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LET THE EVIDENCE LEAD

We hear from the MSF camp that fuwr-ther info will be
forthcoming in the very near future. Mcocore reports that he is
being fed information by mystericus government agents and
allowed to view certain top secret material i.e. documents, a
videc, photocgraphs, etc on a limited time basis. These agents
are directing Mcore to reveal only what they want him to or else
they'1ll close the door and nothing else will be released. This
appears to be a government type of "Let's Make A Deal". ERits
and pieces of info on this new second wave of material are
already circulating within the UFO community and I must say it
is quite bizarre.

However, the infamocus MJ12 papers are stirring up a well
heated controversy. A better word for it would be a mess. JUST
CAUSE newsletter (issue #13) details numercus flaws and problems
with the documents. The Center for UFO Studies is seeking their
own independent study and encouwrage further investigation. The
Fund for UFO Research is struggling to raise $3,000 to have the
Cutler—-Twining memoc of 1954 analyzed to determine when it was
typed. The Fund feels that this is a crucial step in
determining its authenticity. Researching and investigating the
MJ12 documents and the second wave of material coming from the
MSF camp is not the problem. This is what the subject is all
about, Research_and_ Investigate. Unfortunately, the problem is
the Hatfield and McCoy syndrome. The UFO community is tuwrning
intc feuding clans over a belief system. The will to believe or
disbelieve. Everyone whao has been in the field of Ufoclagy for a
lengthy time has been asked that lcaded questiocn, Do you believe
in UFO's? My comeback is simply, "We have UFO reports. The
contents and patterns of the reports constitute .UFO phencmena.
Belief or disbelief is irrelevant.' In investigating and
researching cases, documents, etc. the evidence lies in the
contents and patterns. That is where you will find the paydirt.
The evidence must lead and not the cother way arcund. When the
evidence starts being led then that person's belief system is
interfering and can scmetimes lead to creating evidence. That
perscn is not being objective as an investigator/researcher
shauld be.

Scome pecple within the UFO community feel that encugh
evidence has suwurfaced to prove the MJ12 papers a hcax and the
case should be closed. Others are wondering why the pecple, who
should have led the way in proving the documents authenticity,
are dragging their feet. Still, there are those who feel the
documents have been proven until they are disproven. No matter
where you stand in this controversial mess, keep the
investigation professiocnal and scientific and refrain from the
Hatfield—-McCoy syndrome. Let the evidence lead and it will take
vyou to the absclute truth. The others will be walking on a

sinkhole to bizarreness and discredit.
RADIO-TV LOG

December 28, 92:00 p.m. - Bruce Maccabee, Fhil kKlass and
Whitley Streiber were guests on the Larry kKing Show (on CNN)
hosted by Rona Rarrett.

MESSAGE TO OREITER READERS

Fublishing a monthly newsletter has proved to be quite
costly because of printing, postage and telephone calls in
gathering infcrmation for UFO material. To offset this cost I
am implementing a policy whereby readers who do not exchange
newsletters, newsclippings, or cther UFO-related information
will be charged a fee of $15.00 amually 1f they wish to
continue receiving this newsletter.




MYSTERIOUS LIGHTS
Sunday, October 5, 1950
Ghosts Lighis and UFO’s.

Cn page 3 of yesterday’s Manchester Union Leader there was an
article and photograph of a glowing circular object with a black spot
that freelance police photographer, Robert Giglio; of Hillsborough shot
with his camera, while following up one of the over 100 UFO reported
sightings in the Bear Hill area of Henniker. This one was taken about
four months ago and is the second ene to appearin the papers since the
oneintheOct. 17,1979 issue. A former exccutive of Itek Corp. (a Mass.
company which specializes in high technology optics) analyzed it, but
could not solve the mystery.

If you look on the map Henniker is but a few miles from the town of
Hopkinton, N.H. where similar glowing balls have been seen as far
back as 1750. (See the attached letter to the editor that appeared in the
Nov. 6, 1976 issue labeled: “Requests Further Reports of Eerie ‘Ghost
Lights”,” that I first read about on page 39 of Ch. 1 inPart Il of the book,
Extraterrestrial Intervention, by Jacques Bergier and the Editors of
INFO; Ch. 1 being labeled: “John Winthrop & UFO's in Colonial New
England,” by Andrew E. Rothovius of 4 Smith St., in Milford, N.H.,
under Part 1I: “Extraterrestrial Beings Among Us.”)

That summer, in 1976, 1 also interviewed a witness to a hovering
white fireball with a red border that glowed for about an hour above the
Steuben, Maine Town Wharf and seen by many of the people, espe-
cially the children in town, just before dusk, which witness also said
that back in the fall of 1967 their car was parked in the town gravel pit
early that September night too, atabout 8:30 P.M. when many “bounc-

ing and glowing red balls” surrounded them and stalled the car on
their way out. '

Stonington, Maine is another spot where these globs of light occur,
and in particular, above the property of Ted Graveline (who had a
write-up on page 10 of The Bangor Daily News for Wed., Aug. 14,
1974) who told me, when [ visited him one afternoon, that he sees them
at night, because they follow this magnetic fault line up the coast
through Blue Hill and Ellsworth, up to Steuben where a lady in town
claims that two of these lines converge under her property and thatshe
gets strange vibrations from some currents possibly produced by the
UFO's that travel this line. ;
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Requests Further Reports of Eerie ‘Ghost Lights’
Manchester Union Leader, Nov. 6, 1976

To the Editors: With the help of my August S5th letter published on
page 18 of this paper of Aug. 24, 1976 entitled “Ghost Lights,” I've re-
ceived some replics about glowing red balls of fire which I think are of
interest: Two historic cases involve Hopkinton and Derry:

1. A manin Milford refers to C.C. Lord’s “Life and Times in Hopkin-
ton, N.H.,” 1890, about Putney Hill, also known as Gould Hill, in the
northern part of town facing the valley of the Contoocook. He writes
that: “A patch of pine forest on the north side of this hill was said to
have beenan “Indian lookout,” where redskin sentinels kept watch for
enemy marauders. Beginning some time between 1750 and 1800, glow-
ing, slowly moving balls floating in the air were often sighted over and
near this pine forest, both by day and by night, but most often in the
evenings. Around 1820, a young man, who halfa century later told Mr.
Lord of his experience, was followed home for almost tvo miles by sev-
cral of these glowing balls, in the gathering dusk. They would stop
whenever he himself stopped to look back at them, then resume their
movement as soon as he started walking again; but they never came
any closer than within 50 feet or so.”

2. Mrs. Guy Eva Speare, used to write for this paper, and on pages
165-166 of her famous book of “N.H. [Folk Tales,” which she compiled
with Mrs. Moody P. Gore in 1932, a lady from Derry wrote about “A
Legend of Saddleback Mountain in Derry,” that has information about
round red balls of fire as big as a brick oven that were seen there. Every
library in the state has a copy of her book. — Two recent cases involve
Londonderry and Manchester:

3. In Londonderry, a man threw his cigarette butt out the window of
his parked car, and when he thought it didn’t burn out, he opened the
door, but found that it was something clse. When he tried to step on
the glowing red ball of fire, which hovered some 6-12” above the
ground, it just simply glided to the side.

4. Twosisters in Manchester had one of these red dots of light in their
house. When they tried to capture it with a cardboard box, it merely es-
caped by penetrating through the walls of the house, where it could
then be seen outside upon occasion.

If any readers know of more historic and-or recent cases, this ficld of-
fice of The Socicty for the Investigation of the Unexplained, (S.1.T.U.)
would like to be informed. -

Joe Haas
P 0. Box 557

CR: R.Giordano
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CR: J.Bruno

The Journal of Secial Psychology, 1971, 83, 307-308.

AFFILIATION MOTIVATION AND BELIEF IN
EXTRATERRESTRIAL UFOs®

Department of Piychology, Howard University

Lawrexce W. LitTic

Inzerest in the existence of extraterrestrial life and its manifestation in the
form of “unidentified fAlying objects” (UFOs), such as flying saucers, exhibits
1 persistence, in the absence of objective evidence,! that suggests that belicfs
shout such phenomena are deeply embedded in personality. To explore this
possibility the relationship between affiliation motivation® and the belief that
UFOs originate in other worlds was considered. Implicit in the belief that
UFOs come from outer space is the assumption that life, much as we know
it, exists in other worlds. This belief, it was conjectured, may represent a
projection_of a human disposition to be accepted and loved by others (the
2Zliation motive). It was hypothesized that strong affiliation motivation is
associated with a belief in the alien origins of UFOs. This hypothesis was
predicated on the assumption that in a peopled universe the possibilities of
positive emotional responses from others are greater than in an empty universe.

The Test of Insight® was administered to 77 undergraduate students. Their
responses were coded for afEliation motivation. The range of scores was from

® Received in the Editorial Office, Provincetown, Massachuserts, on May 27, 1970.
Copyright, 1971. by The Journal Press. . ]

1 Condon, E. U. Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects. New York: Bantam
Books, 1969 =

2 Shipley, T. E., & Veroff, J. A projective measure of need for affiliation. J. Exper.
Pl{daol.. 1952, 43, 349-356.

Freach, E. G. Developmeat of 2 measure of complex motivation. In J. W. Atkio-

;t;l;l(Ed.). Motives in Fantasy, Action, and Socicty. Princeton, N.J.: Van Nostrand,
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zero to 10 with a median of four. Seven subjects scoring at the median were
discarded. Subjects (n = 34) above the median were considered to be strong
and subjects below (7 = 36) were considered to be weak in afnliation mou-
vation. The mean strong and weak affliation motivation scores were 7.79
and 2.03 respectively. The hypothesis was tested by comparing responses of
strong affiliation motivation subjects with responses of weak affliation moti-
vation subjects to Likert-type¢ alternatives to the statement, “Further researc

on UFOs (Unidentified Flying Objects, e.g,, ‘Bying saucers’) will reveal thae
they come from outer space,” which was administered as part of a six-item
“Current Scicntific Affairs Questionnaire.” .

The response scale ranged from Strongly Agree (42) to Strongly Disagres
(—2) with the statenent. The strong affiliation motivation subjects’ mezn
response’ (4.15 ==.72) was in the direction of agreement with the statement,
whereas the mean response (—.22 = .97) of the weak affiliation motivation
group was in the direction of disagreement with the statement. This difference
of .37, though small, was statistically significant (¢ = 1.76, df = 68,
p» < .05). No significant differences were present for any of the other five
“neutral” items in the Current Bcientific Affairs Questionnaire.

It is commonly accepted that belief in the existence of advanced forms cf
life on other planets can be explained by reference to psychological factors.
Typically, however, such beliefs are felégated to the, neurotic, irrational, or
less intelligent (or are presented as scientific inferences based upon statistical
probabilities).® The study lends some support to the idea that the belicf in
UFOs, as an index of life on other worlds, is related to psvchological pro-
cesses, but it suggests that the relationship is with normal rather than abnormzal
psychology. Belief in life on other worlds tends somewhat to be a function
of a very human characteristic—the need to be responded to positively by
other human beings.

Department of Psychology
Howard University .
}ashington, D.C. 20001 .

\‘ Likert, R. A technique for the measurement of attitudes. Arch. Prychel., 19i2,
No. 140,

8 Cameron, A. G. W., Ed. Interstellar Communication. New York: W. A. Benjaczis,
1963. ;
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NEW ENGLAND MYSTERY HELICOFTER OVERFLIGHT

A relaticonship between mystery helicopters and UFO's 1is
establishing itself in the more recent literatwe of UFO
phencmena. These stirange choppers have been reported flying at
extremely low altitudes in or near areas of UFO activity.
Scmetimes their engines are heard and the choppers are not
seen. At other times the chopper is in view of the witness but
there is no engine socund. They also are colored drab black or
army green without any distinguishable markings or- lighting.
Scome witnesses also ireport that the windows are tinted. Other
unusual behavior that researchers have noted about these
helicopters is that they have shown extireme interest in military
bases and missile sites.

Ufologists find it futile to vresearch and investigate these
phantom choppers because dead ends are always present when
trying to lcocate the origin of the copters and/cr who is flying
them.

These problems confronted me while researching the New
England overflights that cccuwrvred on Sept. 10, 1987 between the
howrs 0130 and 0230. I received the initial report from Ray
Fowler who had given a UFO presentation in the Haverhill area
Thur-sday evening, Sept. 10. He alsco informed me that reporters
from the Haverhill Gazette were loocking into the problem. Some
of the pecple who had participated in the presentation reported.
to Ray of lights in the sky accompanied by a loud yroar. Ray and
I speculated that it could possibly have been a CS whose
destination was Fease AFE, NH. The CS i1s commonly reported as a
UFO due to its huge bulk size, i1ts lighting pattern and flight
characteristics. This ailrcraft routinely travels up and down
the Atlantic cocast and at times they sporadically travel from
Flansas to military bases in the New England area.

I initiated the investigation by calling Andy Brengle, staff
wiriter for the Gazette. He informed me that some of the pecople
he interviewed couldn't identify the object o- the scund. He
said: a:few witnesses claimed to have seen a group of
unidentified choppers without navigation lights flying at tree
top level at approximately 2:00 a.m. I asked Andy if any of the
witnesses would be willing to speak with me on these
overflights. He gave me the name of Frank Scowick, who was very
cooperative with the Gazette interviewer. On Sept. 16, I made
contact with Sowick. It was this interview that eliminated my
suspicion of a CS overflight. Frank told me that at 1:55 a.m.
he had: just retuned firom towing a disabled vehicle. While
putting the vehicle intc his Edgemont Garage he heard 1in the
distance a low rumbling noise. Then suddenly S helicopters at
about 100-150 ft. in altitude overflew his home and garage. He
expressed to me his shock and of being coverwhelmed by the sound
of the aircraft. His wife immediately awoke as the house was
rattied by the choppers. Frank informed me that he had them in
view:for about 2 seconds. They were there, then they were
gone. - 0Other detzils I learned during the interview was they
were in a straight line formation with only the trailing chopper
carrying a greern light on 1ts tail. The formation was heading
novrth towards Fortsmouth, NH. Several cother witinesses that were
interviewed only heard the choppers and thelr houses also
rattled due to the abnormal low altitude. In making fuwrther
inguiries ' I learned of more reports that were called in to
police, airports, and newspapers 1n Lichfield County, CT,
Springfield, MA Guabbin reservoir area, Fitchbuw-g and
Leacominster. The witinesses all reported the same scenarioc in
that the noise and vibrations from these military—-type
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choppers were loud and frightening, with several pecople
hover over theilr houses.

BER

unmarked
helicopter

Midway through the investigation I was receiving a
scattering of UFO reports from the Haverhill area. A few people
reparted that during the chopper overflight they observed
strange nocctuwrnal lights in the area. Some pecple said the
lights could not have been created by any conventional aircraft
because no nolise accompanied the noctuwryial lights. Other pecople
said the copposite, that there was a loud humming scound but
nothing could be seen. I concluded that these reports were due
to misidentification of the choppers or other aircraft as UFCO
hysteria was now becoming abundant in the area.

Barry Scanlon confirmed this from calle coming to his
office. Several pecple in the Lowell area called to report
strrange lights or a humming nocise. Duwring my conversation with
the reporter from the Lowell Sun he informed me that there has
been "more than one incident" of these mystery chopper
overflights in the past month in his area. This led to more
questicons on my part. Why weren't they reported then? Why are
they being repaorted now? I alsc learned from Barry Scanlon that
these choppers ocverflew the office of the Union News in
Springfield that same morning. I made contact with Nancy Nelson
and Curt Muller, reporters for the newspaper. who interviewed
several pecple. The time of the overflights in the Springfield
area was roughly 2:00 a.m., which confirms the fact that there
were two squadrons of choppers. One squad overflew the eastern
section of MA from south to north and the other flew up the
western section from S/W to N/E. If these directics were
calculated corvrectly, both squads had to fly over the restiricted
airspaces of Westover AFER, Fort Devens Alrfield, Fease AFEB and
Fortsmouth Naval Airstation.

I decided to give Ft. Devens Alrfield a call. I was put in
touch with field operationse cfficer Major Rodrigues Harrison. I
infcrmed him of the natwe of my call and inquired if any
chopper flighte were destined for the airfield on the date in
questioen. He replied that there would have been no log entry 1if
the flights did not originate from Ft. Devens. I assuwred him
that there must be a locg entry if in fact any aircraft flew into
the airfield or over their airspace. I alsc informed him that I
was familiar with their operations and procedures as I was
stationed at the base for two years. He abruptly ended the
conversation and transferred my call to the Fublic Affairs
Office. I spoke with John Raspusen, a public affairs spokesman
for the base. I learmned from the FAO that they alsoc were
cverwhelmed with calls about the chopper coverflights and ran
inte dead ends when they inquired about their origin and
destination. He alsc informed me that the Ft. Devens airfield
carries fowr Blackhawk chopperse and only one was up that evening
and had retuwrned shortly before midnight.

I then made contact with Nancy Nelson., & reporter for the
Unicn News (Springfield, MA) who interviewsd several pecple in
western Mass. Some of these people are affiliated with the
Union News and were in the Union News offlice at the time of the
mystery chopper overflights. She added that after two days of
phone calls, nobody knows where they come from.
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Staff Sgt. Steve Mahohn (FAQ) at Fease told the Union News
that they were Army choppers with the 82nd Airborne firom
Lexington, Kentucky. The problem is that the 82nd Airborne is
not stationed in lexington., EY but at Fort Eiagg, NC. Rick
Giordano, a New Hamp=hire UFO investigatoir called to confirm
that no Blackhawk—tvype choppers were stationed at Fease AFE. I
decided to call Ft. EBragg and the 101st Airborne. A public
affairs officer at Fort Bragg informed me that the 82nd was on
TDY (temporary duty) at Camp Drum, KNY and added that they should
not have overflown MA. He suggested the flights might have
ariginated from Ft. Campbell where the 101st Ailrborne are
stationed. A call to Ft. Campbell and I learned that no
military maneuvers were scheduled by the 101st inm any part of
New England.

I find 1t guite astounding that these phantom choppers are
buzzing U.S. cities and towns, frightening hundreds of citizens
and the top notch military cutfits such as the 82nd and the
101st airborne and the persommel at New England military bases
have no knowledge of their origin and destination. i

I followed up on the info given to me from the FAOQ at Fort
Eragg and made contact with Camp Drum. NY. I talked with a Sgt.
Murphy (Media Affairs) about the ocverflights and inquired about
the 82nd Airborne being TDY at Camp Drum. Concluding our
conversation, Sgt. Muwphy asswed me he will follow up on the
info I related to him and will contact me in a day or so. I
made a few more calls and spoke with the FAA and a couple of
National BGuard and reserve units in the hope of obtaining
fuwrther new information. In the interim I learned that the
Sikorski S-70-UH60A Blackhawk 1is replacing the UH 1, the popular
aircraft of the U.Z. Army Calvary duw ing the YietNam conflict.

After a couple of days passed, Sgt. Mwphy contacted me and
did in fact confirm that the 82nd was TDY at Camp Drum on the
dates 1in gquestion. However, to my suprise, they did not arrive
by helicopter! Cuestions still remain unanswered and probably
will. I must add that uwunmarked military choppers are not rare.
I have seen them during daylight howrs even in metro Boston.
They were, however, flying at a reasonable altitude unlike the
phantom choppers I covered in this article.

Investigating this case and researching other mystery
chopper reports in material such as Clear Intent, Andreasson
Affair, and the infamous Cash-Landrum case, one has to wonder if
this 1is new MIE phenomena of the latter half of the 20th
centwy, or a covert military operation to cause confusion and
intimidation of UFD witnesses, as depicted in the motion pictuwre
Close Encounters of the Third Kind. Someone has the answers.
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KEEP WATCHING THE MOON.
ALIENS USUALLY TRN TO
SNEAK UP FROM BEHIND (T,

© 1966 Universal Press Syndicate




l lFO AN APPRAISAL
OF THE PROBLEM

A Slalementbythe UFO Subcommittee of the AIAA

To guin a [resh und objective per-
spective on the UFO prohlem, the
U O Subcommttee of the AITAA,
from ats inception in 1967, decided to
place specific, well-defined questions
to LFO experts of high scientific qual-
ihcations but strongly divergent views.
Surprisingly, the lactual answers the
Subcommittee obtained in a series of
mteresting interviews were strikingly
similar. Differences occurred inocer-
tain guantitative estimates and in the
depree ol emphasis, but not in prin-
ciple.

It was at the next step where the
views hegan to diverge: suhjective
judement as o the scientilic signifi-
cance of the problem and the need to
pursuc and evplore it. Obviously. such
opinion depends on the criteria applied
by the individual. und much of the dis-
cord appears to he due 0 a lack of
analysis of these criterian. It is at this
stupe where guesses and speculations
creep into the discussion and lead to

cuniroversy.,

In the opinion of the UFO Subcom-
mittee, such speculations are entirely
premature and no position is absolute-
Iv defensible at this point in time. This
apphies specifically to statements that
the extraterrestrial hypothesis
(IZE) is “the least probable™ or
“the leust unprobable™ explanation
(National Academy of Scicnces. Re-
view of the *Condon Report™: Jumes
k. McDonald's statements). There is
no scientilic basis Tor assessing such
prohahilities at this time.

The Subcomnutiee was greatly per-
turbed by the paucity of thorough sci-
entilic and technological analysis ap-
plicd o practically all ubservations be-
tore the Condon study. The few, often
courapeous, efforts by individuals to
come to grips with this problem
should he viewed more from an aspect
of focusing attention on the problem
rather than of solving it, since there is
little doubt that it takes more than a
personal effort to investigate fully a
problem of such complexity.

In the opinion of the commitiee. the
Colorade University study. **Scientific
Study of Unidentified Flying Ob-
jeets.” (the “Condon Report,” Ban-
tam Books, New York, 1969) at this
time represents the most scientifically
venented investigation published on the
Uro prohlem. Attacks directed
against the study seem to vverlook the
almost insurmountable difficultics
which it short-time, one-shot project of
this tape Faces buoilding up the multi-

disciplinary, unbiascd talent, accumu-
lating practical experience, collecting
hard information, sorting out the sig-
nal from the noise, applying the best
analytical methods, and writing and

" editing a report in less than two years,

To understand the Condon report,
which is ditficult to read, due in part
to its organization, one must study the
bulk of the report. It is not enough to
read summaries, such as those by Sul-
livan and by Condon, or summaries of
summaries, on which the vast majority
ol readers and news media seem to
relv. There are differences in the vpin-
ions and conclusions drawn by the au-
thors of the various chapters, and
there are differences hetween these
and Condon’s summary. Not all con-
clusions contained in the report itsell
are fully reflected in Condon’s sum-
mary. For example the optical/radar
chapter contains the following state-
ment un the Lakenheath case (1956):
‘The apparentdy rational, intelligent behay-
we of the VO sugpests o mechanical de-
vice of unknown ongin as the most prob-
able explanatiun of this sighting. However,
in view ol the meviable falhibiliny. of wit-
nesses. mare comentional expluanations of
this repurt cannot be entirely ruled out.

On Colorado Springs case (1967);

In view of the meteorological situation, it
would scem that AP (anumalous propaga-
tion) was rather unlikely. Besides. what is
the prohability that an AP return would
appear only once and at that time appear
to excute a perfect practice ILS approach.

Condon’s own conclusions have
been widely misquoted. He says:

‘... Scientists are no respecters of author-
ity. Our conclusion that study of UFO re-
ports is not likely to advance science will
not be uncritically accepted by them. Nor
shuuld it be. nor du we wish it to be. For
scientists. it is our hope that the detailed
analytical presentation of what we were
able to du. and of what we were unable to
du, will assist them in deciding whether or
not they agrec with our conclusions. Our
hupe is that the details of this report will
help other scientists in seeing what the
problems are and the dilficulties of coping
with them.

*If they agree with our conclusions, they
will turn their viluable attention und lalents
clsewhere. If they disagree, it will be be-
cause our report has helped them reach a
clear picture of wherein existing studies are
faulty or incomplete and thereby will have
stimulated ideas for more accurate studies.
Il they do get such ideas and cun formulate
them clearly, we hive no douht that sup-
port will he forthcoming to carry on with
such clearly defined. specific studies. We
think that such ideas for work should be
supported.

* ... Therefore we think that all of the
agencies of the federal government, and the
private foundations as well, ought 1o be
willing to consider UFO research propusuls
wlong with the uthers subinitted to them on

an upen-minded. unprejudiced hasis. While
we du not think at present that anything
worthwhile is likely to come of such re-
search each individual case ought to be
carelully considered on its own merits.™

Condon’s chapter, “Summary of
the Study.” contains more than its
title indicates: it discloses many of his
personal conclusions. Making value
judgements was no doubt vne reason
why Condon was asked to handle the
project. One is happy to obtain the
judgement of so experienced and re-
spected a man; but one need not agree
with it. The UFO Subcommiutee did
not find a basis in the report lor his
prediction that nothing of scientific
value will come of further studies.

In reviewing the material accumu-
lated to date. the Subcommittee found
an cweedingly low signal-to-noise ra-
tio. as illustrated by the statistics of
the Air Foree's Project **Bluebook™
quoted in the University of Colorado
study. which showed 3.3% unidentified
observations (233 out of 7731 avail-
able at that time®). This figure is
frequently disputed. but its order of
magnitude (S%) appears to be correct.
taking all available reports into ac-
count. The fact that the Condon study
itsell arrives at a much higher per-
centage of unesplained cases—name-
Iv. at about 30% (35 out of I17)—is
primarily due to the preselection of
specific vases for investigation. The
precise figure is hard to assess. for the
Condon report does not lend itselfl eas-
ily to this type of analvsis, the same
cases being treated often in different
sections and under dilferent identi-
lications. (*The linal tigures. according
to our information. appear to be 701
out of 12,618 or 5.5%.)

It has been variously estimated that
the reported cases. approximately
20.000. represent only 5 to 15% of the
total observations, since most observ-
ers either do not go to the trouble of

an official report or fear ridicule. In |

turn, various polls suggest that 3 ‘to
5% of the U.S. population claim to
have seen UFOs. It follows, then, that
the available reports which can be
classified as “unidentified™ represent a
very small percentage of all UFO
sightings on the one hand. but not a
negligible number of observations on
the other. )

It is interesting that, contrary to
public opinion, the estimated per-
centage of “houaxes™ is likewise small
(less than $9%) and that the great ma-
jority of UFO sightings can be ex-

ploned by known phenomena (about
75%) while 1S 10 20'% contain n-
sullicient data. In other words, whut
may appear to the untrained obscrver
as strange and uncxplainable is in
most cases known and explainable.

Taking all evidence which has come
to the Subcommittee s attention into ac-
count, we find it difficult o ignore the
small residue of well-documented but
uncxplainable cases which form the hard
core of the UFO controversy. They
represent only a small fraction of the
“unidentified™ cases and are charac-
terized hy bath a high degree of credi-
bility and a high abnormality
(“strangeness™ in Hynek's terminolo-
gy). Although none of them offers to
our knowledge quantitative recordings
by culibrated instruments for per-
manent inspection, they are often
called “*hard cases.™

The Subcommittee has tried to ex-
plore the nature of this hard-core resi-
due and found estimates to vary be-
tween 10 and several hundred cases,
depending in part on a subjective judg-
ment as to the criteria for a “‘hard
case.” High credibility is generally ac-
cepted for observations by multiple in-
dependent witnesses ol known and re-
liable background or by multiple inde-
pendent sensing systems (reported by
multiple independent operators) or
both: high abnormality or strangeness,
when no known natural phenomena
whatsoever scem to [it the observa-
tions. It is clear, then, that the hard-
core residue represents less than 1% of
the total available reports.

Those used v working under con-
trolled laboratory conditions [ind it
difficult to consider seriously any ob-
servation which is not availahle in
recorded form for yuantitative in-
spection. As a matter of fact, they
make this a criterion for a “hard
case.” On the uother hand, there are
those, including some members of this
Subcommittee, familiar with the in-
tricacies of rescarch in the complex
and uncontrolled laboratory of the at-
mosphere, who find this less of a de-
terrent. They discover parallels be-
tween the UFO problem and certain
atmospheric phenomena which fall in
the class of rare events. A rare event
always involves at first a question of
the reality of a qualitative observation.
Later, scientific investigation, usually
combining statistics and physics, re-
solves this question one way or the
other.

Although the University of Colora-
do report deals only with a very small
fraction of the existing observational
material (less than 1%), it offers itsell
enough substance of the described

sort, espectally i addinonal itonma-
tion eatracted hy MeDonald s added
to some ol the cases. In fact, the Sub-
committee linds that the opposite con-
clusion could have been drawn from
its content, namely, that a phenom-
cenon with such a high ratio of unce-
pliained cases (about 30%) should
arouse sulficient scientilic curiosity to
continue its study.

The issue seems to boil down to the
question: Are we justified to extrap-
olate from 0.99 to 10O, implying that
il 99% of all observations can be ex-
plained, the remaining 1% could also
be explained: or do we face a scvere
problem of signal-to-nuoise ratio (ordet
ol magnitude 10-°)?

In the opinion of the Subcommittee,
this question must be asked critically
and objectively in each individual case.
In cases which do not fit the extrap-
olation alternative, the further ques-
tion should he eaplored: “Do they evi-
dence common attribute It appears
to the Suhcommittee that the Univer-
sity of Colorado group has made no
serious attempt in this direction.

If it is already difficult to reach a
consensus on what constitutes a hard
case, it appears even more difficult o
1ind agrecment on the advisahility and
importance of continued rescarch. As
mentioned carlier, it is at this paoint
where the controversy often becomes
heated because criteria for such assess
ment are not well-delined.

Earlier. Condon’s statement was
quoted that “clearly defined. specific
studies . . . should he considered and
supported.” In this connection he calls
attention to “important arcas of at-
mospheric optics. including radiowave
propagation. and of atmospheric elec-
tricity in which present knowledge s
quite incomplete. These topics came o
our attention in connection with the
interpretation of some UFQO reports,
hut they are also of fundamental sci-
entilic interest. and they are relevant
to practical problems related to the
improvement of safcty of military and
civilian flying.”

The Subcommittee finds this state-
ment of the Condon report a better
criterion for support of UFO-related
studies than the claim by some ETH
exponents that UFO research descrves
maximum support as long as there is a
ghost of a chance that UFOs are ex-
traterrestrial vehicles, or the oppusite
claim that proof for the ETH must be
provided befure serious consideration
of the UFO problem is justificd. Both
opinions strike the Subcommittec as
unwarranted.

We have already expressed our dis-
enchantment with arguments about

the prabiadahiy of dhe onvtratarrostonald
arm ol UEOS siee there s ot sul-
licient scentlic bhasis at thas ime o
tuhe 0 position one way or anather,
However, in view of the intancy ol our
scicntilic and technological Knowledee
(approvunately one cemnryy, the Suh-
comimittee would apree wath this state-
ment hy Condon: “We must not s
sume that we are capable ol magamnye
now the scope and extent ol Totug
technological development of vue owce
or any other civibzation, and so we
must guard against assuming that we
have any capacity to imagine what
more advanced socety would regand
as intelligent conduct.”™ On the uthe:
hand. we lind no convincing hasis Loy
his statement, 1t is sale toassume thag
no ILE (intelligent life clhvewhere)
from outside of our solar system has
any poswhility of visitng Farth i ihe
next 10000 years.”™ (When does one
start counting?)

The guestion arises whether there s
a need at all w speculate on a spealic
hypothesis, such as ELHL 0 order o
devide on the significance of a scien-
tific problem, or whether any known
phenomenon o nature i warth an-
vestigating. We think 1tis, but we ree-
oenize at the sume time that the UHO
problem may reguire expensive ool
of technalogy. Therelore. the guestion
ol cost. priority, and relative ipar.
tance of this problem within the ol
spectrum of rescarch cannat be over-
looked.

The UFO Subcommitiee feels that
the ETIL wntalismg though o may
be. should not be. dragped mto this
consideration as itintroduces an unas-
sessahle clement of speculatinn: but the

- Subcommittee alsa strongly feels that,

from o scientific and enpincerning
standpaoint, it is unacceptahle to sin-
ply ignore substantial numbers of
uncayplained abservitions amd o close
the book about them on the basis of
premature conclusions,

There is an interesting parallel be.
tween the history of the UFO problem
and the history of weather modi-
fication (“rainmaking™). Altér alimost
20 years of tahoo by the scientilic
community, weather modification” has
now achieved scientific recognition
due to the fact that some courageous,
high-caliber scicntists entered the are-
na. This has resulted in a revision of
the viewpoint of the National Acide-
my of Science,

The immediate question is hiw to
attack the UFO problem without the
pitfalls of past attempts. There is little
douht that the short-time, one-shot ap-
proach of an ad hoc team is ncither
promising nor economical. This is es-
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BACKGROUND
Al the suggestion of the AIAA management, the Tech-
nical Committee on Atmospheric Environment and the
Technical Committee on Space and Almospheric Phys-
ics jointly formed a UFO Subcommittee in 1967.

The Subcommittee was asked to arrive at an un-
biased assessment ol the present siluation and to serve
as a focal point in the AIAA for queslions regarding the
UFO problem. In appointing the Subcommittee, special
care was laken 1o insure that none of its members was
committed onc way or another on this issue.

In its attempt to get to the heart of the matter, the
Subcommittee naturally found the UFO problem com-
plicated and often buried in whal appeared to be a
maze of preconceptions, emotions, bias, hasty conclu-
sions, and excessive and misleading publicity.

The Subcommittee soon recognized that it is much
too early to expect a meaninglul interpretation of UFO
phenomena. Rather than enter the arena of specula-
tion, it directed its ellorts toward finding out whether
or not a scientific problem exists at all. The acccom-
panying report describes the approach the Subcom-
mittee look and the results it obtained. —J.P.K.

AlIAA UFO SUBCOMMITTEE

Chairman: Joachim P. Kuettner
Environmental Research Laboratories.
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adininistration, Boulder, Colo.

Members: Jerold Bidwell
Martin-Marietta, Denver, Colo.

Gienn A. Cato
TRW Systems, Redundo Beach, Callt.

Bernard N. Charles
Hughes Aircralt, EI Segundo, Calif.

Murray Dryer
NOAA Environmental Research Laboratories

Howard D. Edwards
Georgia Institute of Technology, Atlanta, Ga.

Paul MacCready Jr.
Meteorology Rescarch Inc., Altadena, Calil.

Andrew J. Masley
McDonnell Douglas Missile & Space Systems, Santa Monica, Calil.

Robert Rados
NASA Goddard Space Flight Center, Greenbelt, Md.

Donald M. Swingle
U.S. Army Electronics Command, Fort Monmouth, N.J.

Secretary: Vernon J. Zurich
NOAA Environmental Research Laboratories

pecially true i the study team de-
cides  as the Unisersity of Colorade
proup did o concentrate on current
rather than past observations, As the
VIR0 statstics show, this results in the
devation ol precious time to in-
vestigating the nmse. rather than the
sigmal. It was mentioned carlier that
the Colurado University - study Taced
formidable odds becanse of the short
duestion of its contract, I the recome

mendation of the O'Brien commitice
to negotiate multiple contracts for
continuing investigations had been fol-
lowed, this difticulty would perhaps
have been avoided. There is also litlle
hope to expect i solution of this ex-
tremely complex problem by the of -
forts of a single individual,

‘The Subcommittee sees the only
promising approach as a continuing,
muoderute-level cllort with emphusis

on improved data collection by objec-
tive means and on high-quality scien-
tific analysis. This would chionnate the
difficult problem of witness credibility.
An cconomic and technically sound
approach involving availuble remote-
sensing capabilities and certain soft-
ware changes will require some think-
ing on the side of the aerospuce engi-
necring .community. Proposals along
this line ure already in the hands of
the Subcommiittee. The financial sup-
port should be kept at a moderately
low level (It is estimated that a small
fraction ol ‘the costs of the University
of Coulorado study would be required
initially) until reevaluation of the situ-
ation allows another assessment.
Without such an effort the controversy
can be expected to sulfer further pol-
arization and confusion.

The Subcommittee feels that a
strictly scientific-technological view of
the UFO problem leads to this con-
clusion and that, for a technical com-
mittee, there is no need to stress the
public and social aspects of the UFO
controversy. which may have subsided
only temporarily and will continue to
clamor for 4 more conclusive and con-
vincing answer. The Subcommittee is
aware of several books on UFOs to be
published in the near future. What is
needed now is a mwratorium in the
UFO discussion --with an objective,
wait-und-see attitude on the part of
the scientilic and engincering commu-
nity, the government, and the public.

The approach recommended by this
commitice requires not only the atten-
tion of the scientist and engineer, but
also a readiness of government
agencics Lo consider sound proposals in
this field without bias or fear of ridi-
cule and repercussion - or, as Condon
capresses i, Con an openminded, un-
prejudiced basis.™ This perhaps is our
most important conclusion.

FFinally. the Subcommittee belicves
the decision by the Air Foree to di-
vorce itsell from the UFO problem
should be completed by allowing the
files to be archived by a civilian
agencey, cither goverminent or univer-

sity, after proper salcguards for the., .
. protection of witnesses and their
names as well as full declassification |

procedures.

This Subcommittee intends 1o pub-
lish additivnal information on the
UFO problem in the AIAA journals
to give the members of AIAA an op-
portunity to form their own opinion,
Thix information will include typical
examples of the so-called *“hard-core
residuc™ and some potential engincer-
ing approaches o a solution ol the
controversy, |}

Boston Globe 14 Dec.

Q. Gazing at stars on a clear night, I saw what appeared.
to be stars glide silently across the sky. Are they satellites,
supersonic Air Force planes, or what? C.D., Sudbury.

A. If they moved in a straight line at a steady speed, and if.
you saw them soon after sunset or before dawn, they were,
probably satellites. Satellites are easily visible when the sky is-
dark and they are high enough above the Earth to be still ln

sunlight, so

The most spectacular-

satellite vis

huge Soviet space station

Mir (Russia

With its attached Kvant

astrophysic
occasional

docked to it. the station
can be 110 feet long. By
far the largest object now
in orbit, it reflects enough

sunlight to
parable to

Because of {ts size and
brightness, astronomers
at ‘the University of Ari-

that they reflect brlghtly
ible now is the
n for “peace”’).

s module and
supply ships

make it com-
a bright star.

zona, using a large telescope, recently were able to photograph

- Mir from th

e ground.

Mir can be seen passing over Boston three times this week, .
according to Kevin Griffin, spokesman for the local chapter of
the National Space Society: Tonight, it will rise in the west at -
about 5:59 p.m. and set a minute later in the northwest: on
Wednesday. it will rise-at 5:03 p.m. in the west and set three
minutes later in the northeast: Thursday, it will rise in the

northwest at 5:23 p.m. and set in the north two'minutes later...

Martian landscape

The Omni Space Almanac states
that some of the discoveries made by
Viking I and II orbiters were: the
Martian sky is pink because of the
suspended articles of red dust; the soil
is red because it contains oxidized
iron; the atmosphere contains all the
gasses needed to support life, but
they’'re not in the right proportions;
and surface winds are light, about 15
mnh

- Courtesy/David Harvey Sleward Observatory
High-resolution image of Mir
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E.T.,call )

Mr.R.Hall pocooicher

seemagém in C|ty

Gina Smmy of 4 Tnpp-n 8,

il RN e | Researcher hot on trail a u
gt SRl BERESE) ofphemordybeings | l@VOLeSs spare
reported a loud low-flylog uniden- Sweeney Iikened Lhe nolse to that . .

tifed atrcral waking them up CludoG Gualco, gnofficerat X

of a C4 military trsnsport plane,

The sound lingered, she added.
Willlams said the crafl — star-

shaped with al least four lghls

2 Iste at night. 8
: “§ thought | was going to be
knocked out of hed,” sald Alba

the Burlingion FAA office, said
" his office had recelved mo repart
of the Incident Cualco, who sald

timetoUFOs

. "“I'mone of them,” sald Richard Hall of

:lll:llnml olklln Humpﬁ:;y : ng aroand = few only 10 lo 30 hl-“ office tﬁ;i:::ﬁ:cc:&or‘-‘l . Brentwood. :
‘llame, w ves st the eet abdve Lhe Lrees ‘extremel callp on suc e, * Fe Y :
dress with her hosband. sald sbe - fast" It was going In wrorean  difficat to track dowa fomTiying | - From 1958 to 1967, Hall was director of the UFO from A1 “It hurt my career
 could hear the “chbellevable - divection “parallel to Roule 108, * alrcraft wnlovs the mitnews pelas e e e ot Commitzepi Asslal Plienomens. nemomaries of congreaional repota drastically to be
, tound” of the alrcraft for atvmt and 110, ghe seid. tl eunber. Radar rarely picks A He wan a college graduate with a philosopity ot S m;""&'w !
1S seconds before It blasted by A spokeaman ol the Federal  Up low.(lying aircraft VA degree and a growing convicton Uhat unidentified ftylng =k In(ormlllg:l AT e Involved In the !
overhesd Avistion Admintstration's Alr i - o objects were a reallty. Washin subject. Some people
She sald It also woke her hus Route TrafNc Contrad Center in ' g . But he was virtually alone in hds conviction. He | ﬁll 66, hlmhotmlhnnl e Ity laughed |
band st 1:48 a.m. thiv morning. Nashua, N K sald the office Peopte din request a complaint recalled that his $9.000 X & ' —and | of “bcln oy elaewhere,” ora 'y aug n i
A slary was “ughab £ ”
Not knowing whether the craft recelved two callsinreference lo  form (rom the office and send It 30 was his resume when he resigned reluctamtly o volunteer secretary/treamurer of s My 'aCO- ’
sounded like 2 helicupter, propel- low Qying alrcrpft. One call re In. The office doesn'ttake (ormal . seek a more normal, belter-paying Job, non-profit corporstion called Fund i
ler plane or Jet, she sald she ported the Haverhill Incident  complaints by lelephone. w1l It h ‘ be : ' - o et ."3 LFO"MW
could feel Its vibration, She  about 1:4S e m “Whst upaels me Is that the | - It hurt my carecr drascally to be Uvohed inthe | house on 39th Sureet. sl -
guessed a “‘chopper™ but couldn't The other call came from  FAA knows nothing about I sublect,” he sald. “Some peopie Uterally laughed inmy | And these days, '"'mh ¥ Pebiicl, the UB. Drwvmnd i
confirm (t Barre concerring a low-fNying Sweeney sald. face. i ‘ m rnr:.:aemmb’ niile ,..W " T poah-praohed the ) .
Much has since changed in Hall's life. The said, Mﬂﬂu-tm‘lmib@ tence of UFOs since 1960 mu- ¢
Lvertigation comunitiee now exists only as an archive of| selling books on the atgect. Alr Force ecrapped Pr muo- .
reports of UFO . Hall's full-time Job has The corporation ralses roughly a program to
Richerd Hall of Brentwood devotes much of his Ume nothing to do with UFOs: He reads, Indcxes and writes ’ .zulm IW to U" X = l'lew up to that tme. “" Alr
: p '° the study of UFOs. / Please ase UFO, A7 / m«n % ok ;wuionl -um"d'u':ff.;"ﬂ
GLOUCESTER DAILY TIMES .S ‘ o0t 20 fuce fewge Trnal MO - R o e et of exin
ALOUCESTHA, MA ] lnc udes Inveung-uona of ud;; Serastrtl heinga.
[§IRIE) a aS af 7 SPgE. nalyuls ol shargrote O 'h'-m'vmhlookh!hm.“bo-
il ! UFOs and P"K"‘d"‘“ ‘z"d" 8 fense Depurtment spokesman LL
SFR 11 1987 : 3 p"’p" who have reported s€eing ¢y ) g Jarmette sald taat weel
okr I I DAILY HEW n  But Hal poduced a shew of un.
n a1 rLRreeT, MA Onl applications to research o g ' rvents ahowing mi-
A | W s prrdeaies evderes e con S ST (R e
® arn d‘ﬂMW(!tﬂmﬂbzn” bases over the yearw. He said
: : : ~late night sky?| st s s oo s ST T
OIS ln 0 ]eCt : N ""-""""“’W'me then ever, Hall Ih cowined
: g ’ s wocioloniats and i thet UFOu and alien

lota from eround the bekres exie =

extremely (ast. It was golng north-
east, parallel to Route 110 and
Route 1R, she sald.

“It was right on top of us; it was
really loud arxt (rightening," satd
Lorraine Salamon, a chemical
snles reprosentstive who lives In

\QAmesbury.

tainly did hear {t.

‘It was a terrihle, terrible
nolse; It was dealening, and
scary,” she said. "It woke me up,
and It woke Nick up; he was
aleepy, and sald he thought It must

have been a hellcopter looking for
something. e

“Yeah, we heard It, about a
quarter past one,” sald Norman

\Hamel of Whitehall Road. *1

Mark Sayers last night. “We l.ad
two right after It happened, at 2
a.m. And | had one tonight about
(%

time,” sald Sgt. Steve Manke, of
Pease Alr Force Base's In(ocma-
tion ollice.

d that the public has a right to
H H By ANNE MARIE REIDY | " HaR said the board hae no ume for 474 that the put
%4 g{ Daity News staft | those who want 1o see If there are p .
S|ghted In Amesbury L [UFO: What was that noise in the night sky? ST e E T A Bt prcuy
By ANNE MARIE REIDY *“It woke both me and my flance fources have been :ble l".'edfﬂ'";m:.'!l:: 3%‘:’ jpictirompage Al theught{lt wasje T“m‘::e‘; golng  *“The woman who talked to me :::.“Nllll‘;rl e m’ p mm
Essex County Newspapers out of & sound sleep.” Salamon flying object that made a “terrible” nolse early A llaverhill woman, Alba Wil °V§'_“;¢smm‘l‘;;"mm sald It sumded like the plane was Hall maid the corporadan'spost of- "
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been unable to identify a *star- didn't (ade gradually. | and2a.m by & loud ootse overhead between 1 more lIghts going around it, Nytng ur‘::(‘ :,\,:fhahCo;dlzm:v;fe o: huiho g Saeilo-the ’ He aaid he has interviewed "hun- ¢ (0 oiherwie, they would not
shaped” N lngob]edlhll madea  “I thought some aircraft got | | Simllar reports extremely fast. It was §OINE gt 's e Nicholas Costello, sald, P rumarve dreds, il not thounands™ of people o o0 (hose they Bdragped s
“(errihle” noi3T eaTly yesterday screwed up and almost landed on Haverhill, Ly came from Merrimac and n:;lt'\lom‘l lp":';:':l :3 Route 110 '.‘\;eccr(;lnl;dld.;u:: s u,.(w.; ;: m " - mc‘m :: [ 'h:n':;;;":;:’l'm is “laboratory animals.”
morming. our house,’ she sald. "l never - a oute sal 5 . e a major publisher s -l
ST T ooty v et evutibea Ord g o e ettt At 7ty | ey L TSRS et e A A et AN RabUS Fi e din s book e b LD o o, Uy e
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about a loud nolse. didn't sec anything, even with the —t sald. “It was there all of a sudden, ;::_:3 = the ‘m 4 or the m o".:tl-’enr " chnr!:: l';"'mm'"h"’"‘.{ i nu;!"v‘rﬂﬂ -
Bul neither the FAA nor officlals  full moon, _l amel said. ' Evident- for 10 — It could have been 30 — or the fear 1 had,” Mrs. Costelld FAA'a New England beaiqusr | s '—hln roﬂd."nou e
at Pease Alr Force Base could ly, | wasn't lnoking In the right seconds, and then It was gone. It " sald. 1 just U\Nv'l something 3 q ! ne of the most mys!
Identify the nircraft. (ﬂreclkm." dldn't fade gradually. ‘,... Ing to Gescend on us; | felt tera in Busiinglon, sald,bis oftice pects of UFO research and invest
A Haverhlll woman, Alba Wil-  Jack Sanborn, who llves nearby, “1 thoughl some aircraft got ”m‘&l"“ terrible was going lo :‘,\'8.':1 : any complants of ton, Hall sald, ls lh:nr:fu«l"xl:
llams, reported hearing a loud sald hedldn't hear a thing. ! screwed up and almost landed on h 1 fell Imminent danger. " s yesterday. {ederal grvertunent the tary
nolse at 1:48 a.m., and sceing &  Bul a nelghbor across the atreet, our house,' she sald. “l never apwﬂw lenty of calls on It,” 1 checked '“h '“W”““""'Y todoany "
star-shaped craft with four or Cynthia Coslello, wile of tate Sen. thought It could be a UFO oF 8ny- 414 Merrirme p!ﬂlce dispatcher flight facllitles, and we didn't Or 60 they say. heaaid .
more lights golng around It, Nying Nicholas Costcllo, sald, “We cer- thing ke that." have anylhing taking ofl at that va -



