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Civilization is a complex thing, pe s even a 
precarious ing, w en viewed over a long period 
time. It seems to balance upon gigantic rces 
nature w ich ebb and ow over eons. ole 
pe les are blotted out om memo by cataclysmic 
events one kind or ano er. et some ow 
civi zation goes on. It discovers part its 
streng to survive in e human spirit, part in e 
amount and kinds of reliable nowledge it 
generates, and part in the e rt made to p IS 

nowledge r t e good all. e sp it man 
permits communication with e unseen mysteries 

Creation wile e knowledge he gains e s Im 
rm a lasting and stable undation r taking 

ac n now r e sake the ture. ut ow IS 
nowledge generated? 

e question is fundamental e success I 
pursuit of every endeavor in . Is knowledge 
mere a simple accumulation cts? Is it 
result act e research? Is knowledge really on 

m iarity wi something that is ga ed throu 
one's experience? Or perh s nowledge is the 
result of more subtle, invis le es which move 
a ead us rough time whic makes it possible 

r us to understand at some tru ,event, or ct 
rea is important? 

e acquisition nowledge, e 
man's great ac ievements, usua 

e development sound me 
at nowledge. d it IS 

me g told be 
w 0 S interested e serlO S 
aerial en mena ). 0 

story most 
comes down to 

ods r attaining 
IS su· ect 

eve 0 

anomalou 
stan w 



le sudde 

g 
g ay ~'meta 

sert ta 
mass .. related 
about a eged ct8, 
eads about a sc 

s m 

in some eld researc 
owledge, and us a 

owle ge gai ed 
ew unde stan 
ontrad tory 
ng eer g and sc e 

bas tru s, usual 

e. 
up's con 
one 
I kno 

accumulated nowledge 0 

be re em. nowledge, en, 18 
bric undat n wall- eac researc er 
some Ing to w at was ere be e 
structure w at we call c t 

en one 

about 
at. 

yields 
e even 

proven 
r 

upon e 
gone 

e 
8 

one or two mo e cou seSe ut it s e mort r e 
scient·· me 0 logy at binds ese bricks 
toge er into a solid and reliable ass 

ere are ose w 0 belie eta 
repetitive p enomeno to tu 

r researc ers to understand u 
e t of co r e 

se. Some, 
nd say at 

stable 
poss le 

enomena 



many areas em p ys s, 
b ys s, and many 0 er so .. ca 
sciences would not ave pro essed ey 

ave. Indeed, e anSIence, unpre ty, and 
even v some g are not su cient 
reasons to Ignore ever elass, are S 
large ignored by ma ne science! 

It preCIse m enomena e 
ca out e ement 

en eers, scien ts, and 
tec no sts many 

ey, most a, ould be cur 
°t e unders od p enomena. ey are more 

to possess e knowledge, techniques, 
equ ment needed to scover w at es be e 
great mystery our age. ever eless, scientists 
and eng eers w not succeed unless ey ave 

1 at it is poss le so. 

It is m man's sp it at 1 arises and it is his 
at leads to believe at a problem can 

ed, to accept larger c a enges, and to see 
e vague out es w at IS still invis le 

o ers. 

d so e serious scientist, en eer, eoretician, 
or tec no gist can generate new and possib 
valuable knowledge about e or s e wants 
to. It isn't a matter be done, 
me odological spea In . w l 

y? S d , I 
accepted IS task to date. a pi y, r. 
Smi e as taken seemingly disparate 

bou ep rted by I S 

e ground (a group observers 



s 
cused resea 

rovided ano 
tenac u it 
r searc data a 
unknown 

av d 

researc 
balance. ts are 

I need 

relate most p 
understan v le atmo 

at ey Wl not report 
rea expla ed ano 
true ss nals Wl a 

W also scourages em 
un unded or rous reports' 
mot ated ind 1 als W 0 want 
jobs p ts cont 1 a' la es 
e ectro ... magnet sensing and 
on board W may detect 

e t 

W man s 
isto a 

about e 

ou P t 

are 
areer at sta e 



ambiguous visual SI ts. Indeed, I reca one clear 
ni tit w ic I st e vita portant 

. stinction between stars and ground ts! ere 
orizon - disorientat set qu k et 

appen very es would not 
ey were over suscep le to odd 

e visual and mot n env onment. 
ita aIr rces would not be able carry out . . 

e preCIse mISs ns ey eIr ts were 
und to consistent ret anorna us 

visual p enomena. In y e 
cases, pilot reports valuable. 

d so, e r. on era 
ousands ve i ua or made by 

pilots om around the world. r. Smith, I too 
ave discovered a t poor or nonexistent 

researc pe rmed by our armed ces, as ey 
believed no one would ever go back and reexam e 

e les. p, tru as a way w gout 
as ng as ere are people wow 

rt. I for one am glad at W 
rt. 

ow to br g closure to this eword. If correct 
motives -- combined wi a certa e 
existence w at as not yet been proven r sure 
-- and a education lead an accurate 

p cat n e SCIen me od, an 
p ca n ese rI ous me ods eventua 

leads to improve acquIsI n nowledge about 
ur world and un erse, a IS nowledg 

Od s pa t ee ed 
surv 

g, ever .. r 
genera 

bu· d 

process 
a enge 

es 
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I ave using the i 
years, a e und that th 
of el et' cidents r whi 
bet 0 suppressed, 
as s to trivial mu 
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the c n ver be 
iterat 

the investigat' on 
ork were usually' 

r e e a 
n tain repo t 

vidence as 
s ma gOD 

uses, woe 
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ary, as those 
ow rank 

e qua 1 

doing the 
the mil't 

v ry consci 
e archy. ut in ge e t ey were 
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ONMO 
ER 1 1951 

e ort Monmouth case is distinguished by two 
atures that separate it om other similar 

episodes: 1) due to a rtuitous cain 
circumstances and the ingen uity of a journalist 
w 0 managed to reach one of the witnesses, the 
world knew about it almost at once, and 2) t e r 

or c e was so fl a b b erg a s t e d t hat its pen tit s 
resources not on investigating the case but on 
'nding out how the leak had occurred and 

punlS lng the culprit. 

his was one of the sigh tings presen ted by r. 
James McDonald at the Congressional hearings of 
1968 ( c onald, 1968), where he showed t at t e 
"balloon" explanation vored by the Air orce was 
untenable. uriously, r. onald enzel, t e great 

e unker of the day, chose to ignore t e case 
t t lly, and it 's not eve mentioned in his boo s. 

epte b 951, tw 
an unusual e perle c wh' 

st e 
allard, described n the 
#8 a . gh 

sIng sp e of 45 
t. ogers w th 
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11:35 w e ov r oint leasant, (see 
and . # t. ogers noticed a st .. moving 

at 11 o'c c. e ect was over an 
at an altitude between 5000 and 8000 , 

be w e level e plane, and was 
g w en rst detected. It ew sout west 

over d an, J, a d started a dua r t n 
120 degrees, w 'c at e en t e tw inute 

observation to k 't above wee it 'nal 
ded over 

de cen 'ng turn to e le w s immediately 
started by e p t, decreas· 
a 'tud t 17,000 and incr 
550 h was ccupied w' 0 

not rve the 0 . ec 
In 0 sighting, and at that 'nt e 

ree 0 d, 

.. 33 continued its tu n to po , but was unable 
to a wit e ect, a it m rap idly o sea, 

plane wa lw y b 
and n a rou pa alleI d 

e plan c I ted 
resumed . ts riginal ourse, la t 

at :47 t s w noting 
h was n t po t 

e aIrcra 



lots / 
e rt by le e al Inte gence 
to pin wn e exact nand t e e 
launc g, and les contain a memo by t. 
J. uppelt to e 

my, Was ing 
ief Signal ept. 

dated 25, 
e 

1951 
requesting in rmat 
Nov. 1, 1951 stating 
lau c ed at 11:12 

aboratory, at latitude 10' or 
74°04' West. IS cation is in 

a er, 

a came on 
ad been 

vans Igna 
and longitude 
e vicinity 

in . ated by r. c onald, at 11 :35 e 
ha oons would ave attained an altitude 17 .. 
18,000 ,and according to e upper winds r 

at day, would ave been over e coast at e 
position I ave marked on e map, roughly at 11 
o'cloc with respect to e plane, as was reported 
by e pilot. ad the 0 "ect been one of e 
balloons w ich ad iled to climb, t e plane would 

ave been over it in seconds, and so close that 
identification would have been immediate" his 
alternative is also denied by t e "les, w ic 
in "cate that both balloons climbed to a bursting 
altitude 104,000 

In addition, balloons do not descend and level 
as the object reportedly did, nor do t ey move at 
speeds of 900 M "In a gallant attempt to debun 

e si ting, t e "les contain a unsigned 17 .. pag 
speculative pape , which sugge at the ack 

e plane was ot precise y know y e pi ts, 
and at in ct e plane wa c almost 
stationary ba loon. his igno es t a 
tw balloons, that the observe 

and co Id det rml "t 
ckg ound and a e 
oa da ig t; 

pilots were quite 
rov"de scr 

1 . It, t 
documents describing the events, and 
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large number pages in the lue ook 'les 
re r to t e investigation aimed at discovering how 

rmation was acquired by t e press. It 
seems at t e pilots were over eard by e driver 
of e van transporting them a er t ey landed at 

itc ell and the news was promptly 
circulated on t e base. ente rising reporter, 

lC urelio, om the ong Island paper 
, eard t e rumors at a dinner near the 

base and proceeded to call the ublic In rmation 
. er, Major hn arnard arron, to ver' t e 
rmation. er some sparring, urelio managed 

get to the base and talked with t. ogers. e 
even p otograp ed him in ant of t e operations 
map. 0 t e consternation of the ir orce, the 
story appeared in the September 11th issue of 

S ,and was released nationwide over t e 
wires of t e Associated ress and nited ress 
s ortly after. ere are some hi lights of t at 
interview w ic took place the very afternoon 
t e incident, as it appeared in th oston lobe: 

"I 't if it i 
<11 

I s , t it s r 
I' 

ti 

s 

't 

t 
s 
s 
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nce tee leak originated 
with M 'or Barron, an investigat n was ordered by 

t. olonel osengarten, 'r ec n al 
Intelligence; d pecial ent aul c oy 2 

SI istrict, was dispatched to itc ell to 
in terv iew arron. e 'les con tain a c y e 
interrogation, as well as a ea cu a" statement 
dated 1 ctober 1951, signed on e spot by 

arron, wends like this (emp asis adde 
i r s t ti s 

11 s t 

t 
s 
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xit or arron. I wonder e ended 
reenland. 

IS career 
as a supply er In ule, 

or e curIous reader e case 0 er 
interesting c aracteristic, whic is e lack 
in terest it as generated among debunkers. e 
dean em a, r. onald enzel arvard 

niversity, simply ignores it in is best nown 
book ( enzel, 1963), per aps because IS 
association (read estic 12) Wl Ig er 
government levels is true, he knew that e 
incident was as reported. 

e modern .. day debunkers know better an to 
'scuss unassailable cases, because t ey start om 
e postulate 'rst proclaimed by Michel onnerie 

In rance at les vni n x tent as and are 
quite aware t at failure to explain satis ctorily a 
single case will destroy eir basic posture, 

evert eless, I c ecked the recent book one such 
ebunker and of course, the t. onmou case is 

not listed in t e index. et, a more in 9 depth search 
discovered t at the case appears in e text 
( eebles, 1994: 53), an interesting inconsistency, 

ut a er reading w at the author had to say, I was 
no longer surprised: although h claims a classic as 

's source ( uppelt, 195 e co ses the ct, 
ignores t e visual incident, an 'n short, gives the 
'mpress'on t at either he w s ot 'nt rested in 
true story .. or perhaps more 'ke y he didn t 

nderstand what he was read'ng, In short, r, 
eeble who IS n ae ospace h' orl n, was t 

e ev luat'on of the ort onmo 
ide t s d b I h b 11 

explanation provided by the Ir orce r th is 
1 ing 's untenable, an a lot of money an e 
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was spent in locating the culprit w 0 lea ed e 
in rmation. e case is interesting because it 
resulted In uppelt being appointed to lead r ec 

( ross, 1983: 61), 

he moral of the story is t at the world earned 
about is case only because a dr er ad bi ears, 

therwise, the incident would not aye ated more 
than a w I' es in the 'cial 'les. r 

urelio, where er e 's, he must know now 
the sco of a I' time passed im by. 

*** 
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Just a er sunset on March 22, 1952) the radar at 
cord pie e up an unknown target near 
a Ima, e-ording to t e og t e trae was 

pie ed up at 0205Z and ded at 0213Z; t e altitude 
the target was giv as approximately 35,000 

n .. 94 'g ter was scrambled at 0233Z arriving in 
the area at about 0243Z. wo visual contacts were 
obtained at 0256Z and 0316Z; as estimated by t e 
pilot, each view lasted 45 seconds, oth times the 
intercepting aircra was turned toward t e 0 'ect 
in an attempt to have the radar observer pic it up. 

owever, as e was under t e hood he did not 
observe t e target visually and also iled to pie 
't up on IS scope, 

e data r the two visua 
s ar'z d the llowing tabl 

b 
d g e 

lane lane 

igh lngs the 0 

evel line 

1 

ect appe 
sight, 

'ht'ngs a 

pe 
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of t e aircra ) is given as 360 knots. e 
case was terminated at about 0322Z" 

e report t is case was und accidentally 
wile perusing e lue ook mic 0 elm "les 
(:# some interesti a at" t' 
w ic make it ou tstanding amo g the hundreds of 
irrelevant cases which clutter th "cial r cords. 

1) It is a radar visual ( 
one at that: t e radar invo 
adar, and e 'sual obse 

p t t e .. 94 . g ter 
) . 

2) It appears as only on 

inciden t and an odd 
was t ground 

as made y th 
e . Joya, aptain, 

t ay 1952 
o the rmer e 

pt.# 7) b t, int resting 
one of 18 cases listed 

lue ok 
ay 5 d 

aptain, S 
o lZlng e 

to 

we can 
was contain 

nou ,is the 
at 's c assi 'ed 
also 0 tain a 
d y 

om 

the 
crucial 



On Pilots and UFOs / 1 
con s tit u t e sac hall e n. get 0 the a n a 1 y s t sin c ewe 
don't have the original source of information used 
to draw it. 

Even at a glance it is obvious that the map is 
grossly incorrect. For instance, the track of the 
fighter aircraft is labeled with the times at whic 
the plane was there, and one notes that end points 
of long segments have times only one minute apart, 
a c le a r -imp os s ibility. Since th e m ap is th e b es t 
source we have, the first step is to assess its scale. 

First, we notice that the scale is indicated as 
1:1,000,000, i.e., one millimeter on the map is­
equal to 1 Km., or 1 mm = 0.54 nm (nautical miles) 
(see Reference 5). However, as we have only a copy, 
it migh t have been distorted by the reproduction 
process,so we verify the scale using information 
contained in the map itself. 

The reported winds aloft at the time were at 315 
degrees with a speed of 80 knots, and the track of 
an object being carried with the wind is shown in 
the drawing with the times 0205Z (first radar 
contact) and 0300Z (alleged time of second visual 
sighting) at the ends. The distance, as measured 
directly from the map (FIG.1), is 135 mm, while an 
object drifting in an 80 knot vvind would have 
traveled in 55 minutes a distance g en by: 

d - 80 (nm/h x 55 (min) x 1 (hr/60 min) 
- 73.3 nm 

Ten, t e map scale is: 

or: 

135 
s = ---- = 1.84 m m m 

73.3 

1 mm = 0.543 nm 

consistent wit t e listed scale. us, thi 
will be used r the reconstructed map in I 

value 
.2. 
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sp e e ct at no wea 
been released cord e 

g must 
just 

ated a soli ta get 
decision to scramble a 

) 

ect as 
w 

out in 
e t es . 

ove, ~ 

resembling a large 
woul bu d up 
about 45 seconds. 

tings as 
m e a recor 

time an is not certain times iven", 
e was parent sur t e magnetic 

gs. 

° st SI ting is en a 0 an imposs· i 'ty 
ause we accept e complicated air track r 

e ter as s own in I ,. 1, at 0256Z e plane 
wa movIng a ost on e po 'te ea ·ng and ·t 
is very un e at e pilot ould aye noticed 

°ect exactly be ind is ead. pointed out 
by one my associates, a possible explanation r 

anoma is at perhaps pi t meant 
wa ing 30 deg. west , in w ic case e 
observed . ect was in im and S e 

e assumed ypot etical 
was not on, becau e a 

was at cat' 0 istance 4. 
,and as explained be 0 be seen. 

promptly 

a ima (see 1, but ver 
deg. bearing intercepts 

e t lmost at 
e 
t 



e t 

oin t ), I on 'ts e a s n s to a c 
assumpti n, eca se 1 e use the dat 

id d y t i ot a e was so th 
akima, it IS ogic I ccept also th t th time 

was 0316Z as stated, other and perhaps 
compelling easo to 'ect t e 03 OZ time is th t 
In at cas the s'g t' gs w e s pa ated y 0 ly 

tes, . e e or d y t i ot, 
and it is ard 0 believe that a veteran piI t co I 
be at wrong stimating time f course, all f 
t is could be 0 ed if we had the remov 
documents, but per aps this is why we hav 

em. 

n t e corrected map (I 2, t e point 2 
mar ing t e location the a' era during the 
second visual sighting at 0316Z is located 20 miles 
s ut akima. t that time, he hyp t etic 1 
ba oon would ave been at point ,at a distance 

36.4 nm om t e aircra he importance of 
t is number will be discussed be ow. 

e lue ook explanation t 'sual sigh 
ossible balloon" seems rather lmsy, n nly 

bee use balloon could be pI d at th 
but because it s clear that the da a were ced by 

ep t 
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e tw t term ated at 0358 ), but 
ec would ave been continuous 

ra an uctua g as reported, s ce a ba 
otr re ector. It can be argued that IS 

al ba on carried a sw g g strument 
account e pulsa ns, but some 

es not ma words t e p 
ball buil t en 

aw 

tee ra r ground contact, e 
e target was stated to be 35,000 and 

be conservative, let's assume was at e 
. g point (0213 ow, e ascent rate 
on is between 900 and 1000 in., so by 

e time e st visual contact (at 0256) e 
ba oon ei t would ave increased at least 38,700 

to a total of 73,700 e airc a was at 22,500 
se and since we know e angle 

observation was 10 degrees above e line SI t, 
IS poss le to ca ulate e orizontal stance by 

uSIng every s pIe rm la: 

y 

73,700 22,500 
d --.---~-- - --. .------------------- 47.7 nm 

tan 10 0.1763 

e strai t line . stance between t e plane and 
e target is a little longe as g en b 

51200 

cos 10 0.985 

can be 

lu 
1 

ook analyst. 
t, 

e obtain: 

300Z 
d= 48.8 m 

52,300 
= 49.5 nm 

ted t 
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= 0316Z 
d = 6 .2 

IS IS a 
sea a 

uncerta ties 
umbers at 

dence, 
plane and 

o . 
ime ambiguity 

ext, we use 
angular ize 

am uncert i 
assu e a 

ated value 
ula tion 

~ eel 

66,700 
a = 3.2 m 

ord r magnitud ca ul , but 
at t es t dep e 

bu t is based on 
acce t d wit 

e eporte a t't e 
ulated eig t yp t etica 
ps it will e s to reso e e 
t e second sigh Ing. 

e above in rmati 
a balloon as seen 
about e balloo 
on ervative val 

o pun ntende 
su marized in 

nm 

49.5 
49.5 
63.2 
63.2 

.4 

to est'mate 
om t e aircr 

s , but I 
and an 

e 
n ta le: 

s 
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lue 0 evalua t is cas s t w ' 
radar aspect was unidenti 'ed, 

si ting was a le alloo 
discussion as sown t at balloo solu tion . s 
very unli ely. ot only could no ball on be place 

e area, but even if one w 't wou d a 
been invisible to the pilot, It is an interesting 
coincidence at almost invariably the explanatio 
selected by orce IS e less likely, 

e class at n i e t e" us stands, 
IS late date ere is not muc more at e 

ana st can except egret e sloppy 
investigat e me ods e . In spite of its low 

rmat n content, e incident as conSl erable 
as it occurred in e v cinity e 
In an eservation were so many 

si t gs were reported dur g e Seventies 
ong, 199 

lnc 

special 
ertson 

an sand recognit to 
is contr ution to e stu of 
ma IS paper poss' le (see 



"ect 

2. 
I 

cosmo, 1990. 

.7 
73 3 

4. uppelt, 
I I 1956. 

5 e exact convers 

1 naut al m e - 1 nm = 1 85325 
1.1515 s 

6. obertson, t • 1 mm le 
t , 1992 
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e scuss in is section two cases w ic too 
place during uppelt's tenure- as ead t e lue 

o r ect. e cases are quite similar in content 
and c aracterist s, yet ey were evaluated very 

rent and at IS elr outstan ng 
n: w y? 

e maIn witness of incident was standing 
on is lawn on e nig t ril 16, 1952, tal ing 
WI one IS nei bors, ey suddenly noticed a 
bri t circular 0 'ect almost directly over ead. It 
was br ·ant w ite in co r and ten times t e size 

e bri test stars. It was moving at a st cl' 
on a strai t and level course w en suddenly, in a 
6 second interval, it exec ted 180 degr e t 

c 

onti ed its 1 r 
g, 

until lost to 

SIg 
k 

w o so d, no exha 
I 
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e name t is c tain has been deleted om 
es, were all one can reconstruct is 

ut even is name is not 
credentials are recorded r all to see. 

essier was very cautious about w 
In writing. 

t. 
there, is 

o wonder 
at e put 

e report also tells us some cts about e 
ne1 bore rmer W 11 paratrooper sergeant, e 
was emp yed at e time e incident by an 
unnamed t S reveport. us e was quite 

rent uneducated ouseWlves so en 
und In reports. d eSSler 

spec a at second witness was 
not terv ewe . 

e eval at· n 

able alterna e. 

itt 



b 
e 

/ eet 

aneuvers 

t t 

a wea 
sdale 

ba e 
om 

ess r was 
.. s, and bu 

IS a case, e wor 
ere le servers- narra 

ave been sted 
oss le to 

ontemplate one 
emote e rea 

ts, an 
", qu'te 
uld t 
g ve 

n. 

e s e most teresting ature t e 
reveport case IS at it reve Is e lack 

me and consistency i t e r orce 
on ur day b e (5204 2) 
al cident ad place 

ay, nta and s dut ded 
e same place e r m. 
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IS e presence more quantitative 
r e ouisiana case. et, w 

case is labele ni ent 
00 es, e rev ort one as 
o ib b 1100 " 

ce e two cases are on ur calendar days 
apart, they must ave crossed somebo 's des 
practical at e same time. is somebo 
( uppelt?), e was wor is salt, could not ave 

ed note the s g s . arities and e 
inconsistent eva at ns, but e c ose to say 
no g. ei er could we d· any re rence to e 
cases uppelt's boo uppe, 195 . Is IS a 
syn gross competence, or a revea g 
in a n at e orce's pu ose was not 
w at it seemed be? et e reader answer 

est as some bear g on wether 
powers are Wl 01 g om e pub· 
vital rmat n on e p enomenon. 

***** 



1. 

2 

eet 

ross, oren 
1, p. 48. art of 
transcribe here. 

3. uppelt, J.; 
I I I I 
p erback, 1956. 

***** 

I I 

, 952 
's report is 
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e bird explanat n s, as a anced by e 
orce, as some peculiarities that attract the 

attention of the ana st. or starters, it is a 
cumbersome ypothesis as it mandates, since all 
t ose incidents occurred at ni t, at e birds be 

ylng ra er low and in e prOXImI lig ts 
strong enoug to cause a re ect 

at ers. et, during its ir erio" 
1951 to gust 1952, e lue 00 no 

wer an 10 si tings, a density to 
understand as is explanation har pears at 
ot er times. 

Second y per cent e 
estate 

Ing 
198 : 
77: 

exas, a remar 
ana zlng e 
at e some 

ye 
otos 

t 
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under well de ned and detail d Cl C msta ce 
amenable to the ana SIS, 

I 

he night ay 13, 1952 was clea and qu'te 
i eal r astronomical observation, g oup 

mat u a stamp s ma 
n ersity at reenville, South arolina 

#1 set up t e'r instruments 'n an pr riate 
location, with er ground lights near nor aze 
a dark area essential r good astronomical 
observing, e group was rmed by u 
ind iduals, typically not well characterized by 

lue ook, w re we 'nd the a ratives provided 
by 3 of em. we know at ne was a 
" res p 0 n sib I e a dui t c i t i zen" , a 4~ 10 c a I 
lawyer", and a a senIor 1 I d nt, 
but at any ate ey were all we .. 
qual ed to observe and assess ' In e 

w en almos re 
hardson) call 

. ects y 
osition t 
'n de c 
10 to 

q it, one 
e nt on 

'amond 
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IS S g, a itte , as a w in rmation 
content; and its main merit is t equality e 
w nesses, w 0 were not only reputable members of 

e community but amateur astronomers as well, 
a ed e observat n e skies and less 

prone mlS te ret w at ey were seeIng. 

one eless, e report re rs to some concrete 
items ortant e ana SIS, w IC are: 

i) sil t 
.. 
1 

ii) I 
li 

w 
• t 1 

iii) Th y pr se 
S ih d in 

t e ohs r 
1 t 

• ) ti 1 

an 
ed 

a 
t • 1 1 

• 
SSl 

t d 
1 t 

and 
• 1 

f S 

10 S 

1 

1 it • 

s 
'» 

t 
t 

s. 
ti 
s, 
s 

sti 

s 

• 
1 

it 
ti 

t 

t". 

s 

, 
f 

y cre le explanation must ta e int account all 
e above. 

t' ti 
nknown 
o 't . 

snow isted as 

e 
whoever did t 



t: 
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t e t e 
.. 

t t III ••• " l t e 
ee t 

t .. 
l m 

iti 
it 

t e 
Cl 

1 ts l 

e 

e report tells us the angular size of the 
o 'ects, we can make some order of magnitude 
estimates distances and sizes, he basic rmula 
to use ere IS: 

were: 
and: 

~ = aId, [1] 

~= subtended angle, 
a = linear dimension at distance d 

rom ow ler' s I I I I 
, p. 48, e angular size corresponding to 
lIar at arm's length (26 inches) is 2°37' 

w ic corrected r a quarter tur , and reduced to 
ra "ans yields: 

p - 0.03229 rad a s 





/ 

assume a stance e speed e 
ects would be: 

v = x dPI [2] 
v = 1000 x 0.2845 a sec) = 284 5 Isee, 

or: 

ina , r a subtended angle a = 0.0323 ra ans, 
e actual s e an 0 ect at a stance 1000 

IS: 

a = d x a = 1000 x 0.0323 = 32.3 

otice care as been en we 
assumed we 1 a at e 
angular size a a ar was correct estimate, 
we arrived at an imposs' le situation. ut later, 
w en we co °ectured at e 'stance in rmation 
(1,000 was also correct, we obtained results 
consistent Wl a 32 er moving at a speed 
about 200 

In retrospect, e analogy Wl geese ylng at 
1,000 IS more natural and 1 ss contrived th n 
uSIng e apparent size a COl at arm's leng 

takes r granted tat w ness 
somew a st t m t ma 



eel 

(i'. t thi pint, it ha become ev'd hat t 
initial evaluat' on of " a e y t. 

almer was co ect. 

e skeptics' usual technique. IS to re te what a 
proponent has stated er con 'derable 

research and e rt to shore p a case, e 
assumption being that if the sup rting a guments 
a e destroyed, then th cas lIs w'th them, 

uriously, the deb nke s eve provide 
independent in rmation showi t e case 
s ould be considered as Is, ally, this 
pro ss is i tellectual y m e e mica, n as 
debating tactic has the advantage t at 't t 
t e discussion onto a tange t' u se, away 
t e real issue. ypical y, h's s 
complemen ted by iling 0 ev n 

ct that makes unte ab 
e p o ed by t d 

o en 
c ucial 
n tional 

onald 
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ot so. ose are not con tions, but experimental 
evidence pearing in e narrative of the incident 
w ic any acceptable solution will ave to take 
into account; and since se illuminated birds have 
not been discovered yet, e second one e ctively 
elim ates birds om consideration. e preclse 
statement e witnesses at t ere were no 

ts doesn't seem to deter e critic, as e 
proceeds to tell us e owing (emp aSIS adde 

It III 

l l 

S 

It 

lS 
III 

le t 
it 
it S 

es t 
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. gspan linear linear linear angular w 

"a" distanc speed speed size at 1000 
e ec mph ad) 
ft 

2 62 17.64 1 2 0.002 
3 93 26.44 1 8 0.003 
4 124 35.22 24 0.004 
5 155 44.10 30 0.005 

5% 170 48.36 33 0.0055 
6 186 52.92 36 0.006 

e ca ulat ns were pe rmed using rm ulas [1] 
and [2] e last column is e angular 
SIze 

stance 
I ear mension "an at a 

It WI 

an sat e data 
larger an 30 mp , as needed 

ut en, suc birds would be 
woul re ect muc less ou 

e nonexistent' t in e 

e g and e sort IS 
septic in good stan 'ng, 
s ce s are a "my tt, 

bir ,luminous or not, and 
to at be e ignor g e 

wIngspan large 
aVIng a 

pro uce 
er , at 170 

about one .. eIg 

wa le to pro a sati 

st 

ut I mI 
eali y 

y stab s 
ds, a previously 
a 8 av ng w 

* 
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lu ook r e icrofil File, 

lue 
good su 

79 

Fo ler, 

r e 
a can 

., editor; FI L 
, available fro 
eguin, ,7815. 

I 9 

01 

I 
, 103 

4. ross, Loren ., F "s: , 
Janua ... ay 1952, p. 58 riginal source. 

lue ook Files, 011 9 

5. ynek, J. lien; F 
, 1977; see also eyhoe, onald 
I 1955 

304. 

6 Jensen, aren; of er" in 
, July 1994, p. 62 

7. evin 
F 
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16, 1 

e ay, 1954 issue of agazine carries a 
leng y article by apt. dward J. uppelt, in 
w ich t e rmer head lue 00 r ect 

scusses e accomplis ments and 'cial posit n 
the r orce at at time ( uppelt, 195 ile 
e bulk of the paper discusses incidents r wh 

a mundane solution ad been found, it also 
contains summaries ome tee 8 t t t e 

eet was nable to er ek". f the seven 
si tings presented by apt. uppelt, the last one 

as particular interest and will be analyzed ere. 

n ebruary 16, 1953, a .. 47 piloted by or J. 
emon and carrying t. 

str p'lot was ea t d 
c orage ove e mout urnaga 

e local time was proximate 23'50 an 
conditions e Ing a 
unlimite was at 2000 

ame wa 
t at 10 o'cloc 

parallel to at 
estimated speed. 

.. 5 

n alrcra, e colo 
orresponding to e rl 

t t 
on 

a pane. 
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rated .. 6, and we are told at e two pilots were 
"ve reliable". e report was proved by J n 

asterson, M or S , lrec r Intel gence; 
and ta en at ce value, one can rule out as 
poss le e lanat ns alrcr one e area, 
no radar returns), wea er ba oons (none 
launc e ,and astronomical bodies elow orizon). 
In s e case at is point was ni e t e 
and uppelt was correct to include it in t e 

le. 

apt. Ruppelt also reported a similar cident 
w ic occurred llowing ni t (17 eh. 1953) 
at lmendo A and was witnessed by e 
members r olice Squadron, w 0 were 
not aware of the prev us nl t's even ts. IS 

second incident also appears In lue ook 'les. 

e ebruary 17th incident is weaker than the 
st one, and has interest only as an apparent 

con ·rmation it. e lig t, described in similar 
t.erms as on e previous nig t mayor may not 

ave been t e same. nce again, t e light did not 
muc , except quick move vertically up when 

t e jet attempting an intercept came c ser. y 
astronomical explanation r at nig t IS 

untenable as t e overcast was solid. e lue 00 

rating for this case is poor (.. but it was 
initial listed as n laine" detailed 
descr' tion of t is incident can be und in ross 
( ross, 1983). 

d we ave arrived at t e most interesting 
anomaly, e initial edition of a t, uppelt's book 
( uppelt, 195 was publis ed In 1956, bu t the 

t wa probably c b 
d t appearl g w 

I ed t t 0 

intervening time somet ing appened, because th 
w cases we are discussing do not appear in t 

book r at least, I couldn't locate em) 0 eove 
SInce apt. uppelt le the ir orce In ay 1954 
( yn k, 1977. 25), his art' le ad a 
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out by uppelt, did not deter e un nown writer 
om leaving is mark on e 'les. r e 

spec selection of ega, it was almost rced, as 
it was e only 'rst magnitude star in e 
approximate area e sky. n rtunately, 
w oever wrote t is nonsense was not ve y 

nowledgeable about astronomica matters, as ega 
s pale sapp ire in color, and t t e br' t 
eported by e pilots. 

n e summary card r the 17 ebruary 1953 
in ident the conclusion reads: alloon ti 
esembles balloon launc ob rv tion". e key 

wo d ere is "resembles", because no ing in e 
ints at a balloon, and" 'n ct, t e sudden 

tical departure rules it out. nd e body e 
r port stIll indicates at e 1 t remains 

n i en t e"@ 

It is remar able at e revised explanations r 
bo incidents are e only ones that are virtually 

ossible, Is ere a messag? or noting is 
at cl pings of uppelt's article in appear 
sted at e appr riate places . 0 'cial 
es. 

e result 

00 

y 
statu 

a d. 
ad 

is at two apparent trivi 
ave become sign' , ant, a 

w 

e ixti 
o numb 

an 
dat 
ed 
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"If a man lies about an apparently 

t oug t e so called lnross 
mat'o nte t, it has attra 

many aut ors, among othe 
e zel .. once upon a time a we 

W 0 used it as a plat rm to a t 
some "civilian aucer groups". 
some reputable u logists, as 

all and or onald eyhoe, 
veIn and provided us wit a 

a r tive. 

tw reaso s to 
e a 

ing, the tha 
t nconsequ ntia" 

Sherlock lm s 

has a low 
e attentio 

te r. ona 
O'N debun e 

c edul'ty f 
th r 

ample, 
t 1 

more 
ser 0 s 

balanced 
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e words ita cs aye been adde 
w more deta pear under 

I s: 

t e 
1 

Since e maIn detractor 
it is appr riate to start 
pub 's ed inte etation. 

i is usual 
incident in exac 
ware repro 
c apter. e 
ignores and dis 

o 

ristic ideas 
me on, It 

t'st 

onal e 
int 

t 
st 

t 

IS case IS r. enzel, 
e ana SIS w IS 

poses IS 
enzel, 1963) 

e en 

at: 
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was 70 m es east eeweenaw 0 t ( tate 
igan) and 160 miles Soo ocks, were 

e un nown target was . st spotted. is places 
it in e mid e ake SuperIor 

( enzel cIa s t e interce t was 
lane ident ed as a and 

to assu 

Ince a 

p a ad bee 
a to 

e e are numerous 
e tercept never took place: 

t plan ad been 
presence 47 was known and an 

e, e 
tercept 

was not just . ed. 
e .. 47 was t ave g over anadian 

territory, and at a ne would m 
an intercept unli e (see 

ial letter in all, 196 
ou e pI t asked r was 

granted permission to descend 7000 ross 
199 e never reported any r In ma n. 

) e 47 was 0 us y moving west to 
east wile t e unknown was in' ally reported as 
mov g east to west, as evidence by e deta s 

e intercept as appeared e accident report 
records .S. 980' 197 

) ,e 
nable locate any 

,1964: 15) 

( t 

orce was 
terc t 
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we aye seen above, e reality is at t e bl s 
representing e jet and e unknown merged and 

speared on t e radar sc e during t e 'nal 
stage e intercept, I can't rea con ne r. 

enzel's cavalier disregard r e cts to suit IS 

idden agenda, w e er e was or was not a 
member of e S I .. 12 group. e levity in 

e remar s used close is piece is unbecom 'ng 
r e scientist e was supposed to be. 

It is interesting at galley pro t e 
pertinent pages r. enzel's book .. reproduced 

ere in pendix are part e' ial lue 
ook 'les ( . #2 . Since t e book was publis ed 

in early 1963, e insertion' ver es 
at a revis n e les too late 1962, 

very li e during or obert 
riend as lue ook rector, ic extended om 
ctober, 1958 to January, 1963 ( ynek, 1977). 

e re letting r, enzel rest in peace, I must 
ment n is ilure to 'sclose at e .. 89 jet 
was an all .. weat er Scorpion interceptor and very 
unl' e to cras r unknown reasons on a ni t 
w en conditions were not extreme: e aIr was 
stable and prec' itation was coming om scattered 
cloud layers at 5,000 and 8,000 ross, 196 

n mat' n 

an e overa 
e na ratives it 

ross, 199 and 
e e 

urrle 
area. e ere was 
t bulen 



/ "eet 
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(2) iden t ed target was detected on e 
I radar se es 

oe, 1955: 1 
g over e Soo oc s area 

g east to west ( ross, 

(3) .. 89 er jet interceptor was 
scrambled om ross and ected toward 

e un nown by ra ar, and vectored . st an 
en e west, as noted e orce accident 

report a, 1980 and 199 ,w e c mb g 
to 25,000 (433rd, 197 

(4) 

ltit 
7,000 

e p t requested 
( ross, 199 and 

I (433rd, 197 
on t e unknown" 

(5) e contro er .. 2nd t. 
(433rd, 197 a posi ned 

al stage intercept w en 
peared om e sc e. 

cument: 

t e 
s 

r n 
t 
s 

o 

. 
'LS 

te 
t e 

sources agree 
os Ion 
e wee 

r s 
e 

plane 
d 

et 

t c 
e 

1 

a 
was 
b 

a 

a f 
rected wn to 

e 89 turne 
ross, 199 

ouglas tuart 
ter r e 

s merged an 
e same 

lost it 

as 

. 
'Lre 

ce s 
c 

reporte 
east 

y. 





altitude, e debris be 
e area at no 
ter was not more 

we know om recent ai 
t 800 

debris is always recovered 

a 
w 

en 
orce 

er and eras 
ose mIX-Ups 

er was sent 
as ed by 
recovered. 
at a 
occupants oe, 

ere 

d d 

scattered over sue 
g was ever 
an 8,000 

lane 
1996 en 

e 
was VIS e 

messages 
e p ad 
supposed 

ut 

was 
been 

de 

n an 
U 

s 
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rgotten by bo logists and e pub ears 
er, persistent u ogists such as aul orman 

ocated eyewitnesses on e ground woad 
noticed e proximity t e plane and 
anomalous green li t men oned by len 
dur g e event. 

It is ard be 'eve at t. oncla 'd not aye 
e time or e presence mind to radio w at e 

ad und er ac levlng visual contact. ue, e 
weather was not pe et, but he must aye seen 
someth g, at least on is radar screen, an said 
some lng on e en ra annel. e 

'cial . es are silent about it. ealistical r 
orce whic ad no qualms about misin rm g e 

relatives e pilots would ar aye esitated 
to suppress w atever t. oncla could aye 
ra . ed. 

N 

e pr er class cation 
s ould be: 

••••• 

e ross inciden t 



e jet invo ed i 
eorplon, 

oduced. 
51, nd 1 

n til 1954 sea 
p , and 562 mp 
nge of 905 m I 

2,300 In. 

incide t was 
h a tal 

rat 
e ae 

level its maximum 
at 40,0 t 
and its Initi 

1952 SIX co ns mos 
sintegrated in mid a r, and as a esu 
e was gro n ed. e u s were a 

s 

or 
164 
e b 

wer 
25 

650 

wing aero .. elast i , neeessita g some m 
ral d s gn, d a c 

ou a od at n prog 
is little-known piece In 
e debun m asser 

. e' dent wa one more 
eras es 

serv e a 
c dent oceu 
would not 

ta 

** 

c 
prevent 



n 
scrambled 

ra 

ne b 
to merge just as 

ect 

ac 
up 

e jet; 
went e 
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Solely on e basis is radar p an m, some 
c an saucer groups aye tried m e 

nross cras to a myste W orce 
vestigators as a s, and aye suggeste 

t ost b r resents an a 
pened to be cruis 

attac d 

*** * 
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" h what a tangled web we weave, 
when rst we practice to deceive" 

Sir Iter Scotf 111 1 a 

ong e problems encountere by e a a st 
w en reinvestigating old si tings are t e 
contradictions, apparent or real, at the perusal 

e available literature reveals. is is 
particularly true r this incident, one t e adar 
and ptical cases discussed by ordon ayer In 
t e Condon eport and c aracterized by a 
mult' lic'ty errors unacceptable in an individual 
Wl a .8. in p ysics ( ondon, 1969: 941). e 
case was evaluated by lue ook as 8 ars). 

s 
y 

f 
W 0 



I 

ilo t 
(emp 

• 
81 

• 
1 e 

• 
1 

t i 8 

account . 
~s er~ence 

t 

I t 
t 

t 
t e 



·lots / 

s .( 

In spite of the question mark, 
w94 radar equ' ped twomseat 

1 

e jet was a Sabre 
ghter. 

e second version was also written by apt. 
oward, but some twenty-seven years a er e 
cts ( oward, 1982), and in spite of t e elapse 

time it agrees quite well with the older narrat e. 
his makes me believe that apt. oward ad some 

document prepared at e time at e used to 
re is memory. t any rate, this is eversion 
on w IC e work of present-day commentator 

imothy ood is based ( ood, 1987: 18 , and it 
ampli 'es some details (emphasis adde 

.. 
VI, t t t e e 



I r eet 

e 1 

t 
s 
t 

.. 
I 

II 

re e 
i 1 

or two reasons we or e 'rst verSIon r e 
discussion: . because being t e earlier it IS very 
li e to be more accurate, and i ecause ayer, 
w ose wor we intend to s ow to be incorrect, 
based sis on it. 

ne screp nCIes· e IS tactual 
date. e m 0 ity e au orities, 
. clu . e arrative by apt. James oward 

owar , 1981), cate June 29, 1954, 0 'st 
e date as June 30, 1954. e most prominent 
ose IS e on n ort 'tse . w ic e cas 

is dated 30 ne 1954, 21:05 21:27 cal time 

, 
954 954 at 01:09 
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ave iled to notice it. e explanation is simple. 
o ayer and is predecessors in lue 00 

were determined to attribu te e SI ting to a 
m age of t e planet ars, w ich, according to e 

. ial 'les, ad been spotted and ident· 'ed by a 
s in t e area. e conditions r a mIrage, e 

les add, ad been good. ow, e les reveal e 
name ( t and position (55°55' ,5 
of t e s' as well as e exact time 
observation (30 June, 01: 15 
in rmation, it is easy to determine 
indeed was in si t, except t at it was 
aZImu 144. e unknown was to e 

ars 
rising at 

, almost 
317) In e opposite direction (about azimut 

ne ardly would expect p ysicist 
ma e suc a blunt error It IS e 

't bo er to ver ot esis" , but 
simply 1 ed it om e e attempte 
to calculate Mars' posit n, e would ave 

'scovered e mista e. 

UM 
parently neit er did Mr. ayer bo er to ver 
a mirage was possible at all, as e eculates 

(on n, 1969: 139) at certain cts in e case 
are strongly suggestive an opt al mIrage, 
a ou a itting in e same paragr at 
very ·ttle meteorological data were ava le. In a 
way e is correct because e s was e 

. tant, and even' e condi· s were suitable 
r mirages at its cation at sea, ayer new 

no ing about e condi ns ove at e plane 
cation (51°33' ,63°10 ). ut attempts to 
pIa ting as . ., 

ct dark e 
ery sky t t e le 

problem wi IS ypo eSIs IS 
be viewed on WI In an angle 
below e observer's orIzon 

lane at 19 000 was at a 
nautical miles (see e rence # 

g 
mIrages can 
ee above 0 

cas 
146 
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deta by 
orce as 

and eva ated by e 

In spite er's e ts, e even Islan 
SI ting was not ass ned a number e on 

eport, and IS listed e index as 
I • " ( 1969' 1) I I e on n, a ee w 

this evalua 

***** 

RE 
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Roll 21 

2. I S I I 
case #8613, 

3. Carnell, John; OAC i llyfis, In 
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identifies the crew as: st er ee 
Boyd, Navigator eorge nand 

ostess ne ebster. 

4. ondon, Edward 
I E IFIE FL 11969. 
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lots I 1 

1 

a a est veritas et praevalet 
dra8, 41 

In not a case serv 
roject data base y 

ci nts, because a 
encounter with r landed . ects, as on 

ess and lacks suppor g evidence, and 
i estigation was on perfunctory. 
es the sighting unusual is ow was an 

by lue ook, and thus it es the ex eme 
means used by the its efforts to 
e ate those cidents 

e, even to the extent of sac 
officers if necessary. It is a 0 a neat examp 

ow the label "psychologic I" was used. 

e occurrence 
at a e 

s. 
cat 

considered 
is boo 
owever ect 

place on 
t. 

e 

ovember 23, 1957, 
y was e 
1977: 25) 

gu 





/ 

reac ed a 
udde 

wee 
g on e 

e 't es 



e 

t 



ur us enoug, e names 
a utant are not ment ned. 
report is e d c t 
transcr ed above, I 
p eparing er ( 

er stating at e 
summ rlzes 
exp anat ns, 

ects were 
to be 

added by 

e 

e 
ot 
peated ere m 
lue ook's ead: 

motiv 
s c 

o 

I 7 

e 
ext sec n 

si ting, p artia 
e comments 

s 

enyon), w 0, 

exce ent, 
nventional 

a e 
wo paragrap s 

e 

ble 
s t 



e 
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e need r a review and ana sis om e 
psyc 0 gical point view was agreed upon, and 
t e c OIC e lion I a member 

e epartment syc ology at io ta te 
niversity. rom reading e ·les it s evident 

t at r. itts ad collaborated wi e 
in e past, aVlng pe rmed 2 2 psyc 
analyses si tings, as we 1 
prepared a special repo t on e su ect r 

o ce. 

ut r. itts was not now so rea to collaborate, 
per aps because, aving previ sly wor ed wi 
t e r orce, e knew it would place im a 
de ·cate situation, and he ski avoided getting 
Invo ed r many weeks a rst 
contact In ebruary, 1958 to eport date r 
3, 195 ,as cumented by ag s messages 
·n t e lue ook ·les. ut y apt. re ry 
sent im the ·le (essential e 12 .. page report 

iscussed above) by special messenger, an 
itts reluctant wrote a report w ic starts wi 
. sclaimer: n t e bas t evi e ce 
I er 1 can on 

t e nature t ever eless, 
presents three co ·ectures, as guidance r e 
co ection additional evidence. 

oax. yen an 
ecommen 
persona 



e 



ut e was wrong, as e 
ypnosIs as a more cre . le 

e 
In 
mat 

r is decision' 
ompleteness, as some 

s 
r 

a 

s 
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I 

st nces e ature 

o 
au ences 
base some 
circumstances 
s gle witness 

(a) 11, 
eorge 

g saw a ect 
om a swampy area par g at 

er spect n revealed an area 
e lag comp ete dev i 

e 
1. e, a 

normally cove e water, and w ter was be 
ident ed as a "nest n

• dent is a 
compl ated, Invo Ing gov mental 
. tervent d inte e 
w t va dat 
"nests" und at later d 



/ 

retreat. e sat er, and av g a 
better view, ur 0 er Slm ar med 

r brus ed sta less steel an a 
n e served r 15 .. 20 minutes, and 

en 0 ects went t up seconds and 
st ped at at, w ey ceased 
rotat g and to a pe e. er 

ov r ng two more mi utes, sud en 
ascended, sappearlng into e w c ud cover 

yne ~e 1975). 

(c) 5 1 
our conscr 
om a sort ristmas 
eir quarters' e eat 

claimed to ave si ted 
posit ned on e ground. e 

om elr but became a 
resumed e tr 

e 
e time 

Spanis 
e 

rmat on abo 
t 

my, return g 
a d due bac at 

January 1st, 
a u li ts 

descended 
rompt 

bundant, as at 
a d by ma 

a ester, 197 
o ce to 

1993) were a ester 
received by r ect ril 1993, and 
are ra er bu t con tain e 
depositions e ur witnesses w lC are rat er 
slm ar. 

very 
t . 

it was 
'day, e u 

1 substantiated by pa 
. . t' I st articular during 



l ts s 

was seen e er as e r 
o ers were a 

one e cidents could . . 
ong as IS e erlence p a 

is not ue, and t is 
e conscr ts vo ed 
ave ow abou 
ad been widely publ ized a 
In e witness at most 

re 
le 

ewan cas , 
w mon s 

uenced 
ers, waiter, was a n e 

p enomenon (oc. iales, 1993). 

***** 

1. a ester Juan; I: 
J , laza y Janes, 

enitez, J. J.; s 
ciales el 0 01, I za y 
Janes, 1977, p. 

3. J lcr m, 0 



e 
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1 

Comment is 

S own by e list re rences IS case not 
on received . ial attent n but was also 
extens e discussed by bot ser us u gists 

a ,1964; ey oe, 1973; ood, 1987) and e 
uncompromIsIng debun ers enzel, 1963). 

I 

ebruary 24 1959, a sc e le 
t om ewar to etroit 

enn y anIa. 
and st 



I ect 
e ma interest of t is case IS 

documented, us allowing 
at it is very well 

e analyst to draw 
conclusions at odds with e publis ed ial 
position. 

e case made eadlines and t rew e r orce 
into a enzy, wit an escalation of explanations 
w IC included e suggestion at ose w 0 

report ing saucers .... including apt. ian and 
is passengers.... usual had one too many. e 

re eling missio explanation, containing some 
attractive atures, was 'nally adopted; it was 
accepted by e press and e case passed in 
oblivion. owever, a scient and more deta' ed 
re-examination t e 'les . sows at e r 

orce was more eager to produce an explanat n, 
any explanation, t an In nding out what real 

appened. 

UNDI U 

e lights reported by apt. llian on ebruary 
24, 1959 were explained by lue 00 as 
very simple cause: a re e ng mISSIon. we 

now er years stu gees at 
orce ad a knack for pic out om a the 

tentative explanations e one at was pract a 
impossible. is leads me w g quest n: 
postulating at a mission was on at ni t, 

e data provided by t. an and e 0 

p' ots support at ypo esis? 

scusslng e pros and cons r 
e 'ng mission, we start wi 

rmation w IC so rave n t be 
ve by as inv st'g tor 

zel enz 1, 1963 . 

e rst one is e statement by t. 
e It it e t c 

above ) . 
rmation mISSIons are 

7 000 It IS t en easy to ma e a 

e rea 
two ieces 

'sputed, 
at 

a at 

wn 
e 



ude 

assume WI 
ypotenuse 
stance 

e IS 

e tangent to 

e en cons uct 

e 
degrees 

30 
20 
15 
10 

5 

SIn 

o. 
O. 
0.259 
0.174 
0.087 

rI 
ts 

angle 
e 

e 

error 
triangle in 

e ound 
e 

orlzon. 

w g tie: 

5.6 
8.2 
10.8 
16.1 
32.1 

8.5 
12 5 
16.4 
24.5 
48.8 

e can 

to 
ed 

e 

e value = 15 degrees was ded because et 

mentioned sometimes In terature, as 
example in a a , 196 can 

rou attempt at a s ar ana 
values are added r compar 

ttl an error g 
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m ra ans; let' e 
statement made 

te 

e ameter a 
and e arm s leng is ambiguous 
to mean 30 c es, e quarter subt 

n an e m ad. i.e, abo 
ameter t e moon, w ic 

If we use ose two values 
ameter at e m 

correspon e reported 30 
ees, 

lar size 

ese ameters seem a 
been planes, w' a c nste a 
at a stance 5.6 nm 

ave been imme ate. e S 
bad at estimat g angular sizes, 

Ing e at t 
rc s, but 

bserve a re ng mISS n n 

eter 

316 
987 

ey 

n was 
e was 
p t 





because e witness s are un 
now rs and, as I was ac 

ssor many yea saw en 
n ersity igan; and 

e more portant, e e e ence w 
smissed cident w em 

If r. enzel 
e least at 
ets s al t. scuss 

starts enzel, 1963' 5 

e 
would 
le e a 

n as a 
cerned wi 

at 

I 
I 

t I 
I 

Cl 

s 

nt a 
get e 

an case 

t I 
t 



eet 

e above discuss n has Sown t at t e incident 
desc bed by apt. illian was a ost certa ot 

re eling miss n, althoug it IS easy to 
understand t e resistible peal at suc a 
solu on ad r e r orce ana sts, in e 
Ignorance e poss' le met ods r testing its 
viab ty. It is also a beaut 1 example e 
unde anded te niques used by e rce 

t reliable witnesses. 

e cial explana 
e pr er class 

ave been" 

***** 

) I 
( 011 35) 

(1) emo prepared by t. 
dated ebrua 24, 1959 wi r 

t 139 and transmitted to 
orce by I I I 

e untenable, and 
cident s ould 

ocuments 



rov des 
a g 

17,000 

ts s 

d t re 
97' 

(3) 
y 

14 an sIgne 
or istra 

one conve sa 
made 

t was 
, or 29 mra 

between 
an, about six mon 

( 

IS a 

IS ument rep 
rece ed at 08'20 on arc , 

at at 20·40 r 24 ebruar 
.. 47's e 772nd 

r g mISS n near 
by ewer erators 

(5) etter to 
and sIgne 

ublic In 

a 
ce 

e Cl 

t 

a s a 

one ca 
con 

5 

's 

we e on 
as reporte 



/ 

) cial re rences 

ce ti 

( s, 
, 1980, pp.l07 115. 

. , r; 
g , 1964, p. 

(1 aId . . , I 
, 1973, p. 197. 

(11). d, 
Sidgw 

(1 enzel, onaId . and 
WORLD OF F YING S 

., 1963, pp_ 52 .. 56. 

(13). 

IS report 
es 

t 

r roduced 

** 

, 
, 1987, p. 277. 

e aged 
enzel an e 
p the 

are 

e • 24, 1969 
ilots. 

e e 
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a, erre a 
"Gir. 

case 
r ect es, 

occurred nea 
a 



10 
nautical mU 

I 



s d not 
because e 
posit 

°Z t 

as e 
au or presented 
and became very p 

I 

orce e ecte 
e cases a 
ular as a p 0 

e panl orce tried agaIn, and on r 14, 
1992 decided to declass its les ( 

992) and sta ted to release e case recor s, on 
ne at a.. e basis, to a en respected researc e , 

a ad pub s ed sever bo s on 
u gy. or con den tially passed e 

idual is associates and collaborators 
r evaluation, and it was in at s ion I became 

lnv ed in e pr ect. n rtunately, most 
o er partic' an ts were detractors e 
p enomenon, debunkers w 0 over e years 
in uenced e princ al researc er more and more, 
until e point was reac ed at w le all e 

panlS cases were assessed negat ely and trivial 
causes attributed to em based not on scienti 'c 
argument but on gut elings. or example, in e 

lencia case e principal in tigator based h' 
evaluation on moral co victio 8 .. 

e case involves two Ir orce 0 cers, and it is 
one of e better,' not e best, incidents reported 
in pain in modern times. t 

eptember 26, 1973, a r 
orce was on radial 127 0 ap 

ai ort alenci w n e 
noticed a strong anomalous 19 

lane. 

in t 



~on, 

( . 
ovem e 

, vestigating 
'nte esti g 
sanitation p 

t i 

e 

a 

d, a 
ived 

t er 



th except' on of 
aye been a ded 
e lue 00 

remarks were 

w 
a 
nqu e 
eased to 

negat 
e itez In 

remaInIng ument s 
cant, not on because it 

e witnesses, but becau 
Imme ately a er e cide . 
ess In rmation an e later 

e cer invest· ating 
contra tions are apparen . 

at t is ument was not 
pac age released to enitez. 

w ng 
documents 
se u 
but since it co ta 
eluci ate 

ult it 

t ep' datio decided 
( ea urAn, 1973) w 

t 

mos 
e name 

was prepare 
contaIns mu 

rt g ne a 
case, but 



1 / 

I ht 
also 

eet 
at the same altitud 

movi toward us. 
an 

both 
coinci e in our reciation of t e 
circumstanc an to distance om it in 
altitu we deci e initiate the descen 
even we a not yet reached the require 

istance of 35 ut we observe that the 
I ht escen ed as we di wit out 

roachi u maintaini lateral 
s aration and the same hea as ours. 
estimated the istance s aration to be 
about 4 autical mile 

immediate establishe contact wit 
lencia round ntrol an what we 

ne 

eir radar 
a hos like bl 

erato state 
ic sud enly 
we observe the coas w 

about 
t e west at 

to re dis 
om our vie ve 

in the wes 
Manis tember 2 

e I t 
h ee 
until it 

lose to t e 

19 
n ea "ran 

tu of the dossier indicates that t e witnesses 
were not separately interrogated, but in t eir 
depositions they bot agree to t e llowing cts: 

(1) e report re rs to a um~n s 
IS evident at t e perception was 
WI out structura details. 
p ts stated t at due 
not perceIve a s ape. w 

e statement IS important 

(2) 
I 't d , 
o ,00 

vertical 
p t' 

wet ey att mpte 
separation, but maintain' g 

c ange 
o 

g 

cr ase e 
lateral 



towa 
ou 

e c a 
served 

r 

we 

1 

In ) was 
c een at t e 

(5) e p' ots said at e no perceIve an 
e relativ nOIses, not unusual con side . g 

isolation cabin. 

( e plane was a I 11 
and was ying at 300 knots 

e incident started 
was at a distance 40 om 
radial 1270 proac Ing 
in rmatio It is po I t 
point on e m 

(7) inal Wl r enc 
conditions prevalent at 
stated at it was a 
VIS ility, and e stars were re 

(see ote 1) 
e f 20,0 

e plane 

too glC 
e witnesse 

g 
. le. 

e 



east 
1973, at 

6 

z 
titude i 
gular si 

as 
I tn 

longatio 

appea on 

t 

es 

urn 

y los ho iz 
enoug to be visible. nde 
c ear that many would e 

s t e pr'rnary a d only 
et's et r t 
ypot eSIS 
ese 

t 

. 1 
988 

6. 3 0 
7 a I ) 
.69196 

3 



°lot 

Indeed, nus must av been 
previous days and was probab 

o s r w at i 
e vestigato on 
tinguis betw n 

ut on e nl 
a I po nt n ar 
0.275 minutes 

an angular size 
bri tness ei e aVlng 

s 

r a year, I can add at ver e VIS 
near e orizon is cted by aze or e presenc 

low altitude c uds, a common occurrence at 
places near e sea. 

a ,we 
no matter 
posit 

ave a 
ident at n, 
experienced. 

even 

was a clea 
t nus 

ground 
p 

cuments also 

starry nI t, an 
as, s Inv an 
xed stars woul 
an me ate 

were not very 

o er statements 
stance 

ove. In e 
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I 

e witnesses a so reported changes in c hi 
Spanish debunker attempts to expla' as an 
ct of tmospheric scattering, stating t t wh 

n astronomical 0 . ect gets ose to e orizon its 
color normally ch nges oward e red ment'a 
1993), is gent eman, wh also e d' ector 
t e amplona lanetarium, neglects to mention 
t at suc changes are slow, as r t e setting sun, 
wile in our case the whole event occurred an 
interval of 3 or 4 minutes. owever, recalling at 

amplona is the city w er e bulls run loose on 
t e streets du ing an errnin stivities, pe aps 
t e explanation r this extraordinary statement is 
t at me tia's sense of time as been cted by 
the event that typi 'es is town, n any case, 
attempts to relate atmosp eric dispersion Wl e 
co r c anges described in t e original report lac 
scient' 'c basis. 

he documents contained 
unequivocal state t at t e 
distance to the unknown to be 

his distance was acceptable 
o cer, SInce e mentions it w 
possibility t e presence 
area. 

t . s too b t we don know 
arrived at at number, but 

tal blow to e enUSIan 
c 't' cs we awar Irc 

ey w ' te s I' 
993): 

v 

e cial es 
ts estimated t e 
e order 4 

t e investigating 
considering e 
airliner e 

e w nesses 
rmation is a 
eSIs, 

e 

t 

e 



us, 
subten 
0.275 

IS no 
was 
t 
abo 
as w 

an 
minutes! 

·sta ee on e 

t t 1 

ave seen, on 
e on 

a er ey were eerta 

1 

, assum 
s a 93 

g 
wee lanet 
part ular nl t 

rc seco ds, 
ated e . . 

erIence WI 
g at nus. 

s a ·stance 4 reason 
circumstances? e initial altitude 
was 20,000 and at at t 

orizon can be ca ulate 
er descending to 7,000 it becomes 89 

bo stances e pi ts ad lain vie 
. e, very I ely dotted wi city 

an a, uller W le e d em to ssess 
stances. IS an c ptable alu . 

agaIn we 
deser 

" 



ec 



occas na g 
better test g 

er, a corn 
compete c 

because he was 
posed on ven 

an outside 
portun 

at wo 
nUSlan 0 eSlS, quest s 

ator could not s 
g po ts. 

(a) e p ts were 
separate e ace ted p cedure 

cover con but also 
reco ec cts 

u aneous v 
was not . 

SI 

t e 
e e 

w 

a se us 
e t s 

terrogate 
not on 

e way t test 

detec n 



e 
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On Pilots and UFOs 11 

questionnaire was very carefully worded, as its 
purpose was to obtain statements from the Colonel 
favoring the Venusian hypothesis, and a copy of 
the same map that appears here was attached, 
although with minor modifications. The 
questionnaire is rather lengthy and it will serve no 
point to translate it in toto as the first ques 
already sets the tone and reveals the intentions of 
the author: 

Q) While observing the light, did 
you see on the horizon any other 
bright point? 
A) It was a clear nig'ht, with good 
visibility. (The light), wqs not 
comparable with the light of the 
stars (bluish, bright and distant) nor 
like a ground focus of light (yellow­
whitish, distant). During the whole 
observation the impression was like 
the lights of a nearby aircraft with 
the landing lights on. 

Ballester's idea was good: if an anomalous object 
was near Venus' position, both would have been 
observed at the same time, and the proper answer 
should be yes. But this is not quite correct, because 
as shown on the map, the unknown would ave 
been prom ent in the foreground and Venus, at 

orizon, could not have competed bri tness 
wi it. ut it is noteworthy ow s illfully 

olonel avoided e trap without c anglng 
narrat e. In et, at e end e cument, 

olonel categor a states: 

e 
e 

t 
e 

sse 

Cl 

I 

ti e 
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he other answers to the questionnaire add on a 
couple of details: t at the 0 'ect was perceived 
at between 10 and 11 'clock with respect to e 
plane; and (i' t at om position on the map t e 
o ect departed very rapid (in tens seconds) 
toward the land, disappearing In t e same 
direction. 

gaIn, even if t e arguments 0 red in t e text 
were not su cient, the replies In t e 
questionnaire only verify .... and this time om t e 
perspective of the witnesses .... that whatever the 
object was, it could not have been enus. 

allester's obsession with the Venusian 
e lanation never ceases to amaze me, as in t e 
past I considered him a serious resear-cher ready to 
accept a fact contrary to his personal 1nlons. 0 

nger, as in the cover letter circulated wit t e 
copy of the questionnaire, he concludes (emp asis 
added) : 

(e lies i t e 
e nfi that th 
w ea se by 

t 

i est 

esti i 
servati 

t s c 
eel 

se cl se 

ve t e 
.. 
IS t e 

t e 

oral cert'tud has nothi g to d with science, and 
t e s a em en clearly indicates t at allester 

lmos, rmer u log'st t rned debunker, nev r 
bot ered to read and understa t e arguments 
t t demonstra t 1 it of w a he 

a' ta' . It . 

ne c s 0 spea v 
edgp jeop:1rdizes is pet t les. 

e 
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(I) e pilots were 
e planet 

elu e and e 
stimulus was 

allester et al. 
nus, as claimed by 

(11) e pilots el e s. It was a 
r at n by e witnesses, who needed some 

cuse to cover a real 0 imaginary transgression, 
as starting d c t w' out 

1 I) It was a real but u ide 

n spite of d 
e enUSlan 

unt nable. ot on 
s nee of 4 remaIns a c a 

p pared t dmit at 
I mpete t, 0 

I t impli d y smissin 
tance as irrelevant_ 

b gs us to t e eco d n 
at, r w atever 
IC In VIew 

r 
but 
ble 

debun ers 
n proven to b 
ot et, but 

s on 
were grossly 

'tic 



e t 



ts s 11 

as ecu e as we n 9 t ave yet 
umented eVl nee. 

e p ts saw was a test 
ental a aneed plane wi g 

ts on, not only to warn 0 er e 
ity its presence but also prevent a clea 

ew by poss e sn g witnesses. 

ate e cident (197 is not compa 
pr ecte deve ment ste 

and al ou e ost age 
e encounter eou be at 

e Span radar e 
more e ave resul d ma 

e setup e er an p ne 

eorlze at w a p ne wa 
w g: e er an plane er by design 0 

accident, proac ed e , para ele 
eading, and bro e e engagement 

ing v sual mat. I 
super r speed move away very r 
bri t lan g l' ts prevented e p 

om descr ing deta sec 

d rence e ial est a s we 
is reluctance to leave a pap 

t en understandab e. 
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a ester, 1995). 

and co 
e best 

cases e Span 
ose made pub 

convent nal explanat 

so t IS V e 
witness e 

ea uran, was 
e, and is spec 
ester's quest nna 

e powers at be. 

ere was no er 
IS SIg ting, nor IS 
nus, e planet 

on e case but 
yne used to say 
pr riate en ng: 

n. 

mIna 
e were care 

debun ers as 
sense, as 
at a e 

.... or at least 
a suit 

n 
e pr er 

answers to 
y evaluated 

sta t world e 
le pIn 
IS po t, 

, som Ing r 
comes to my mind as an 

***** 
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en 
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ows 

ess, 
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ts 
ect 

ts 1 1 

p ate present 

s 
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ti ed 

ou 
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e t 



b 
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IS tt nown CId 
eutenant good reputat 
e desert just be re sun 

n dept ves ga n, e. 
terested in de sing a pote 
vo ing on its 

episode was genuine or 
agInation 1 no 

In rmation. 

IS rat er vo ed 
e crews several commerc 

remar able deve ment is t 
on e reputation 
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Venus. rIS g ,more an twenty years later, 
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he U I Pr ect was started in 198 by r. J. 
Alien ynek and the author with the specific 
purpose of proving in a manner acceptable to the 
scientific establishment that the F nomenon 
is not only real, but deserving of serious 
consideration. 

Starting with a precise definition of the F 
phenomenon (as stated by r. ynek in E F 
E PE IEN E and elsewhere) I we proceeded to 
systematically collect a representative sample of 
the items to be studied, i.e., high-quality F 
cases. he information was then entered in a 
database specifically designed for this application, 
with full access to any of the 250 + fields included 
in its format; thus, this is not a mere catalog or 
listing of cases with coded sequential entries like 

F and many others existing in the past. 

riteria for the selection 0 
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communicate it to others. Eventually, the witness 
and the investigator get together, and the la er 
obtains information from the former, which is 
conveyed by the report. If the investigator is wo h 
his salt, he also would consider other external 
elements, like the state of the weather, or the 
possibility of conventional explanations. 

s conceived and implemented in I the 
evaluation process is based on at least six 
elements. he first element to be considered is the 
witness, as he was prior to the incident: education, 
occupation, age, among other things that could 
have a bearing on his telling, the truth, as for 
example, what he has to gain or lose by lying. e 
is then graded , B or , on what some people 
would consider to be a simplistic scale. Perhaps 
so, but in the great m ority of the cases, to 
attempt a finer division is illusory as the 
information simply is not there. 

he second item addresses the investiga .. 
tor/investigation, an aspect that has been grossly 
neglected in the past and is seriously deficient in 
the routine field investigations pe ormed by 
untrained persons. Some a empts have been made 
to use the time spent by the investigator with the 
witness as a gauge of the quality of the 
investigation clearly an incorre approach as i 
negle t many importa f h a th 
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The Blue Book Project of the US Air Force 
collected information about UFOs from 1947 to 
1969. During those years a total of about 13,000 
incidents were reported and evaluated by Project 
Blue Book. The official position was, and still is, 
that the UFO phenomenon does not exist. In spite 
of efforts to reduce the number of unknowns, the 
files contain a large number of cases which remain 
unexplained. The Project Blue Book evaluations of 
these cases are in many cases contrived and often 
unrelated to the data contained in the dossiers. 

Most of the cases analyzed in this book refer to 
interactions of pilots and unidentified flying objects 
and all but one are taken from the Blue Book 
Project microfilm files. Some of the incidents have 
never been published, and the colle:tion provides a 
good sample of how the UFO phenomenon was 
handled by the United States Air Force. 

The official files of the Spanish Air Force are the 
source for the additional incident, which illustrates 
that the USAF is not alone in its futile attempts to 
dismiss the UFO phenomenon as irrelevant. 

About the author: Or. Smith earned his Ph. D. from 
the University of Michigan, and after many years 
dedicated to teaching physics at universities in the 
United States and Europe, he now devotes most of 
his time to the study of the U 0 phenomenon, 
whose reality he considers indisputable. 
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