Case xxx.
Projectile seen from B 18 bomber

To be commented and checked.../AL

TO THE AIR DEFENCE DEPT AT THE DEFENCE STAFF, STHLM
FROM FLYING OFFICER G. IRHOLM

Re: A flying missile

I have the honour of reporting an observation made on August 14, 1946 at 10.02-10.04 am. I saw a flying missile of the kind that is mentioned in report nr 7:49 of June 12, 1946 from the Defence Staff. The circumstances were as follows.

I was a pilot and doing navigation flying with a B18 A at an altitude of 100 m on the route F1 Malingsbo (18km NW Skinnskatteberg) - F1 Krylbo. Staff sergeant Möller assisted me.

On the route Malingsbo - Krylbo we noticed after about 2 minutes an aircraft-shaped object, on the left abt 20 degrees southeast, just above the horizon. I estimated the altitude of the object to be abt 250 m. My own flying altitude was abt 200 m above the ground. The distance to the object was abt 2000 m.

The weather conditions at the time were as follows:

Cloud height		abt 800 m
Amount of clouds		6-8/10
Horizontal visibility	30-40 km

Having the latest newspaper reports in mind with regard to overflights on Swedish territory by above mentioned missiles I got immediately suspicious	. Furthermore I could not identify the object as any Swedish aeroplane.

I decided to keep eye contact with the object and to overtake it at a suitable opportunity. After about 10 sec I had to look down at the instruments to switch over to maximum cruising speed. When I looked up the object was gone.

I suspected it had disappeared under the horizon and therefore I reduced the cruising altitude. It appeared that both I and the object had arrived over a relatively low countryside, and we had both reduced the cruising altitude thus maintaining a constant altitude above the ground.

After about 30 seconds staff sergeant Möller discovered the object 30 degrees to our right. We had kept our own course all the time. Immediately I made a turn ending up at a parallell course with the object and switched to maximum capacity.

The shortest distance between us was abt 1000 m. It immediately appeared that I would not be able to keep pace with the object whose flying speed was at least 600-700 km/h. After about 2 minutes the object vanished in southeasterly direction.

A storm with heavy rain and a cloud height of 100-300 m lay straight ahead and the object disappeared into it.

Conclusion:

The object kept a constant crusing altitude of 250 m and thus followed the topography of the ground on the whole.

The flying speed was considerably higher than the speed of an aeroplane, about 600-700 km/h. Our speed was 380 km/h.

Characteristics: Fuselage reminding of a B19. No wings, no control surface or protruding parts visible at observation distance. Dark colour.

Length approximately 15 m, cross section abt 1 m, cigar shaped.

No light visible. However, I noticed a missile overflying Västerås on August 11 at 8.48 pm which had a light. 

A propeller-driven Swedish fighter cannot be expected to keep pace with this kind of missile.

The observation was made at 10.02 - 10.04. Air routes as per enclosed sketch.

Mix-up with fighter Vampire is out of the question, as no such plane was in the area at the time of observation as per information received from F13.

Västerås August 14, 1946
I m
Flying officer

Staff sergeant Möller had nothing further to add to the above report.
Västerås August 14, 1946
Möller
Staff sergeant

-------------------------------------------------------------------

REPORT FROM VISIT TO F16 ON AUG 22, 1946

The purpose of the visit was 

a)  to compare the report of flying officer Irholm dated Aug 14 with the navigation flight carried out by a division from F16 on Aug 14, in order to find out if the object that Irholm observed could have been a fighter J26.

b) to keep the aircrew of F16, who will be included in the "alert squad", informed.

a)) Present at meeting: 7 people from F16 (2 people were away on assignment), flying officer Irholm and staff sergeant Möller, F1.

On Aug 14, 9 aeroplanes from F16 carried out a navigation flight on the route F16 pkt (?)  156 V Norberg - Floda church (Södermanland). Start of first plane at 09.40 am (radio time) with intervals of 5 min. Cruising altitude min 100 m, max 300 m. Cruising speed 420-425 km/h. Flying time for all aircrafts 15 min + - 1 min. After the turning point pkt 156 no plane has materially been west of the airway pkt 156 - Floda church. The course after pkt 156 was 165 degrees. 

Flying officer Irholm made the observation at 10.02 - 10.04 (radio time) 7 km east-northeast of Malingsbo church, the observed object having an estimated course of 138 degrees.

The only plane from F16 which, according to the time schedule, could have been at the point of observation at 10.02 - 10.04, is the one that took off at 09.45 am. The pilot however insists that he never went west of the airway pkt 156 - Floda church. Instead he chose to fly east of this airway due to better checkpoints. Course direction Irholm´s observation - Floda church 157 degrees. None of the pilots have observed any B18 or any other flying object.

Flying officer Irholm says that he observed the object about 60 degrees to the left, his own course being 245 degrees. His own speed was 380 km/h and he saw the object at a distance of abt 3 km. If it had been a J26 with a speed of 425 km/h Irholm would have been the first to reach the point of intersection. 

It got out of his sight and he rediscovered it 45 degrees to the right in front of him at a distance of abt 2 km. The cruising speed of the object must therefore have been at least 800 km/h.

Flying officer Irholm and staff sergeant Möller maintain that the object observed was not mixed up with a J26 or any other conventional aeroplane, due to the short distance and the excellent visibility.

Conclusion
----------------
The object observed by flying officer Irholm and staff sergeant Möller

- could have been an aeroplane J26 from F16 with regard to

-time of observation
-cruising altitude
-changes in crusing altitude with the ground
-estimated length of fuselage

- could not have been a J26 considering

-the statement that the airway of J26 was abt 15 km east of the point of observation
-the course
-the cruising speed
-the general characteristics of the object
-the fact that no J26 pilot saw a B18

With reference to the above I do not consider it probable that the object observed was a J26 or any other Swedish aeroplane.

b)) CF 16 and the aircrew were given a general information on observations received so far, characteristics of objects etc, and  specific details that are most important to look for.

Stockholm August 23, 1946
Eric Malmberg
Fli

----------------------------------------------------

TELEPHONE INTERVIEW
IRHOLM  INTERVIEWED  BY CLAS SVAHN

Re: G Irholms observation on Aug 14, 1946

Address: Gustaf Adolfsgatan 17, 582 20 Linköping 013-136784

At the time of observation Irholm was a flying officer at F1 in Västervik where he was head of the amalgamated squadron B18. In December same year he flew to England in order to bring home four J28 Vampires to Bråvalla (F13) in Norrköping. Later he was  head of the experimental plant at Malmslätt until 1971 and had a similar position until his retirement in 1979.

After 1946 Irholm occupied himself with trials of new types of Swedish fighters but especially with missiles and rockets, including trial launches. He lived in Stockholm 1953-1964 and then moved back to Linköping.

CS: Would you tell me what happened in the morning of August 14?

GI: We were out on a practice flight and according to our plans we should have been flying to the south over Södermanland and back to Västerås. As far as I recall the weather was pretty bad down south, with heavy rain and low level clouds and as we were praciticing navigating with ground visibility we changed the course to the north, to the northwest out of Västerås instead. 

In those days we had a freedom of choice to change routes very quickly. I think there were about two/three planes out there on that particular day and it so happended that we flew towards the northwest instead. 

CS:Tell me what happened when you discovered the object.

GI: That was also by chance. The best area of visibility in the cockpit is onwards and it was in front of the nose of the fuselage
in our direction that I discovered the object, somewhat to the right of our route. It´s like when you are driving a car, you do not stare straight in front of you all the time but gaze to the left and to the right within a certain range. When you are flying you also try to look back now and then.

The object suddenly appeared in our range of vision over the horizon.

CS: You told us earlier that the object was about 3-4 km away.

GI: It is hard to tell but I saw an object slightly above the horizon which lacked the natural shape of an aeroplane. It had no fin, for example. What we saw was more or less a picture of a cigar with no protruding parts in any direction.

My immediate reaction was that this could not be an ordinary aeroplane. I was used to seeing them and they have a special kind of silhouette composed by the fin.

Anyway I saw a sillhouette. I had no chance to estimate the extension length. What I saw could have been a disc seen from the side - or a cigar.

Later it was discussed whether this had been a J26 as this type of plane was out on a navigation flight in the area but a J26 has a very characteristic fin and control surfaces and also a big cooler under the belly. In short - it has easily recognizable features. What we saw was quite different. We were close enough for me to decide whether it was an aeroplane or not. The object was completely torpedo-shaped.

CS: Could there have been wings on the cigar that you did not notice?

GI: Of course there could have been wings. I cannot say whether there were wings or not. I can only say that it is possible. If the wings were at the same level as I was they were not visible. The wing at the far end would in that case have been hidden by the object itself. I cannot help you there.

CS: Did not notice any exhaust blaze?

GI: No I did not and I did not see any lights or any smoke.

CS: When you accelerated in order to catch up with the object you said it disappeared for some time...

GI: Yes, but there is a perfectly natural explanation to that. We had a relatively low cruising altitude, probably some hundred metres. The old planes had a construction that made them climb slightly when you increased the engine capacity. And if you just climb some 20-30 metres you will lose an object out of sight below the skyline.
Then you have to adapt very quickly and get down those metres again. That is what happened.

CS: So it was just for a very short period of time that you lost sight of the object?

GI: Yes it was. But during that moment it managed to move away across a relatively large angular sector. But it could not have been too far away as we had made a turn of abt 90-120 degrees and quite a lot of seconds had passed before my signaller Möller caught sight of it again. After a moment I discovered it too. 

But then it disappeared. In a very short time it disappeared out of sight. Unfortunately.

CS: That must have confused you a lot?

GI: Yes. You see what you see and there isn´t much else to do about it than to report it. That´s what I did. Then you risk to get misunderstood, to be considered mentally ill or whatever. That´s a risk you have to take.

CS: Was there anybody who did not believe you?

GI: Nobody ever criticized me or blew me up or called me names. But if things like this would happen you just have to learn not to take them too seriously.

CS: What did really happen when you accelerated trying to get closer to the object? Did the object react in any way?

GI: When I accelerated in order to try to catch up it just left off. We did not have a chance. I could watch it for abt 2-3 minutes before it disappeared out of sight.

My impression was that the object never paid any attention to us. It just continued its course. I had hoped that somebody would have made a radar observation but I never heard if that was the case.

CS: To whom did you report your observation?

GI: I do not remember that clearly. I followed the official policy and reported it to some officer at F1 who saw to it that the information was forwarded to the parties concerned, I suppose.

After that I was asked to come up to Stockholm, and something quite unusual happened that day. I flew an SK 15 to Bromma and a car was probably there to pick me up. Later on, the same day as I took off to fly back I almost had a head-on collision with a passanger airliner, abt 10-12 km from Bromma. We only just made it. I suppose the other plane lifted one of its wings slightly and I stepped on the gas - that was a narrow escape.

None of us ever mentioned the incident. Today an incident like this would have caused big headlines. In those days we did not say anything.

CS: You had a bit of luck there.

GI: You bet I had. I remember I had the sun in my face and that is why I did not see anything. The sunshine was that strong I did not even see the big passanger airliner coming, a DC3 or whatever it was.

CS: Why were you asked to come up to Stockholm?

GI: Well I suppose they wanted to interrogate me...and I suppose it was old Nisse Söderberg.... no, it was Westergren... the old air commodore (?) Bertil Westergren ....Westerberg.....Westergren.
He wanted to talk to me and ask me in detail about what I had seen. Unfortunately I did not have much more to tell other than I had already mentioned in my report.

CS: You were not asked to make a sketch of what you had seen?

GI: No.

CS: Nobody ever asked for a sketch at any occasion?

GI: Not that I can recall. In that case I would have included one in the report.

CS: How long after your observation did you fly to Stockholm?

GI: I do not recall. It may have been even before I wrote the report down. I´m not sure there.

CS: It was not very long anyway?

GI: No, it was in connection with the incident. The next day or something like that.

CS: They called you and asked you to fly up there?

GI: Yes, I think that is what happened. I flew up on the same day as they called. To the Air Administration (?).

CS: So it was´nt anybody from the "ghost rocket squad" who called you?

GI: Nobody from that squad wanted to talk to me. No it was the Air Administration and the air commodore. He considered himself the most competent person technically, and the most well-informed etc.
I do not recall any meeting with any squad at the Defence staff. I met with Bertil Westergren and I guess he was the one who informed Eric Malmberg. 

Nor do I recall the trial flight performed later on at F16. In any case I did not go with any of the planes. There was probably a meeting at F16 conducted by Malmberg and I was probably asked to tell my story to the boys and I suppose they tried to find out whether I could have mixed up the object with a fighter from F16, a Mustang for example. 

I am almost sure that it was no Mustang. Otherwise I would not have made such a fuss about it.

CS: Could it have been a V-bomber of some kind?

GI: A V1? I have only seen pictures of them, never in reality. But I should hardly think so. They can make abt 400-500 km/h as far as I remember and in that case I would not have lost it out of sight as quickly as I did. It just left us behind.

Of course a B18 does not accelerate very fast. If we kept a speed of 300 km/h and stepped on the gas it would take some time before we would have reached 380-400 km/h. During that period of time a plane that has some advantage will have covered some distance. 

CS: Did you get the impression that the object was pointed both at the front part and in the back ?

GI: Yes. It was just like a fat, good cigar, pointed both at the front and in the back. The were no features differing from an ordinary grey cigar. The object was dark greyish.

CS: Were the ends pointed or blunt?

GI: I could not say. They looked about the same as the end of the cigar which is cut off. We were not close enough for me to tell any more details. Unfortunately.

CS: There is one more thing. Would you have a photo available of yourself from those days, possible in front of an aeroplane?

GI: I do not know. I´ll have to search in my drawers.

CS: We would appreciate if you could lend it to us for publishing in the book that would possibly be the result of our research.

GI: I´ll make a note of it in my mind, until I receive your copy. I´ll try to find one until then. I´ll have to take some scorn for this but that cannot be helped.

To be further commented.../AL

Translation credit: Telle Lilja



