ir. Dusald N, Mensal of Mervard, a moted
astroncmer. Ur. Moneel ves fosled for & time by the refvweted immge of ths
star Sirfus. Thie experfsnce is relstod in Chmpter IV, page 60, of his
fourthoosing book, TER WONLD O FEYING SAUCESS, putldesed by Doubledsy.

There &re sightfage 1u %he /ir Foree files which indioete Lall

or some similar ol otromagnetie & the muse.
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