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Exchange magazines are reminded t hat t hey must send t o  t he follow­
ing address: CAUS, Box 176, St oneham, Mass. 02 180. We cannot keep proper 
t rack of exch�nges if t his is not done. 

This writ er recent ly published an edit orial comment in t he Int er­
nat ional UFO Report er, published by CUFOS, which reflect ed on t he sad 
st at e of affairs I perceive UFO research t o  be in. Since t hen t here have 
been t wo recent t elevision shows; one praising t he Billy Meier beamship 
video as, among ot her films, having been verified by t he Jet Propulsion 
Laboratory and t he ot her billed as "Close Encount ers of t he Sexual Kind. " 
A number of t imes I have been int erviewed at lengt h by report ers only 
t o  find none of it print ed because it didn't deal "people being kidnapped 
by flying saucers." 

What UFO research has become now is ent ert ainment , somet hing t o  
divert t he t rouble-plagued average cit izen from t he problems of societ y. 
At least t hat is t he way t he media, t he government and much of t he public 
see it. NASA is paying t he price for serious mistakes; t he shut t le disast er, 
t he Hubble t elescope fiasco, management gaffes all cont ributing t o  a poor 
public image. Present-day UFO research MUST change t he way business is 
conduct ed from wit hin t o  a more basic, less sensat ional approach. NASA's 
credibilit y problems are minor compared to UFOlogy's. CAUS will cont inue 
t o  hammer on t his issue because we see t his as t he most serious t hreat 
t o  our act ivit ies in our brief hist ory. We will not allow our work t o  be 
wasted, drowned in science fict ion present ed as fact . 

MORE ON UFO CRASH AT ROSWELL 

There is no case file of any consequence on t he alleged crash of 
a UFO at Roswell, New Mexico in 1947, amongst t he Air Force's Project 
Blue Book case collect ion. There should be but t here isn't .  Why? Perhaps 
t he Air Force did not consider t he incident import ant enough t o  document . 
This is probably t he least -likely explanat ion since t he report was very 
much publicized in most import ant newspapers t hroughout t he United St at es. 
If t he st ory were real but highly-classified, t hen t his would explain 
t he absence of a det ailed file but not of a general informat ion file. 
Again t he incident was t oo well-known t o  ignore. Though we can only spec­
ulat e, the most likely reason is t hat t he file was "borrowed" by a scientist 
doing research for t he Air Force, or a souvenir hunt er from t he old Project 
Sign days, and never returned. Former Project Blue Book head, Capt ain 



Edward Ruppelt , in his REPORT ON UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS (Doubleday, 
1956, page 99) said t hat t his was in fact what had happened t o  "lot s 
of report s." 

The case for t he Roswell object being a spacecraft seems t o  begin 
where what we know about t he news event s as report ed in 1947 ends. An 
object came down, was discovered, was report ed in t he news, t hen quickly 
disappeared int o hist ory. It 's entirely conceivable t hat t he government 
would have worked under t he assumption t hat t he Roswell object was a 
strange aerial vehicle and treat it as a national securit y matt er unt il 
analysis det ermined what t he debris was. A great deal of att ention, and 
uncert aint y, circulat ed about t he new flying saucer phenomena during the 
first week of July 1947. One did not have a UFO hist ory t o  fall back upon 
as a guide on how t o  deal wit h such a sit uat ion. 

It is for t his reason t hat I choose not t o  int erpret t he secrecy 
it self as proof t hat an alien ship crashed. Wit h t he absence of official 
document s, debris, or bodies of aliens, one is left with verbal t estimony 
only; a bevy of wit nesses claiming, more oft en indirect ly t han not , t hat 
t he object was indeed a flying saucer. It has been said t hat with t est ­
imony by hundreds of persons, such as has been put fort h by Schmitt and 
Randle, t he case for UFOs as ext raordinary vehicles from somewhere ot her 
t han t he Eart h could quickly be present ed and won in a court of law; t hat 
somehow t his would be t he final arbit er of t he UFO issue. 

There is lit t le doubt in my mind that t he case for a flying saucer 
at Roswell could possibly be won in cuurt . Mark my words on t his carefully. 
It could be won, not proven. 

While t he legal syst em represent s t he pinnacle of our underst anding 
of man ' s  law in societ y, it is vast ly different from int erpret ing issues 
relat ing t o  scient ific st andards, or our underst anding of nat ural law. 
Legal st andards frequent ly fall far short of t he exact ing demands by which 
we comprehend nat ure. Innocent people can be sent t o  jail while guilt y 
ones are set free in a syst em t hat can be manipulat ed. Judgement s of t rut h 
can be swayed by displays of st yle and charisma; by sheer force of per­
sonalit y rat her t han by hard fact . The very symbol of justice is blind. 
Sometimes t he lawyer who put s on t he best show in a clever dist ortion of 
fact s can succeed. If t he opposing viewpoint is not alert , out rages can 
be t he norm. The Supreme Court , for example, once decided t hat slavery 
was lawful and right in t he Dred Scot t decision. 

Assessment s as t o  whet her UFO crashes are fact or not cannot be 
made legally wit hout enormous doubt , considering t he absence of physical 
evidence. We are left wit h t he st andards of scientific st udy, more 
stringent and demanding t hat t hey are, t o  set t le t his mat t er. And unt il 
physical evidence does become available, scient ific st udy cannot even be 
applied. So we are saddled wit h a fascinating t ale and lit t le more, 
unless one chooses to "believe" based upon one's personal preference, 
a dangerous way t o  present ''fact s" t o  a skept ical public. 

Evidence in t he UFO field is oft en t hat which t ends t o  support 
one's pet t heories regardless of how well-grounded it is. The same in­
format ion can be seen by different persons in different ways. One ex­
ample can be seen on page 175 of UFO CRASH AT ROSWELL. Reproduced in 
our Figure 1 are symbols drawn by Jesse Marcel Jr. said t o  have been 
visible on an "I" beam which was part of t he UFO wreckage. The symbols 
have been said t o  be unlike any language seen before, according t o  pre­
vious Roswell report ing. Even here, t he symbols are described as being 
unlike other report s of "languages" of t he aliens by UFO percipient s. 

A superficial glance at t he rendit ion gives t he impression of an 
alien language. Looking at it more closely, one who looks at t he symbols 
wit hout int erpret ing t hem in an "alien way" can begin t o  see let t ers and 
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numbers. The second symbol, for 
example, has the appearance of 
an 118,11 the third an "I, 11 the 
fourth an "x." 

One must put recollections 
like this in context. Consider­
ing that Marcel's memory is the 
only source so far which con­
cretely describes writing on 
the Roswell wreckage, we should 
not forget that 1) the recoll­
ection is more than forty years 
old, 2) it comes from a source 
who at the time was a young boy, 
3) it comes from a source in an 
altered state of consciousness 

While under hypnosis, Jesse Marcel, Jr. drew the symbols 
that were on the one I-beam he examined. Interestingly, 
these symbols do not resemble tho::e published by others 
claiming to have knowledge of UFO's. 

LBJ X 8CAL L oN 
Figure One 

(hypnosis) . There is no assurance that the symbols are correct. 
Let's assume that they are. Is there any way to decipher them? 

One who is convinced in advance that these are alien symbols will not 
likely find correlations to any man-understandable language; they are 
after all "alien" and unlike any writing that we know. A more skeptical 
individual, and I use "skeptical" in the broad sense of one who does not 
accept quick, unconventional answers, will look very hard for correla­
tions. Indeed some of the symbols do look like crudely-drawn letters and 
numbers. 

In examining the last six symbols in the sequence, the third and 
fourth seem to repeat - a clue that cryptographers look for in decipher­
ing phrases. Let's use this as a springboard for a hypothetical exercise. 

The first symbol in the last six-symbol sequence, the one resembling 
an exclamation point, might represent a letter "B. "  It has two enclosed 
loops, one over the other, and an exclamation point would be inappropr= 
iate for the middle of a letter sequence. The second, a circle with a 
sort of tail drawn around it, might represent a letter "a." The next two 
similar symbols don't seem to represent a dotted letter "i" as there 
appears to be a rightward slant on the bottom. The same holds true of 
the first symbol in the entire 10-symbol sequence. Could these be said 
to be more of a representation of the letter "L.w The next to last symbol 
1 o o ks v e r y much 1 i k e an " O , '! w h i 1 e t he 1 as t ho u r g 1 as s sh a p e i s d i f f i c u 1 t . 
An ''x" perhaps? But the fourth symbol in the entire 10-symbol sequence 
appears to be more like an "x.11 Maybe it is a "z," or an "N" on its side. 

We have a set of letters, hypothetically interpreted. It seems to 
spell either "BALLOZ " (which doesn't make much sense) , or "BALLON." It 
couldn't be! A balloon-borne device had been the favored explanation for 
the anti- alien Roswell critics. Such critics could see something like 
this as a potential alternative interpretation of the symbols, a recoll­
ection of the word "balloon" corrupted by the passage of time and the 
altered mental state of the witness under hypnosis. Toss in the fact 
that young children often misspell balloon along with a similar inter­
pretation of the other symbols in the sequence, one gets a phrase like 
"L8 1X Ballon" and the crashed object begins to sound more like a man­
made device. 

The whole point of this is to show that when there is an absence 
of physical evidence, the remaining information is subject to varying 
interpretations which can be as valid, or invalid, as the exotic ones. 
If, for example, the above exercise is not valid, then what is there 
to which to compare it that determines whether it is more or less a 
correct decipherment? In the case of Roswell it depends upon which 
verbal testimony one chooses to believe. At the very least, it can 
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no longer be said that if the symbols drawn on page 175 of UFO CRASH 
AT ROSWELL are a reasonably correct rendition of Jesse Marcel Jr. 's 
recollection, they are unlike anything man has seen before. There are 
recognizable elements visible. 

Finally, there is the nagging feeling that if a crashed disc was 
recovered at Roswell or anywhere else, history from then to the present 
day should not be as it is. Somehow the technological leap that should 
have occurred in the recovery of an interstellar spacecraft in the late 
1940s did not seem to take place. Aeronautical history has developed 
normally within the intellectual limitations of man. Our aircraft are 
not performing the way flying saucers have been reported to do through 
the decades. They don't look like what the various crashed-disc stories 
show flying saucers to be. We are still using bombs, bullets, and rocket 
propulsion and are still making lots of mistakes with them. We blew up 
a space shuttle in front of millions of people, along with annihilating 
a portion of our space program's credibility. To suggest that we have 
learned little from the study of flying saucers after having them in our 
possession for nearly fifty years is straining my will to believe in this 
to the point of dismemberment. 

If crashed discs are real, how has knowledge of this influenced 
our technology? It will no longer suffice to say it simply has been in­
fluenced. Examples are needed that are solid and unambiguous. I can't 
see them. Where are they? 

If they haven't influenced our science in nearly fifty years, if 
there are no examples, then what is the evidence that such wreckage exists 
at all? More anecdotes? It should have been long ago apparent to poten­
tial whistleblowers in the military that stories would not be enough 
anymore. Documentation was needed. The best attempt at that was MJ-12. 
We all saw what happened to it, smashed to eggshells with the yolk on 
UFOlogy. 

Motivation as to why the military sometimes takes a particular 
action is not always clear, explaining th� occassional reports of such 
things as Pentagon toilet paper receipts being classified. But can a 
secret project be absolutely ruled out beyond all shadow of a doubt as 
an explanation for Roswell? Until one can affirm and demonstrate that 
this is so, it is wreckless and opportunistic to say that aliens visited 
Earth in 1947. 

UFO reports exist. Some are difficult to explain. I happen to think 
research on this subject is worthwhile, which is why I have a strident 
position on the question of crashed discs. Presentation of such inform­
ation must be airtight and debunk-proof. Schmitt and Randle have tried 
very hard. Good people have offered interesting stories. It is still very 
far from a new era in cosmic awareness. 

SETI, UFOS AND THE GOLDEN FLEECE 

Many will recall the highly-publicized "Golden Fleece" awards 
granted annually by former Wisconsin Senator William Proxmire. As a 
watchdog of government waste, Proxmire would award various federal 
agencies and individuals a virtual public condemnation for activities 
which the Senator deemed as wasteful or unproductive. The "Golden Fleece" 
refers to a prize that was the object of a quest by the mythological 
Jason and the Argonauts. 

Proxmire gave his annual award in 1979 to the NASA SETI (Search 
for Extraterrestrial Intelligence) program. T�is was done after a 
writer for an ultra-conservative magazine penned an article on wasteful 
government pursuits and sent a copy to Proxmire. He had concluded after 
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reading this that attempts to detect and communicate with possible 
extraterrestrial intelligences were frivolous. This at a time when 
Reaganism and budget-cutting were on the rise. 

Proxmire reversed himself in the early 1980s after actually 
investigating SETI and listening to scientists involved in the studies, 
something he had not done when he awarded NASA the Golden Fleece. NASA 
saw their efforts reinstated in 1983 after a brief lull due to Proxmire's 
initial actions. 

Given the great public impact that Senator Proxmire's often-just­
ified awards had, and considering his intolerance of waste and nonsense, 
one might find a thirty-year-old statement of his rather interesting. 

In the January-February 1963 issue of NICAP's UFO Investigator, 
a letter from Senator Proxmire to a constituent was quoted. Referring 
to a NICAP compilation of their best UFO evidence sent to political 
leaders in Washington, he said,"The NICAP report is a fine document 
which does much to substantiate the allegation made. The very fact that 
so many inexplicable incidents have occurred is reason enough for a 
thorough investigation." 

There was once a time when UFO matters were taken quite seriously 
by leaderships in Washington. Fine points, both pro and con, were aired 
in Congressional hearings twice during the 1960s. UFOs were a major 
topic of debate at the highly-respected annual meeting of the American 
Association for the Advancement of Science in 1969. 

Just a reminder of how things were, and how they could be with 
a change of attitude on the part of present-day UFO research. 

THE MENDEZ STORY CONTINUES 

Readers will recall the bizarre incident involving former Air 
Force Airman Simone Mendez (see June and September 1991 Just Cause) . 

On January 7, 1992, the FBI sent a letter to Mendez advising her 
that after consultation with another government agency (unspecified, 
but probably the Air Force) further documents were being denied her 
under the "b1" exemption of the Freedom of Information Act, covering 
national security. CAUS has appealed this decision based on the fact 
that the Air Force had specifically dismissed the document that Mendez 
had seen as a hoax and that there was no real basis for. denying access 
to it under FOIA, nor for any other document related to the incident. 
How, we rationalized, may the Air Force withhold documents for national 
security purposes if they were nothing more than descriptions of com­
pletely false information from the beginning? We are awaiting the out­
come of the appeal. 

NSA STONEWALLING CONTINUES 

Several researchers have informed us that the National Security 
Agency has admitted to having post-1980 UFO_documeots which are being 
withheld from release. The reason: release can cause "exceptionally 
grave damage" to the national security of the United States. 

Given that our chief adversary in the world - the Soviet Union -
no longer exists and the threat of Communism has significantly diminished, 
such excuses for not releasing UFO documents are growing weaker. We 
have made a habit of filing annual FOIA requests with the NSA, just so 
that they will be aware that people are still interested in the issue 
and will not let it go away. 

Recent news stories have revealed that agencies like the CIA are 
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considering releasing large numbers of documents in the future due 
to the slackening of world tensions. Researchers should continue to 
file UFO document requests regularly, perhaps hitting the right moment 
for a substantial document windfall. 

GHOST ROCKETS - NEW INFORMATION 

A formerly classified publication, Intelligence Review, was 
recently obtained from the Air Force's historical center at Maxwell AFB, 
Alabama. Issue #47, 9 January 1947, printed the following article on 
the famous "Ghost Rocket" wave in the summer of 1946 over Sweden. 

It will be obvious to the reader that the article is skeptical 
of any sensational explanation for the sightings. It casts doubt on 
General James Doolittle's involvement in the investigations. CAUS had 
discussed this matter in our June 1990 issue, quoting a Doolittle letter 
to us. Arguments that the article is "disinformation" to hide the extra­
terrestrial nature of the missiles are blunted by the fact that the piece 
pre-dates the modern UFO era by several months and a glance at the secu­
rity marking on the article shows that it was not intended for public 
distribution. 

The article may be considered a reasonably accurate assessment 
of the U.S. intelligence community's attitude toward the phenomena during 
those years. 
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CURRENT PROJECTS 

With the present lack of substantive UFO sighting incidents of 
late, we have been able to focus energy toward filling the historical 
record. Slowly but surely we are building information files on early 
UFO sightings with military/government implications. Several researchers 
in the U.S. and overseas have contributed their information which has 
been extremely valuable in locating more. Notable have been AFU of 
Sweden for ''Ghost Rocket" files and the Center for UFO Studies for a 
number of early classics. CAUS thanks all who have helped. 

We are intensely interested in the "foe-fighter'' reports of World 
War Two. There are a few inquiries out to military history centers. We 
have located assorted press coverage that has seen little exposure. De­
pending on the degree of cooperation that we receive from official sources, 
we hope to report positive results of some of these inquiries in our next 
number. Foo-fighter incidents seem to have been treated in much the same 
way as modern day UFO sightings, with the facts being rather difficult 
to obtain. One researcher astonished us last month by asking why we bother 
spending so much time and effort pursuing such old incidents. "No one 
cares about a report that long ago, " he believed. 

Hopefully, this doesn't reflect a general attitude toward this kind 
of work. Our historical files do not molder or collect dust, like the 
ones in most libraries and archives we've seen. How can one know the pre­
sent without knowing the past? 

Page 8 contains a small sample of our foe-fighter research. With 
luck we will be able to show more in our June issue. 
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: Nazi Fire Balls 
May Be Kind of 
Ball I.,igl1tning 
Foo-Fighters Are Set>n ·as 

Electrical Charge8 Which 
Trail Planes by Induction 

By Howard vi. Blakeslee 

fam1llar wiir.. briiih diacharru and 
would recornlu them, &o the· fQO­
baJll &re probably not ordinary St. 
Elmo 'i ftre. 

The de«:P purple color of. brush 
dlscharre static would explain the 
report.a that the too-balls are red. 
The shade of red ha& not been re­
ported� Ball ll1ntntn1 haa been 
reported ln · sllrhtly red shades. · 

A reuon for the foo-�alls, araln 
baaed on experience, la lnterfer­
ference� with radar, radio .or per­
haps wlth a plane'&.lanitlon. Iani­
tlon Interference would •toi> a 
plane in· � he a1r-. It was a real 
project in lt&l7 befO,re thia war, 
and how to do it waa well known 
in theory · in the United Sta�. 

. All you ileeded then to atop a 
p}ftlle ftye or mof6 miles away WU A31ociattd Prtu Scftnce Editor a power plant eqaal to Niaaara The descriptions of the new Ger- · Falla. . 

· _ . 
: 

. · 
man "f<>o-n1hters," or balls of 1\re. A1 1ur.S11 un be made that .:thf ! contained In dispatches from. th� ·foo-balla are evidence urat Ger- , western front. ftt Into several well-. man scientist.a have found some known electrical phenomena{ I way \o get around pnrt. ot thr 

Two or these. are inductlo�. and power troubles In intcrfcrcncr" 
baH ll1htnln1. whlcfi have ,�me o' The !act that they arc\ui1lnic them. 
the ,;�peel.a ot another e1"ctrlc.. and so· disclosing thcll· secrets· to 
phenomenon, St. Elmo's nre. It the· Allies, ·would ' indicate that 

I the !oo-n1hterl'I are electia&t. they they-Oo not hope to attain to 1gn1� 
are somethlnr created ln the alr tlon lnterefcrencc power. ; · 
close to the All1ed pla.nes, rather 
than anythlnr shot Hite artlllery 
shells or anythinr· noat1D1 in the 
air in wait for planes. : 

· Induction ls auirested by the re­
port.s trorn Allied Airmen, that the 
foo-ftrhters lteep up with their 
planes at .ftxed distances. reiard­
lesa of plane spreed, chaniea in 
speed or chanres in direction. 

War pepartment la �llent 
WASHiNG1'0N, Jao. '! <UP.>.­

The wi.r ·Department.• W83 not 
talklng, but amateur • ph�slclsts . 
hereabouts wondered toC:ay It that 
ancient bugaboo, St. · Elmo 's fire. 
hadn't put in. a1i appearance· on . 
the Western Front. 

War Department authorities • 
Just looked my11ttrlous wheh ques­
tioned about the balls of n re. They 

1aald they could not talk about 
them.· Security, you know. 

/Ve,�, lf.,rL 1./e�. f..{ -Tr-, J,..,,:;\ 
,!\ e. c e,,., l f:'f>. I L{ 1 I ct 'I '( 
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1 NewGeranan War· Device: 
' Alr-}1outlug Slivery Oall11 

Cen1ored Item Telle o{ Bubble1 
Seen by Allled Bombe� 

PARIS, Dec. 13 (JP).-The Otr· 
mans were dlacloaed Leday to have 
thrown a new "device" into _the 
war - m)'aterioua silvery balll 
which tloat in the air . 

Pilots report seeing these· ob­
ject.a, both 1nd1v1du&lly and in 
cluaters, durtnir forays over the 
Retch. . 

l The purpote of the ftoaten wu 
not 1.mmtdl&ttlJ evldent It 11 POI· 
a1bl1 t.hat theJ repreHnt. a new 
antl-&lrcratt defen.ae loatrument 

• or weapon. Thia c:lllpatch wu 
· h�YilJ censored at · Supreme 
• Headquarter1. J 

•.u.r A lltMllTS _.at TIRILLD Alll:a­ICA I 8ff MOM'1 111t1htJ "311 8ltCOND8 
1 OVP "rc>i1'0'' -41penoer Tracy, Van John­
� IOA. Bobtrl W&JUr • .U Ule Capl�·�'"' 

.. . . .. 

Electrical ind:.ictloh of some sort 
would explain auch marvelous ayn­
chronlzatlon. ·Nothln1 elae that :a 
wqll known would explain 11uch per·· 
fett. tlmln1. Radio .control fro 
the 1round does not explaln t.he 
tlminr. unless. radio control ls 
meant to describe a beam which 15 
part of the automatic induction .. 

BOSTON DAILY GLOB��UESDAY, JANUARY· 2, · 19•5 
Howenr, no security or · censor- . ··-

1hlp rcatrlcllons apply Lo SL. 
Elmo's nre. which use• to !righten· 
uneasy sailors into repentance I 

Induction, however. falls com­
pletely to describe what happem 
when :.a nre-ball zoom� upward , 
leavina Its plane. · Apparently the 
balls ny paths thousands of feet 
away from the planes. 

· · The common experience that r�­
sembles this trick ls ball lightning. 
How anybody could i>roduce ball 
llrhtnlng Is unknown. Exactly 
what ball ll1htnln1 may be la also 
unknown. But it la a quite harm­
less thtnr. ev.en · as the German 
foo-ftrhtera are reported to be." A 
lllihtnln1 ball can explode In .Your 
front. yard. maklnr a loud bani . 
but doln1 little or no dama1e. 

· BrlrM· Elec&.rlcal Dlach&tre 
St. Elmo's tlr.\ la a· bruah dls­

charae of atatlc · lectricity, which 
streams oft some solid object with 
a brtlltant intensity. Aviators are 

from tim� to time� Webs1--ers New : Nazi Mystery weapon International Dictionary describes · 1 · • · 
this phenomenon as follows : "A: Paces Amer1can!Planes . 
name-like appearance �Ometlines · A UNITED STATf;S FiGHTER ftgbtcrs"-red balls nf ftrc th\t fty 

Seen in &tormy Weather at pro� . .  B ASr F J 2 (APl-Amerl· along al win� tip;• !Clllcal to..,-,,! • • L , ranee, an. three balls of ftre which fty in Jront \Dent points Of a :Ship, part1C ul8f y , : c>n nGhter pilots 
.
•n

.
gaged In Oylnf of the planes. and o group of about 

at the masthead and the yardarm . night Intruder m1,.oons over Ger- 15 lights which follow the plane al 

and alao on land, as at the tops with • new ..... crel wupon"-mys-
• 1 • ' /m•nY report tfit.Nazis have come up a d1stfmtt, fttcker1n1 on and otr. 

or treea. or 1tee_ples. . • . It ls in . lerious "balls of ftre" which r
_
acc 

the nature of a brush discharge along beside lhci'. planes tor m1lu 
1 like \\Ult o' the wups. 

Of electricity, reddlsh When- posi- . Y•nk pilots have dubbed them 

tlve b1Ui8h When negative " , "Foo fighters," and et first thought ' 
•---- • · Lhty michl u:elode, but so tar there 
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is no indlc.alion that ony planes 

. have been damaged by them. 
t Some pllol1 have expruted bt· 

lief lhal the "Foo �1hter" wu de· 
1 •igncd strictly es • psycbolo1lcol 

weapon. lntelUgence reports atem to 
r indicate tt Is radio-controlled from 
:1 th• ground and can k"P pace with! 

planes ftJlnf et 300 miles per hour. 
Lt Donald .Melen o! Chk11cr, m .. j said there art lhrte types of "Foo 
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