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DA.TA-KS:' P.Z?O:IT NO. 24 

THE I.EGALITY OF FLYING SAUCERS 

J anu.ary 1969 

A year or so ago DATA-NET printed what we anticipated would be the outcome of tbe 
Colorado p~ject. Because we were absolutely correct we received several letters and 
one tape wor.dering haw we had acquired this advance infonna. ti on. The answer is simple; 
fro~ several ~embers of the Colorado projectl This, as far as WE are concerne~ proves 
that the project was a wet farce. 

H(Y.oi'ever we must agree that Saunders and Levine deserved to be fired. Giving away 
co!l.fid&~tia.1 data and displaying disloyalty to your boss ~aMa.ins grounds for dismissal. 

The third party was dismissed for narcotics violation. 
Because of the recently publicized findings of the Colorado project, which, in 

reading between the lines, are: "Flying saucers do not appear to come from outer 
space JJTD do not pose a threat to the security of the United states," (a NAND GATE). 

We find it necessary to explain again where DATA-NET stands. Our position is 
simply this: . 

We do not advertize, publicize, write articles, books, etc. Our membership is 
less than 50. Ou:r research is strictly for our benefit. We are not interested in 
i mpressing the public with anything. Consequently we have exclusive informers. 

aa.mples: The two "major" UFO groups claim thousands of members but actually 
their ce::iberships are only in the low hundreds, _ the rest being merely one-shot sub­
scribers ••••• Dr. Condon once was denied a security clearance because of his communistic 
activities ••••• ~." Daniel Fry bought his doctorate from St. Joe's college in England ••••• 
Prof. .Adait.ski never was a prof. Adamski never lectured for "Understanding, Inc." be-
cause he insisted on a thousand dollar guarantee ••••• The Colorado project is still 
active ••••• One major U.S. rese~rch center working under government contr:a.ct . has partially 
succeeded in nullifying gravity (with rather drastic results; one ma.n was killed!) •••• 
An Ai:;;erican aircraft overdue 4 hours from a reconaissance mission landed with almost 
a full tan."< of fuel. The pilot a babbling idiot ••••• The U.S. Government bas gun camera 
film showing a flying saucer being chased and then hit by cannon firet ••••• and so on ••••• 

DATA:.:2:T bas secured enough information to prove that UFOs are indeed crossing 
our skies. ~e do not yet know from where •••• or why •••• or how. We keep an open mind 
on all aspects and recognize that as yet nothing has been proven completely impossible. 
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Including lifting oneself by his bootstrap. We would not be too chagrined if we dis­
covered that flyi_~g saucers actually did not come from outer space, but came from, 
say ••••• r-ransylvania, which although the name has changed, is still very real. Nor 
would we be severely shocked or panicked if we finally found that they (UFOs) did 
indeed come from some other area in space. But, assuming that .these . objects are 
intelligently controlled vehicles and assuming further that they come from some other 
area in spa.ce (outer or inner); we encounter the reasons. How would we react if: 
"they" are here to help us7 (Our space brothers) ••••• don't care either way? (Our 
space half-brothers) ••••• intend to enslave us? (Our space wives) ••••• or they raised 
hell so~eplace else and blame us? (Our space sisters) ••••• or, lastley, are they trying 
to help us without our knowledge? Help us get rid of diseases, provide food for all, 
separate the wariants and keep us quietly content; similar to the farmer caring for 
his chickens? For a similar reason? Have they been "helping" for quite some time 
and the few who are cognisant of it can't do a damn thing about it? What then ••• 0~7 
What then~ •• OL7 

DATA-!~T met:::!:iers are all technically inclined. The TRUE scientific inquirer 
who drops a collar button will search every inch of the room and then if he doesn't 
find what he is looking for will look in another room knowing that the button could 
have rolled there. While we get cross-eyed staring at the fly on our nose, let's 
not be blinded to the idea that it could be motorized. Getting irritated at the 
Colorado project for doing the job it was paid to do is somewhat ridiculous is it 
not? 

In our two years of concentrated research we have learned many lessons. ~ch 
as: the majority of reports from South America are worthlessly generated trash 
manufactured for the gullibles. We have the same situation here with magazine articles 
generated monthly as "true" but when I wrote questioning one, the author answered that 
any intelligent reader should know that the article was a work of fiction; called 
tttrue" only for glamour in the same sense as !or instance, "SHE"l 

Some of our 1.nvestigators wrote to a few "witnesses" mentioned in SAGA and 
other ugazines a..~ books. The letters were returned "unknown". Some of the 
garbage uncovered disclosed towns and police officers that did not exist. Authors 
checked on include Adamski, Menger, Steiger, Writenour, Fuller, Keel~ Wilkins, 
Erskine and some jackass named (?) Malcolm Kent, who starts his book by telling the 
reader what a gre.at author he (Kent) isl 

PHOTOGRAPHS 
• 

DATA-NZ? has studied several thousand printed photographs. The classics were 
acquired arxi analyzed minutely. Although we admit that photos of UFOs exist, we could 
not locate any th.at were or value1 including photos of gas (swamp and the other kind), 
blurs, spots and creases, whether genuine or not, prove and tell nothing. We could 
not locate 8.I!1 pictures that gave any details such as: a porthole, air insignia, rivet, 
loose nut, tight screw, light or hub cap, etc •••••• 

Some of the photos which appeared in print and were for a long time considered 
valid were found by .DATA-NET to be so crude as to be laughable. One, which for a 
time was accepted by NICAP as genuine, showed a cloud formation with a rough line 
hand drawn around 1.U This one had come from Japanl 7 Yet photographs showing the 
results of close proximity with UFOs appear to be numerous. Items such as "saucer 
nests," "broken trees~" "sliced trees," "damaged billboards, houses and cars," and 
dead hors~. 

· DATA-NET acknowledges that some UFOs could be lightning, balls or otherwise, but 
cannot accept the publicized verdict on Snippy arxl the two other horses • 

•• r. :- . 



At this point w~ should perhaps explain that through some unusual circU!llSta.nces 
we were able to acquire on temporary loan several color close-ups of "Snippy.,, The 
pictures were hand carried from Eastman Kodak in Palo Alto. Because of the nature of 
the subject we had to give our oath of secrecy. 

Although Paul Cerny of NICAP was invited to join us in our a.'lalysis he was 
unable to attend on that date. 

We acknowledge tliat lightning can do many unusual things, and so can tornadoes 
and hurricanes, but from what we saw done to Snippy and the others we would ra tber 
believe some o:\E did these animals in; rather than lightning! 1 

THE MEN IN BLACK 

Mr. Al K. Bender was one of the first UFO researchers. It a~pears that at one 
time he had qu.!.te a group situated, similar to D-N, all over the world. Ee was then 
a since~e researcher. Then suddenly, for as yet unclear reasons, he decided to chuck 
the whole thing. Possibly he became tired of it, or perha~s ho got frustrated with 
his lack of solutions. Because he did not know what to tel;J.. his close associ&tes, be 
explained that be liad been shut up by 3 men •••• dressed in black. t'here the story 
started. Bender's book, "FLYING SAUCERS AND THE T!ffi3E 2".EN" is supposedly an auto­
biography. The first part is, I think, extremely interesting and entertaining. It 
explains about Bender and how he eot started in flying saucer research, · etc. 
However, when be gives hi~ explanation for quitting, it is hogwash, trash and garbage. 
others since have picked up the theme of sinister men in black a.."'ld have kept it active 
up to today. In the same manner that Adamski-type saucer · photos keep cropping up. 
Including some badly made film for sale by Menger. Some try a little imagination of 
their awn like the VILLA still set. So successfUl that two other sets were m.a.de. 
{We understand that a. fourth set is now being readied.) All of thee as phony as the 
men in black. We acknowledge that at one time or anot~c...,. UFO re.searche._. _,..,.,.. 'hA 

monitored by the CIA, FBI, IRS, (pick one), for obvious · reasons, ·-with"which"we · · 
agree. DATA-NET investigators have never suffered any harrassttent. or threats from 
sinister look1-"1g morbid men dressed in black (or gay fellows dressed in pinkl). Eost 
of us will adtlt that many times bait was purposely added to the "report" inviting 
contact fro1n these people if they actually existed. Nothing occurred. 

Despite the disappointment in the Colorado project and despite the lack of any 
headway whatsoever by lUCAP, supposedly the biggest civilian UFO research group, 
DATA-!IBT will continue operation, amassing data concerning UFOs and dwnping UFO garbage. 

• • • • • ~ 
DATA-NZT gratefully acknowledges cooperation from UFOIC, Australia, and encourages 

1 ts me~ers to make contact with t..~e Honorable Secretary, · . .;illiam E. ~:oser, J.P. 19 
Hurlstone Ave., Hurlstone Park, Sydney N.S.W. 2193 Australia. Membership is only 
$1.00 per year and appears well worth it. 

• • • • • 
Fro~ USSR 12-1968 (UFOIC). Soviet astronomers watched U?Os through a telescope 

on several occasions. One of the latest reports comes from Kaza.."l, where they tracked 
an object, crescent shaped, 1,000-1,200 feet in diameter and travellir.g at about 10,000 
Cliles per hour at a height of 30-65 miles. Another telesco?ic observation refers to 
a disc about JOO feet in diarneter surrounded by three star-like objects. 

• • • • • 
From Hexico, 2-11-68 (1.JFOIC). A Guatemalan airliner piloted by Col. Alfredo 

Casta.neta, narrowly missed a collision with a "F-S" over Oaxaca. Both the pilot ar.d 
his co-pilot, Ca?t• Carlos Samayoa, veterans in co~.r.tercial flying, said that the 
object seen from the cockpit was speeding at a terrific pace toward the plane aoo 
passed it at a distance of 66 feet.. It was silvery in color, about 33 feet in diat"lE:ter 
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and had a sort of red ball on top. The stewardess and several passengers also watched 
the ''saucer" for about ten SP.conci.s. The airport at ?~exico City excluded the possibility 
of a weather balloon or any other conventional aircraft being involved. 

* • * * • 
On January 5, 1969 I boarded a Y.ohawk turbo-prop from JFK to Binghampton. i~ith 

me was Ernest Wbeeler, Technician Supreme, LI!\X group. Aboard we 1:1et stewardess Becky 
Vanzo from the Bronx. A charming girl in a most welcome way. Both Ernie and I sat 
in the tail. After insuring that all her other passengers were comfortable and secure, 
Becky joined us at the back of .the bus. I explained to this pretty girl that I was 
a nervous passenger, that althoueh I enjoyed skysailing I did not like the~e big "metal 
birds!' Becky assured ~e that we were in good hands. That the pilot, Capt. Plfanger 
was known as Sky-King. Soon ,,..e wt-re ready to take off and began to taxi. After we 
had taxied for what seemed 10 minutes, I was convinced this would indeed be a safe 
trip. We were obviously ·going to taxi our way to Eingha.!1pton1 

In order to keep me confortable, Becky kept us company ruost of the one h01.a· tn p. 
She explained that on one tri~ she and several passengers had noticed a strange bright · 
red ball following the plane. The r-ed light, ''as big as a cr.elon'' was below the air­
craft, just riding above the clo-..:.ds. 3~e wer.t to "Scy-King" w:-io explained that 
obviously it was a UFO. This was said lightly. On rrf'J" return trip I kep~ rr-;y eye out 
for the object. Sure enough I spotted it, exactly as Becky had described. it. ~1~ as 
the sum. It was bel~A us riding on to? of t~e clouds and matching our speed perfectly. 
I took a color slide of it, kno-..'ing that it should come out perfectly. It did and is 
available to mP.mbers on a loan. You all of course should have guessed it. A su.~ dog. 
A reflection of the su.~ on the clouds. 

Before I knew it we were on our final ap~roach. "Look," Bocky said, ''You can see 
the wheels coming down." I looked •••• "I'l'l•··I'rn beco:ning nervous again," I said •••• 
nervously! Becky gently took :rry hands in her~. I became brave. "Sky-King" put us 
down so very gently that I suspected Becky had told on a:e. As we walked to the stairs 
I gave Becky a soft kiss on her cheek. •:otf ••• C'ff ••• O.if," she said. "I'm going 'b:> tell 
your wife," Ernie said. ''God it 1 s .cold!" I said. 

• • • • • 
The following first-hand info~tion was received from a cooperating station who 

is a professional UFO investigator. One of the few real ones. Ile honor this persons 
request for anonymity and like our many other a.~o~ymous infonners hope that this 
person will continue this sincere cooperation. The data was double checked and fou.~d 
to be accurate. DATA-1:-ET gratefully acknowledges the initial contact and complete 
follow up by WA.5RON: • 

The Lucci photos. First, let tte tell you about young Lucci. The father is a 
civilian employee in the air national guard. Re learned photography in the Navy and 
the kind of pictures that he has hanging in his office (his 1'best~)photos) are 
pictures of the base commander boarding his air-plane, and of scenery. I consider my­
self a rank amateur with my 35 mm. camera, but I have pictures every bit as good as 
the father's "best." The father and his wife were in England when the incident 
happened--and the boys had airmailed the pictures (at considerable exPSnse for a family 
of modest means). The father said that when he saw them he himself was suspicious they 
might be a hoax. i-Jhen he came back, he said he tried to duplicate the pictures, using 
a flash bulb inside a soup plate, etc., but without success. He admitted that the boys 
might be smarter than be was but he couldn 1 t figure out how 1 t was done if they· were 
hoaxes. · He was quite candid in admitting his o.in suspicions--and he did not go out 
of his way to defend his boys or to 11'.a.ke sweeping .statements in their defense •. The _ 
father had never done any trick p:iotograpby--arrl l believe this, since any camera bi..f f 
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·obviously sees the possibi1i ties of hoax much more readily than he did. 
IF the father is really a sort of hack p~otographer, and !:;' the photos are a 

hoax, the boys must have had to dream up the approach to be used t:-.em..sel·.res. Hor.t 
sma.rt are the boys? Jim Lucci, now 19, struck me as not very bright. Ee is very quiet, 
NOT outgoing; brother John, nru 21, is smarter, more outgoing. Jin, vbo took the· 
picture, is much an introvert. 

The father bought the canera for the older boy, John, and. Ji~ tad (at ti~e of 
incident) orlly recently begun to get interested in photography. 

IF the Lucci photos had been the traditional types -- a hub cap or garbage pail 
cover thrown into the air -- this I could imagine the boys were ca~ble of ~<l.lling off. 
But anything that required more sop~~sticated knor..;ledge of photography seemed unlikely 
to me, after I had spent so:ll.e tir:ie with the:n. THIS PROVES i;orrtI1;~, because as the 
South Hill, Socorro a."ld other 'C""FO cases I've investigated sh~~, you si~ply cannot 
assU!:le that an honest-looking, si~ple~itinded person is incapable of -p.!l.li..~g off a 
UFO hoax -- al.tho, it does take more skill if a p~oto is involved. 

If the Lucci boys W'ere p?"etty much amateurs, one would expect t!let"l to take a 
number of UFO shots of a hoax in order to get some authentic looking ones. Yet we 
know that tho film containing the two Lucci photos had 10 blank fr~es plus the two 
with the UFO photos. Is it conceivable that the boys would go to the trouble.of 
se~ting up to make hoax photos (in their front yard for all to see) and then would 
shoot only two pictures -- and waste the last 10 frames? It doesn't see~ to ma.~e sense • 

. It is possible, of course, that the boys had shot earlier a roll, of 12 er:x>sures 
as an experiment to get some experience, that they went in and develo~ it first, 
before shooting the second roll which produced the two photos in question. BDT, if 
it is so easy to hoax such photos, they ought to have gotten two good fra!!!es out of 
the first roll of 12 attempts -- and then they would not need to shoot the second 
roll. (They could -simply cut out the good frames from the first ~11, destroy the 
others, and cook up some story as to bow the other frames got lost.) IF, on the other 
hand, NONE of the UFO pictures in this hypothesized first roll t~ed out good, then 
they woulri realiz-e that it was not going to be an easy matter. In such ~se, would 
they not then shoot all 12 fra.:::.es of the next roll (the one th.at produced the two 
UFO pictures? 1) 1 

On the basis of this logic (which I admit is NOT foolproof), there is reason to 
question the hoax hypothesis. . 

Yet I admit that one can see what appears to be an illu:rl.nated h.a...'ld and forearm 
in photo #2, am what appears to be a barely visible hand/arm in photo il. 

You write that you see I-shaped lin~s in f2 as norm.al for a hand being held in 
that position arxi illuminated from the front. Th.at was MY impression, until I tried 
to reproduce the photo with a plate using his camera, later my own. If you will study 
my photos carefully, you will see that the hands do not form such a !-shaped line. BUT 
EVEN IF THEY DID, WE MUST ASsm-3 THAT THE CAMERA WAS FOCUSSD AT I?,:'L'i'ITY A.ND TIB 
H3AUC3R/PLA'f.i.11 WAS IN CLOSE SO AS TO BE INTENTION.ALLY OUT OF FOCUS. (I'm not sure Jim 
Lucci is sma.rt enough to know t.his, but let uc:: assume he is.) AT A DISTANCE OF 4-S 
feet, with camera focused at infinity and the1ens opened widest, for 1CAXilmlm de-focusing, 
YOU SIMPLY COULD NOT Y.AKE OUT Alfi LINES IN A HUY.AN HAND. 

If we assume that the photo #2 was made wi~h a plate and a hl.:.!'.a.ll hand, bow was it 
. 1llwrlnated7 Another party, per~ps, stood there with a flashli€'ht a!ld directed its 

beam at the saucer? Perhaps tr.e ca~era~.an hiMself (Jim Lucci), or the third young man 
present at the time -- l'.ike Grove? We must assuce that the flashlight bea?:i was sufficiently 
btoad that the light illU!l1.inated the forearm as well as the saucer, right? But how then 
do we explain the horizontal appendages faintly visible just. belcr• the "plate?" 

Well, perhaps the!'e are caused by horizontal movement of the plate. But during 
such inovement, tbe flashlight beam would also have to be directed to the left and to 
the right to illuminate the plate. But why, then, don't we see any evidence of the 
hand and forearm to the left a.nd to the right11 IF there is enO"..lgh s¢.11 light from 



-6-

the flashlight to illuminate both plate and band and am for the main image - why 
doesn't it also illuminate -the hand/arm to tho left-right when the plate is moved 
horizontally? 

Let's go back now to photo #1. We must agree that the flashlight, or light source 
for f2., is from the front (roughly the direction of the camera.). !:ow, where is the 
light source direction in 117 . The same position as ;2? If so, why don't we get spill­
light illumination of the band and forearm777 

If you examine 11 carefully, you find that there is a faint illumination of the 
darkened object underneath the "UFO" visible a.long the left edge. But, if the light 
source was from the far left, why does the "UFO" appear to be illuminated from head-on 
rather than from the left~ 

If, however, the dark object in the foreground is really the tree which we know 
was in the foreground of the ficture, then we can explain the fa.int illw:Unation along 
the le~. To the left of the photo is a white house (whose Tl a...~tenna is visible in 
the first photo). It is covered with whi ta-painted aluminum siding, which, obviously, 
is a good reflector of light. 

The .full-moon light would be shining against this wbi te siding and the moonlight 
reflected off this house would illuminate the tree from the left side of the picture 
~- precicely as we see. 

Another interesting point. If you examine photo #1 and +2, you will see that the 
look-angle of the camera has been shifed -- perhaps 10 degreez -- to the right in the 
2nd pictu.re. If the ~UFO" is "for-real", and not a house, and if i t did move as the 
boys said, then there would be good reason to shift the look-angle of the camera -­
as was done. 

But if these are hoax photos -- involving elaborate positioning and lighting 
(elaborate for some young, simple-minded, not very experienced boys), would they think 
to ~~ the look-angle of the camera after having taken only one photo? Perhaps? 
If they had taken 4, 5 or 6 hoax photos in one position, then I J:rl.ght expect that 
someone could have suggested shifting the camera angle. But not for sucb. a brief 
picture session. 

I am anxious to find the truth -- if we can -- no matter what. If the Lucci 
photos are hoaxes, I would like to see them exposed as such. At the mo:nent, I n:erely 
ha·~ my doubts and remain unconvinced that they positively are hoaxes. (If these 
photos did indeed shaw authentic pictures of a freak atmospheric phenomenon at the 
root of some UFO sightings, it would be a great pity to thrml it out as a hoax.) . . . . ... 

From K?YXP, 2-9-69. "I think the following is interesting but perhaps it's 
coincidental that these occured about five hours apart in the same section of the 
country&" 

Tucson Daily Citizen, 2-8-69. "UGHT BULB" UFO SIGHTED ?EA.~ NOOALES. Several 
l"esidents in the Nogales area last night reported sighting an unidentified flying object 
that one Arizona Highway Patrolman described as "a .great big light bulb hanging in 
the sky.'' 

Callers told the AHP office in Nogales the object was visible about 8 miles north­
west of Nogales from about 9 to 9:)0 pm. Some said it could be seen from as far away 
as Bisbee. 

One caller viewed the reddish amber object through a telescope and said it stood 
still about 10 minutes before disappearing over the western horizon. 

Highway patrolmen reported the call to Davis-?~onthan AFB flight service, where 
officials recoreded it but were unable to explain the object. 

• • • • • 
Arizona Reoublic, 2-9-69, HUGB FIREBALL UGETS Y-SXICO. SUSPECTED ~ZTSOR ROCKS EA.-;ml, 
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~A.:;-.,::3 'IILL'..GERS. Chihuahua, 2-!ex::ico, UPI, -- A blinding 'clue-\.:hite fireball, believed 
to ·::ie a r~teor, turned night into day across !'lortbern !':eY..ico a..r.d the soutm.estern United 
S"tates early yo~tcrci:;y, then pounded to earth like a bocll. 

''The light was so brilliar.t we could see a.n a:-!t walking on the floor,• said Guiller::io 
Asunsolo, a Chihuahua newspaper editor. hit was so brigbt we had to hide our eyes." 

T~e light from the fireball was sighted for at l~ast 1,000 miles along a line stretchi~~ 
~r-o~ ce!'ltral Arizona deep into the superstition-ricden outlands of northerr. Y.exico. -

"i:he people, especially the peoole in the small villa~s, are very alarmed," Asunsolo 
said. ''!':"ley say this is an announcerr:ent th.at the ~orld will soon end." 

As~~solo and other witnesses in both countries indicated the suspecte~ meteor 
t!l'-".."'ld :.t ~ to earth in the almost i~pa.ssabla terrai:: of the Sierra Ea.dre Mou.."'ltains south 
of ':"hi~ua...'lua ~"'rl. .r:iorth of Durango, Eexico. 

h!t was the brightest light since Halley's Co::.-€t in 1908," said Ansunsolo, editor 
of the news~per El Heralso. He s~id he felt the i;r.pa.ct when the fireball struck 
gr-ou..-.d, and was "quite scared." 

lf',1'e ran up to the roof and sa• a very big rou.'1:1 ball r:noving from south to north," 
l:e said before the object era.shed. "It was not red, but an intense blue-white • 11 

?E?orts from such mountain tcr,..·ns RS Parral, Santa Barbara. de Oro and Velle Allende 
said the 1-!exican residents saw the fireball and felt it pound to earth. Asunsolo said 
t!:le ic:;.a.ct caeated "a tremendous trt::rr.or'' that shook the ground for hundreds of miles so 
!lard that "some windows were broke." 

3-~t Dr. Ronald Schors, an astronoroer with the Jet Propulsion Laboratory at Pasadena., 
Calif., •ho was visiting the l·!cDonald Observatory at Fort Davis, Texas, said the 
fireball tight have broken up and never landed. He said the tre:tors felt by residents 
i:.ight have been caused by a sonic boom created by the fireball streaiing th.rough the 
night sky. 

"It was extremely bright," Sc~ors said. ~Ile had high clouds in the area, but it 
burned right through. It was much brightr?r th~.n Ha..l.ley' s Cornet." 

Schors said it was "several times brighter than a full moon." 
A spokesman for the Smithsonian Astrophisical Observatory at Ca~bridge, Mass., 

said t!Je fireball had characteristics of both a roeteor and a satellite." 
• • • • • 

?ro!!l KTYXP, 2-4-69. The Ariz.,~a Jailv Star. UA SCIE~;TIST CHALI.ENGES UFO REPO~T 
b7 J\:dy Tindall. A University of Arizona scientist criticized the recent Condon Coromi.ttee 
report on unidentifit:ld flying objects financed by the U.S. Air Force e.s ''the largest 
piece of bad advice on UFOs the Air Force has received to date." 

Dr. Jan:.es E. HcDonald, senior physicist at the UA L"lsti tute of Atmospheric Physics, 
said that Dr. &:;ward U. Condon, a University of Colorado physicist who headed the two-year 
study, misconceived the UFO probleo, tendine to eq\!ate it with a lot of nutty people 
•"'ith nutty theories. 

~~e sets up the obvious straw men in the repo!"'t, a group of about 20 ca.ses that any 
se:-ious investigator wouldn't have paid any attention to, and when he knocks them down, 
gets applauded for it," he said. "The obviously insignificant cases get top billing while 
he ignores several well-known cases. About a doze~ cases he does cite, sta...~ingly signi­
ficant on~s, rerr~ined completely unexplained." 

The ?'eb. 1 issue of the "Saturday Review" magazine carries an article by Condon on 
the UFO study and a personality oortrait of the investigator. The only UFO theory mentioned 
in thetf' personality piece rafers to a hypothetical planet with headquarters for extraterres­
trial i.~telligence which someone asked hiro to comment on. 

"'rhe plant story is a typical example of the nuts who have b~en plagui..~g the Air Force 
and the scientific co~..rnunity for years, the crackpot frinee, anc yet Condon turns to it 
as if that's the problem at hBnd," he said• 

Y.cDonald :N'~arked that Condon apparently paid little attention to project members who 
were investigating the seemingly strong cases in favor of personally looking into crack­
pot cases. 

Furtherir,ore, the Air Force, which spent $500,000 to have the investigation conducted 
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has led scientists 1nto believing the fir.est t'"SAF scientific tali:·nt car:c: up with nothing 
on :?Os, he said. Dr. HcDonald is convinced the best tr.en have not studied the p?-oblem. 

~;ext ,...eek the UA physicist "·ill address the Symposiul"i C'ln }'.ctC>!"ol!:>f,ic.o.l Observations 
a..~d I:;stru.::.entation in '..~ashington, D.C., and Yill strongly urge tl:c scientific community 
!'".ot to take Condon' s reco:r_".lEndation to d~~ all i!"lvesti~ation ·of UFOs. 

''T1is t'.'ling isn "t over yet, and eve!1 I a::: surprised at tr.e editorial CO!l'.n,ent and 
let~e:-s !'ve been E:etting on the Condo!"l re?Qrt," he said. 

* * * • • 
Fro::: ·,{36RPL, 2-3-69. T!-ie Christian Sci e~ce 1-'oni to::-. LT?Os A?.E STILL AROUtD, by 

3.,:,sc~ J:'\.:.!' _.-.or:d. ··;ashington. It was hoped that the "scientific study of nniclentified 
fl;i::? o":ljects" undertaken by Dr. :::;cward U. Con:l.on and his te~ at the University of 
Cdorad o, would ~e conclusive. 

I~ is!"l't. It is inconclusir.ve at sh:nificant ooint!':. 
r:"l-: ~ass{.. ye' 1.500-oage report does offer a r.u=ber of judrerr.ent~: 
:!'lat Li:Os are not "s?acecraft visitir.g the e-arth :"ro:-: a!1other civilization." 
:·::n !!:C.n should not expect to be visited by suaces~t:.-::-s fro:i other solar systerr,s 

,,..; ... :.::e next 10,000 years.'' 
:-~at Z:'i? further study of UFOs will not "advance science'' ar.d that on the basis of 

:::"€se:it. i!"l:'or~ation there is no need fo!' tl-.e ~over:ment to s:x:insor further investi?ations. 
C/:rriously the Colorado study is usef1..1.l, ... ·elcor:ie, i~oressi ve. 
~·.it it is inconclusive because '1-'nile the reoort has icenti!ied riariy fl:y'in? objects, 

i:. leaves unidentified many others. 
:" :r:ay be a valid findinp: that l?Cs a!"e not. intelli>!'ently prided craft frorn distant 

s::~ce, b'J.t that doe>s not provP. that tht>y a.~ not U.'1identified flyin~ objects. 
I a~ no UFO b·Jff, but I have becc~e convinced that it is well to be skeotical of 

t:ie i:?O ske-::itics who have; been so certain t!Jat the:r coulc all be explained away by 
s-.;a:::o gas, o::- radar malfunctioniniz or 'hysterical witnesses. I have si:n-;Jly come to doubt 
t:iose who are cletern.ined to cast all dourt. on all U?O sightings. 

I don't contend that UFOs are visits froM extra-terrestrials. I simoly argue ~hat 
t..?Os are u?Os -- unidentified flyin2' objects, no more but certainl~· no less. 

7'.:le Co!"lr3on report provides credible expla:1ations to r.:any of the reported citir.Gs 
•:Uch ~ere investigated. ~ut the fact remains that a substantial percentaffe of UFO 
si~hti!lgs in the Condon report :remain unexplair.ed in terr.is of natural ohenomena & 
?=rce!it<i.ge ~rhaps five to six tir-.es larger than the J.ir Force's o· .. -n percentage of 
'...l.;.e~lained cases. 

· I find it hard to escape the conclusion that there are too many unexplained and 
~:-esently u.nex?lainable unidentified flyipg obje·cts from too many credible and responsible 
w-=.t~esses to banish the subject from public concern. 

!t s~ould not be banished and it see~s clear that the Condon report does not era se 
t~e ~?:: q~~stion fro~ the rninds of many la:r.i:en and fro~ the ~~nc~ of a Food number of 
scientists. Fifty of them recently joined ~.;ith the responsi'!:le Hation::il Investi;rntions 
Co::.'!littee on Aerial Phenomena in ur~ir.~ a coneressional investi£ation of UP'Os. 

One thing which has caused !T!E: to be skeptical of the u~o skeptics is patroriiz.inf 
dis.Jain tiy r..any scientists toward other scientists who interest themselves in t..70s. 
'.i:nis bias af!ainst investif:'ation of the u.11fa:r.iliar :m the oart of the scientific comm.unity 
is s:> acute that the University of Colorado hesitated to underta~e the UFO stud:v until it 
'ceca::.e '.:)€rsuaded that there c11ight bfl I\ way to ~ool t!"ie oublic into believin?: th~ investi­
~c. ti on .,..ould be objective and to fool t'.-le scier1tifio co:n.'nuni ty into believing the team 
...-oclc be p.ac\.:ed with unbelievers. · 

I a:iote fror-! a ~Cl!l.O which led to Colorarlo' s final cecision to ~o ahead: 
"The tric~ ".J·.) 1Ll.1. ~>.'!,'' ·,rr')~. e the ~a:-i w'.'\o was J..;1ter to be the study's project director, 

"to descr:.'::e the projF:ct so that, to t=:e !-J"..l.':>lic, it would ai::;:-ear a totally objective 
study but, to the scientific co~_rr.u.'1ity, ·.:ould '?resent the image of a eroup of nonbelieve::-.:: 
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trying their best to be objective but haY1nr. an alr.iost zero expectation of fin::!ing a 
saucer.'' 

The tendency of the human mind has always been to believe it can't be done th.1t 
t::e submarine ·.:::>uldn't work, that heavier-than-air craft wouldn't fly. 

· ionder wha.t they thou?.ht about Jules Verne when 11() years ago he predicted that 
t!":e ti~e -uoul=. co::;e when three astronA.uts would take off from .Florida for the moon • • !hey probably said -- not in 10,000 yearsl 

The opposite to all these negatives is nearest the truth. Anything e;ood w!iich 
man can conceive, he can do. And we can, I think, accept the expectation that the 
ti~e will come when we will be able to look out from the stars. 

* * * * * 
Frof'l'l K5Q;;'I. Houston Chronicle, 1-7-69 NO PROOF FLYING 3AUCER5 ALIE!~. ~:lashington 

(A..D) A secret report on .an Air Force financed investigation of flying saucers will say 
there is no scientific evidence to indicate that uni~entified flying objects are spaces~ios 
fro~ another ~orld. 

Informed sources told the Associate~ Press 
closely-~uarded report on a two-year study by a 

The sources said the report will not claim 
not .manned surveillance craft from outer space. 
sources said. 

this will be the primary thrust of 
team of noneo~ernment scientists. 
the study oroducE·d ~roof that UFOs 

"You can't prove a negative," the 
are 

Heither, they said, '-'"ill it question the possibility that intelli[?ent life exists 
beyond the Earth. Instead, it will emphasize that the investigation uncovered no scientific 
evidence to support contentions by various individual scientists and private organizations 
that flying saucers are visitors from a distant planet. 

The study, financed by a $500,000 grant from the Air Force, was made by a team of 
scientists under the direction 6f Dr. Ed~ard. U. Condon of the University of Colorado. 

Tight security has been imposed on the project from the start and authorities are 
still workin~ hard to guard against leaks. 

The 1000-page reoort has been turned over, at the Air Force's request, to a special 
appraisal committee of the National Academy of Sciences, which refuses to divulge any 
inform.1tion, even the names of committee members. 

Findings of the academy committee are to be attached to the report for simultaneous 
release by the Air Force, now tentatively scheduled for Friday. 

It was learned that the only other copies of the report are locked in a basement at 
the University of Colorado at Boulder. 

Dr. Condon, 65, a physicist and a former chief of the U.S. Bureau of Stnadards, has 
repeatedly refused to talk about the findings of the project. 

Asked in an interview last February whether the study had made him a believer or 
disbeliever in the theory that flying saucers are spacecraft from other planets, he 
replied: 

~I'm now getting to be more one way than the other, but I'm not going to tell you 
what that way is." 

Condon's project staff included a dozen astronomers, physicists and psycholo~ists. 
He also enlisted the aid of outside consultants and contracted with private agencies for 
some research. 

The Air Force commissioned Condon•s study in the face of persistent criticism of its 
~.m UFO investigations, begun 20 years ago and still continuing. 

Critics of the Air Force claim its studies are biased against the possibility that 
UFOs are manned surveillance craft from outer space and accuse it of withholdin~ informa­
tion that might ,rove the contention. The Air Force has vigorously denied both accusations. 

The upcocn.ing report appea·rs certain to prompt renewed controversy. 
Last }!ay, the National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phenomena, a private group 
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that gathers information on flying saucers, charged that the Condon study lacked impartiality. 
The organization said it had broken relations with the Condon group after what it called 
17 months of cooperation. 

That same month, Rep. J. Edward Roush, D-Ind., ~~lled for a con~ressional investi~ation 
of flying saucers, saying the Condon study was fl0<.rid3ring in dissension. -

He apparently referred to Condon' s firing of two project scientists, Dr. David R. 
Saunders and Dr. Norman Levine. Condon accused the two of "incompetence." 

The House Space and Astronautics Committee held a 11seminar" on UFOs la.st July. 
Ground rules prohibited specific discussion of the Condon pro,iect, but Rep. William F. 
Ryan, D-N.Y., asked Dr. James E. McDonald, senior physicist at the University of Arizona's 
Institute of Atmospheric Physics, whether more study than the Colorado project was needed. 

"Emphatically yes," the witness replied. "We need a broader base. The National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration or the National Science Foundation ought to sunport 
some universities to make studies of U!<'Os. 11 

In announcing the Condon project in October, 1966, Air Force Secretary Harold Brown 
said the University of Colorado had been commissioned "to analyze phenomena associated 
with UFO sightings." 

He added that the National Academy of Sciences review "will not be part of the 
investigation team, but will provide a furthex• independent check on the scientific validity 
of the method of investigation." 

• • • • * 
We are attempting to get caught up with our reports. We hope to have the neY.t one 

out within two weeks. ~ · · '. · ' 
Until further notice WB6RPL will be calling CQ eveey Wednesday at 8:00 PM California 

time, 10:00 PH Texas time, on 7265. 
If I forget to request more money anci stamps; assume that I need it anyway. 
The DA'I'A-NET house is open to all members any time. Food, lodginl?, drin.~s, etc •••• 
We need more members for more sources of data. We need to cover more areas. 

Remember; as members you all have access to the DATA-NET library. 
The DATA-NET reward for an authentic UFO photo is $25.00. Please send unprocessed 

film along with as much pertinent data as possible. ·· · " · · 2000 c.~i.iF. 1"iM~ 
KP4CH is on daily on 21.442. WB6RPL is on weekly on 7265 Wednesday evenings. Other 

stations willing to hold skeds please contact the controller or assistant controller 
{WA5RON, 224 ~oberts Mall, Austin, Texas). 

~:Ut~o~J~ 
.Y.d.chel M. Jaffe 
Control Station 
DATA-NET 
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