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Security Information
_SCYENTIFIC ADVISORY PANEL'ON
UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS
Released in MORI Y, = 17 Jamary 1953

1., Seventy-five case historles of mightings 1951 ~ 1952 (melected by
. ATIC es those bost documented).

2, ATIC Status and Progress Roports of Frojoct GRIKGE and Froject
BLUE BOOE (code mames for ATIC study of subjoot).

3. Progross Reperts of Projost STRK (cods peme for Battelle Mamorial
Tnstituto contract werk supporting ATXC)e .

4. Sumary Hepart of Sightings at Hollepan Adr Farce Base, New Maxico,

5, Roport of USAF Research Center, Camtwridge, Masa., Investigation of -
#Greon Fircball® Phenomoma (Projoct THINKLE). .

6, Outline of Investization of UcFs0.%8 Proposed by Kirtland Alr Farco
Base (Projoct FOUNCE).

7. Motion Ploturc Films of sightings ot Tremonton, Uteh, 2 July 1952
and (roat Falla, Montana, August 1950,

8, Swummery Raport of 89 selooted cases of pightingas of various
categorics (Formations, Blinldng Idghts, Hovering, eto.).

9, Draft of mamals "“How to Meke a FLYORRFI®, yrepared at ATIC.

10, Chart Showing Flot of Geographls Location of Unaxplained Sightings
in the United States during 1952

11, Chart Showing Balloon leunching Sites in the United States.

12, Charts Showing Selectod Actusl Ballaon Flight Faths and Relation
to Roparted Sightings.

13, Charts Showing Frequemoy of Reports of Sightings, 1948 = 1952,
14. Chartn Showing Categeries of Explanations of Sightinge.
Kodachrome Trapsparencies of Polyothylene Film Balloons in Eright
Sunlight Showing High Reflectivity.
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16, Motion ploture of semgulls in tright aunlight showing high reflactivity.
17, Intelligenoe Reports Rolating to UsS.S.R. Interest in U, S. Sightinga,

18, Samples of Officinl USAP Forze and Copien of Pertinent
Afr Force, Army and Navy Orders Relating %o Subject.

19, Saemple Polysthylane "Pillou® Balloon (54 inches square).

20. "“Variations in Radar Coverage?, JANP 101 (Marmal 11lustrating wmsual
operating charastoristics of Servico radar),.

21. Misgellaneons official letters and forelpgn intelligents reporis
dealing with subjeot.

2, Oqﬂ.la of popular published works dealing with subject (articles
1n periodicals, newspaper clippings and books) .

Released in MORI

SECRE
Seonri! Inf%rmﬂcn .
Approved For ReleasetzyOMI? 107 : CIA-RDP81R00560R000100030028-9

| 1 e

<\

BEPCRT OF /TIE ogcmﬁm'zc ez JAN 171953
USIDENTIFIED FLYIHG OBJECTS

Released in MORI

1. TFursuent to the roguest of the Assistent Director for Scientific
Intelligenee, the underpigued Panel of Sclentific Consultants has met to
avaluate 2ny peesitle threat to nationzl security posed by Unidentified
Fiylog Ovjecte {"Piying Saucers”), and to make reconmepdelices thezecn.
The Panel hes xecelved the evidevce ns presented by cognizent indelii-
gozce egsneies, priverily the Alr Teehrieal Fntelligence Center, and hss
mevieved a selewtlon of the best doeursmuted incidents.

2, Az s result of ils considerelions, the Panel coneludes:

a., That the cvidencs pressnted on Yhidentified Flying

Cbjects ehovs 2o indication {hat thess phencmern cougtitute

a2 dlrect physicsl threat 4o national pesuvdty.

e flrmly believe that there is no residuum of cases which indicates
phenorens valek are sttributable to foreign ertifacta capeble of hostile
reis, aud that thera is no evidence that tie phencmena indieste a need
» the revision of current selentific ecncepis.
3. e Penel further ceacluded:
2. Thet the continved emphmsis on the xepertiag of

%hese phencnera does, In thege parlous times, result in e

threat to the orderly functicaing of the protuctive organs

of the body politte.

He eite 88 examples the clogging of chanuels of commmicsticn by iwsslevont
reports, the denger of being led by ceantinued false alarms to ignore real
SECRET
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indications of hostile sction, and the cultivation of a morbid national
psychology in wvhich gkillful hostile propagands could induce bysterieal
behavior and harmful d.ts‘br:zst of duly constituted authority.

k. In oxder most effectively to strengthen the mti.@ facilities
for the timely recognition and the eppropriate bandling of true indications
of hostile sction, and to minimize the concanitant dangers alluded to
aboye, the Peanel recommends:

2. That the nationel security agencies take immediate steps
to atrip the Unidentified Flying Objects of the spec:l.al status they
havebeengivenmdthemofwsterytheyhavemformtely
sequired;

b. That the natiomal security agenciesg institute poliecies
on iIntelligence, training, and public education designed to prepare
the material defenses snd the morale of the countyy o recognize
most prouptly and Lo react most effectively to true maica.tj;uns
of hostile intent or action. ’

We suggest thet these alms may be achieved by an integrated program
designed to reassure the public of the total lack of evidence of inimical
forces behind the phencmena, to train perscmmel to recognize and reject
false indicationg quickly end effectively, and to strengthen regulsr

wr

1, De A2

3]
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_Date " B. Mistdentifieations of conventioral cbjects:
XL Afrerstt, misstles, searchlight reflections, etc. (man-made, -
controlled) ’g“
IR K i 2. Balloons, kites, ete. (man-made, nnct_:_zxtrolle&
2 Tremmitted hereuith for yoour informetion sad eppropeists R ¥:3. Birds, bugs, etc. (animal)

. . b e mar ottt » 4. Dust, seeds (e.g. dandelon), paper, ete. (forsign matter)
en 4 Docethwr (TAC-5A8, rarageash 3 8) an thds subjosh, Atached i
%o the repert are & 1458 of persemel rerticipeting ud.Cl-v C. Natural Phenomena:
of evidence ;resented. . .
. %L Light gtereations, reflections, refractions, ete.
2, 1% is prepesed o treamlh ceples of this reperd €0 the . .
m.: I;g-;ﬂn ha--;cm:wn:::b X, 2. Anomalous radar propagation.
helr Inforeation and astien 25 they wxy fesl nescsgery. ‘ . 8, Ionieation, static electricity, ball Ughting, etc
. ’ i _ ;
e I P st et “u .4 Plasss, metsors and oter atronomical bdes,

5. Others.
@8 3ot ooveur in the astiem and etmelneions contatwsd I pare~ i . D, Unconventional man-made devices:

) \e L US

x?,i 2. USSR and other foreign

.o m ‘ . E. Exiraterrestrial origin

1, Animal

3 e 2. Machine,
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ORD 4763-66
29 October 1966

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

SUBJECT: Meeting with Drs. Price, Sander, Savely, and
Finch of AFOSR on 28 October 1966

1l, Dr. Johnston-and I met with representatives of
AFOSR at their request. At a previous meeting with Drs.
Savely and Finch, Dr. Savely asked if we would brief their
boss, Dr. Price, about our use of AFOSR as a channel for
Agency grants and contracts. Apparently AFOSR is somewhat
nervous about the university problem. Dr. Price was coop-
erative and quite willing to continue and augment this
cooperative program as soon as he understood how the system
worked. I noted, however, that internal Air Force regulations
require that projects in the behavioral and social sciences
not involved in psychophysiology require approval at the
legislative counsel level, and they anticipate problems with
a Col. Hessberg. It turns out that Col. Hessberg works for
Gen. Giller, so I told Dr. Price I would call Gen. Giller
and see if he could smooth the path.

2. Dr. Price asked whether ‘the Robinson report on
UFO's could be declassified and released. Apparently the
Agency and Air Force wrote the report in 1963 and the Agency
has refused to declassify it, probably because it wishes to
protect its sources. Dr. Price feels that with sanitation
this report would appreciably assist them in their current 25
difficulties over UFO's. I told him I would mention this
to Gen. Giller. He should certainly be able to broker this
with the Agency.

USAF review(s)
completed.

of
Research and Development

Distribution:
Original - Record; 1 - C/MBSD thru D/ORD; 1 - DD Chrono;
1 - 'ORD Chrono
ORD/DD/S&T4 [(28 October 1966)
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THE JOHNB HOFKINS UNIVERSITY /
OPERATIONS RESEARCH OFFICE
7100 BEN’ ECTICUT AVENUE
CHEVY CHABE, MARYLAND
WABHINGTON 1S, D. C.
OPERATING UNDER CONTYRACT TELEFHONE
WITH THE OLwveER 4-4200

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY k December 1957

25X1A

Deputy Ass:.sta.n! !irector

Central Intelligence Agency
Washington 25, D. C.

25X1A

In answer to your letter of 19 Nov I fully agree that the
report of the Panel on UFO!'s should be declassified, and have
no objection to my name being released as a signatory. In fact,
I feel that members of the Panel should all be willing to have
their names used to back the Panelfs conclusions.

As to paragraphs 3 and 4b, that Drs Robertson and Goudsmit
wish to withhold, I have no strong opinion. It seems to me
that paragraph 4 less subparagraph 4b should be released, and
that release of a paraphrase of the second half of paragraph 3
(after 3a) might be desirable.

25X9

The enclosed exchange of letters may be of interest to
you and for the Air Force. (My interest in calming the UFQ
jitters has not abated.)

Yours sincerely,

THORNTION PAGE
Encl.
Log No. 865192

Copy 1 of 3 Copies
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ceé CI20V 2122772 « UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

J¢7
TO ! AD/sI

DATR:¢ Cetober 1957

FROM ¢ ;
PAN/C/ST g ATINTL

SUBJECT :

-called to tell me that Air Force had approached
him for permission to declassify the conclusions of the "Report

of the Scientific Panel on Unidentified Flying Objects", which

0SI organiszed in January 1953. The request had come to
rom Maj, James F. Byrne of AFCIN-X14 (ext. 74903).
STATINTL T told we would examine the matter and Maj. Byrne should
contact me directly.

ny return.

STATINTL

T will take the necessary acticn on this on
4

1
P, G. S.

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 :-CIA-RDP81R00560R000100080017-6 )
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Government Operations, Senate Permanent
Subcommittee on Investigations

Stait
Acting Chief, Dorald F. (I'Dopnell

<
STATINTL L

itication
Maj. Byrne celled 28 Oct. re the declass
of the Ulj?o report. He is going to send over the
portion the AF wishes to declassify.

Mearie

e TOP_SECRET
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25X1C

21 September 1957

MEMORANDUM FOR:  Aeting Dirocter, Cantrst Infolligeaca
SUBJSECT :  Unidentificd Flying Object Reporiad on 20 Septembsr 1957

1. As reparted by compeaenis of tho US Alr Dafense Command, an unidentified
flying object (UFQ) wes tracked by US radass on o relosively stmight course from the
castern tip of Long island to the vicinity of Buffslo. Tho object was raportedly moving
westward of on oititudo of 50,000 foet and wos0d of 2,000 kis.  "Jomming” wos
reporied by saveral radars in this vicinily and wastwerd as for as Chiccgo.  In a sub=
sequent briofing for roprasantotives of the 1AC, the US Air Ferce o that the
original seporis hod been dograded semawha? by infermatien that:  {a) there was aa
13 minute brock in the wack; (b)Y wosther ecad’tions in the arca wers of the type which
have in tho past preduced falsa roder pips ard cleetronic interforenco; (c) B=47' of
SAC wers In tho arsa neer Chicago oa an ECM tralning flight. The ADC hes not
completed its investigation of this incldant, but in any avant it acw ssems clecr that
the phanemona roported west of Buffale warw not ralated to the UFO,

2. We have no intélligencs on Sovict aetivitles {o.g., leng=ranga air, sub=
marine, or merchant shipoing eposations) which can ba rslated specifically o this
coporied event. Wa baliove it unlikaly that ¢ Soviet aircraft could conduct a misslon
ot this spead and altitude ard cotum to Bloc tervitery. Howewer, wo cradit the USSR
with the eapability to hove a submarine~leunched couise+type mistlle of low

S
porformance and a range of abou? 560 n.m., but wa have ifle avi
of tho existence of such a missile. ’ via no spacitic avi .denee

3. Wo have oxemirsd pasibla Savwio? motlves for launching o one~way vohicle
on an cperation ovor the US, and considse that thers would be little motivation af this
time, excopt possibly a psycholeglcal o retaliatory motive, whick wo believe Is
mamginel. Ona~way reconnaissance opsratiens are Ievgely ruled out by the likelthood
that the vesults would be of small valus, end the rislk of compromisas would be very
great. . . .

25X1C
TOP SECRET

Approved For Release 20 100080017-6
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4, We concluda, themfore, )hat/i'# 15 highly Improbable that @ Soviet opsration
is responsible for the UFO raporis 1}920 September,

5. Considssing the Sacts that the ADC Investigaticn is incompleto, and that
weather phanemona ara increasingly likely explanctions of the originc] roposts, we
gacommand that ac 1AC maating bo called on this subject ot this Hime.

HERBERT SCOVILLE, Jr.

25X1A

Coplos to 1AC Agancios o5 follows: . ;o)

AEC

ONI

FB!

3G

ARMY

AlR FORCE
STATE

ClA

WWWN = )=

NOFORNM TOP SECREY
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making responsibilitles and is Inherent authority to receive
confidential advice.

Q: Fred Smerck from Buffalo Grove, lilinois.

Mr. Carluccl, over a perlod of time, the ClA enjoyed
a vast period of freedom. Then the Hughes-Ryan Amendment was
passed to |imit 1ts power. It states that the President must
approve all CIA movements and eight House and Senate commit-~
tees consisting of 200 people must be Informed shortly before
or after the movement.

Do you think that -- the CIA wants to stop this. Do
you think this will give the ClA too much power and freedom?

DEPUTY DIRECTOR CARLUCCIi: A couple of points of
clariflcation. The Hughes-Ryan Amendment applies only to
those activitlies which are not solely for the purpose of in-
teltigence collectlion. Turned around, those are known as
spacial activities; that is, covert activity, activitlies by
the CIA to try and Influence events In other countries and to
do so clandestinely. Such determinations are only made after
a meeting of the Natlonal Security Council and a presldential
flndlng.

We are required under the Hughes-Ryan Amendment to
brief eight committees of Congress. We are asking not that
we be relleved from the burden of briefing Congress, but that
the elght commlttees be cut down to two committees, which is
the normal overslight process, because, as | Indicated earller,
eight committees learning about a covert actlion Iis almost a
contradiction in terms. It!'s very difficult for it to remain
covert, and | think the Congress Is sympathetlic towards a
change in that.

Q: Mr. Carlucci, my name Is George Braddock, and
1'm from Bridgewater, Massachusetits.

You mentloned that the ClA was established o

prevent another surprise attack on the Unlted States, such

as Pear] Harbor, and that you brlef the Preslident each day

on the happenlngs of the varlous countries in the world. And
{td tike to know why the CIA does not feel it necessary to
brief the Preslident on Its findings In regards to many UFO
slightings. After all, it's possible that they are Invaders
from another galaxy.

DEPUTY DIRECTOR CARLUCCI: Well, the responsibllity
for looking into UFUs rests wlth the Alr Force and not with
the ClA. So | would respectfully refer your question to the
Alr Force.

Approved For Release 2003/04/02 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000100180003-8
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STATES GOVERNMENT

Memomndum

TO : Mr. Duckett DATE: 18 Julyl1967

SUBJECT: 1000 Meeting on UFO - 19 July

Just to confirm that the following plan to attend a meeting with you
tomorrow (Wed at 1000) to discuss the UFO problem:

Jake Goodwin
Karl Weber

25X1A . I (ior Larry Houston,

who will be out of town)

25X1A {for Howard Osborn,
who has schedule conflict)
25X1A would like to sit in
if possible)

I have asked OSI for the 1953 Panel Report and pertinent data, and
they have promised to have it available by meeting time tomorrow.

N
The file is"at the Records Center. Alovr Q Lloede d ;

Approved For Release 2001/07/26 : CIA-RDP71R00140A000100100216-6
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ORD 4763-66
29 October 1966

MEMORANDUY FOR THE RECORD

SUBJECT: Meeting with Drs. Price, Sander, Savely, and
Finch of AFOSR on 28 Qctobexr 1966

1. Dr. Johnston-and I met with representatives of
AFOSR at their request. At a previous meeting with Drs.
Savely and Finch, Dr. Savely asked if we would brief their
boss, Dr. Price, about our use of AFOSR as a channel for
Agency grants ‘and contracts. Apparently AFOSR is somewhat
nervous about the university problem. Dr. Price was coop-
erative and quite willing to continue and augment this
cooperative program as soon as he understood how the system
worked. I noted, however, that internal Air Force regulations
require that projects in the behavioral and soclal sciences
not involved in psychophysiology require approval at the
legislative counsel level, and they anticipate problems with
a Col. Hessberg. It turns out that Col. Hessberg works for
Gen. Giller, so I told Dr. Price I would call Gen. Giller
and see 1f he could smooth the path.

2. Dr. Price asked whether ‘the Robinson report on
UFO's could be declassified and released. Apparently the
Agency and Air Force wrote the report in 1963 and the Agency
has refused to declassify it, probably because it wishes to
protect its sources. Dr, Price feels that with sanitation
this report would appreciably assist them in their current
difficulties over UFO's. I told him I would mention this
to Gen. Giller. He should certainly be able to broker this
with the Agency.

USAF review(s)
completed.

CLOr
of
Research and Development

Distribution:
Original -~ Record; 1 - C/MBSD thru D/ORD; 1 - DD Chrono;
1 -~ '‘ORD Chrono
ORD/DD/S&Td [(28 October 1966)
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THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY
BPERATIONS RESEARCH OFFICE
7100 CDNNEETIEUT AVENUE
CHEVY CHABE, MARYLAND
WABHINGTGN 15, D. C.

OPERATING UNDER CONTRACT TELEPHDNE
WITH THE OLIVER 4-42D0
DEPARTMENT OF THE aRMY 1 December 1957
25X1A

Deputy Ass:.sta.n! Director

Central Intelligence Agency
Washington 25, D. C.

25X1A
=

In answer to your letter of 19 Nov I fully agree that the
report of the Panel on UFO's should be declassified, and have
no objection to my name being released as a signatory. In fact,
I feel that members of the Panel should all be willing to have
their names used to back the Panel's conclusions.

As to paragraphs 3 and 4b, that Drs Robertson and Goudamit
wish to withhold, I have no strong opinion. It seems to me
that paragraph 4 less subparagraph 4b should be released, and
that release of a paraphrase of the second half of paragraph 3
(after 3a) might be desirable.

25X9

The enclosed exchange of letters may be of interest to
you and for the Air Force. (My interest in calming the UFO
Jitters has not abated.)

Youra sincerely,

THORNTON PAGE
Encl.
Log No. 8565192
Copy 1 of 3 Copies
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TO t An/sT DATE®¢ Cetober 1957

FOA/C/STer ATINTL

-called to tell me that Air Force had approached
him for permission to declassify the conclusions of the "Report
STATINTL  or the Scientific Panel on Unidentified Flying Objects", which

0SI organized in Janmary 1953. The request had come to
rom Maj. James F. Byrne of AFCIN-X1A (ext. 74903).
STATINTL T told we would examine the matter and Maj. Byrne should

contact me directly. I will take the necessary action on this on

my return.
£

)
P. G. S.
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Crs: aille e

Government Operations,Senate Permanent
Subcommittee on Investigations

5{4,’[
Acting Chief, Donsld F. (U'Donnell

ke
STATINTL L

Byrn : lassification
Maj. e called 28 Oct. re the dec

of the U%O report. He is going to send over the
portion the AF wishes to declassify.

Marie
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DPD-2170-59

17 August 1959

MEMORANDUM FOR: Director, Photographic Iatelligence Center

la I have been negligest In nrlung' to you, as has long bsen
my intention, to d my {averatle vesctions to the work of your
Deputy,|

2. You are wall aware of the fact that 1 em in almost daily
communication with on 3 numbar 2f guestiens bearing
upon the relstionahip of your olfice to the handling and exploitation of 25X1A
materials and informaties rasulting from & very seasitive project.
3t has been & soarce of satizfsciion te me to be akle (o get the informa-
tion and assistance which I need promptly and which I get aamgh-

ful and pracise His techni

and familiarity with both the poncln and details bearing on these
problsms {s a grast asset,

3.  slay Dalse take this accasion to say that [N 254~
recent missfon may be judged & success by virtes of the 25X1A
duvelopment since that time. I cocamend bis psrformance in that regard.

fef, Special x'qunmnu Seatf
- DPD-DD/P

(-3 DD/1 via Aast to DD/ (P}

C/SRS/DPD-DD/P:JQReber:alw
Okl - Addressee
1 - A/C/DPD-DD/P
2 - C/SRS/DPD-DD/P
.+ Registry/DPD.DD/P
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OTS/CB Memo #75-66
9 June 1975

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD -

SUBJECT: Briefing National Security Agency (NSA) )
.Concerning ths-Parapsycholegy Project at

~ .Stanford Research Institute . . '

o

1. At the vequest of [ ' '| chief of ]

] |branch at NSA, several Tesearch and analysis
6Ificers were briefed on 27 May 1975 concerning the.above

subject. The NSA persomnel included

r

The briering Degan by IevVIieWing

652, Sec) 3(E) and 5(0) ar (L

:

history of 0I5 involvement with parapsychelogy at SRI

since 1972, The major portion of the briefing was spent
on the past one year contract at SRI. Mention of con-

" tinuing operational evaluation of one subject and the’

discontinuance of further R¥D was made.

, 2. The asudience was told the subject matter was sen-
sitive and controversial within CIA. It was my intention
to give them the facts, my opinion and interpretation of
the facts and summary of counter opinions and interpreta-
tions of those same facts, .

3. The briefing continued fer.ébouttl-lfz hours and

.Was seriously received. The bottom line was the usual

“very interesting, important.....but I don't see where

" we ‘have a role to play to effect anything. Please keep

us informed.".

OTS/CB

i 1R, Dato

Approved For Release 2@6&3[0'3[28 GA-RLP?S%QS%WW




~““ITS RELATIVE position was
south-southeast and the moon that
night was in the northeast, so it
couldn’t have been a reflection,” the
governor said.

“I'm absolutely serious,” he told
TATTLER. “It was not a plane, not
a bird and it did not wear a cape,”

got to Ohlo and added they were
driving under a clear sky.

Greenfield Police Sgt. Huglr Oyer
and Patrolman Mike Conklin said
they chased separate UFOs in squad
cars the night after Gov. Gilligan
made his sighting,

At 8 p.m., Conklin was called to a
liouse, where 30 people had gathered
to watch a circular white object
hovering 200 feet overhead.

“IT MADE A dull, humming noise
that increased in, frequency as it
increased its speed,” said the
patrolman., He watched it five
minutes ~ it had been there 10
iminutes before — then followed the
UFO.

“It was a glowing white color with
ared glow on the top,” said Conklin,
I was only about 200 feet away from
it and I would say it was about 100
feet in diameter with no windows
and big enough to have three or four
compartments stacked vertically."”

Conklin told TATTLER that, when
he pursued it, the saucer-like object
began to hover above his car and
stayed with him for each turn in the
road.

“] WAS SCARED half to death,”
he said. “Then I saw it go down
ahead of the road in a ravine, It
could have landed, but 1 don’t know
if it did. I looked through some
binoculars, saw something that
Jooked like an egg and heard the
noise. But I can't be sure it landed,
although it still glowed white.”

Sgt. Oyer, at the same time, was
sighting a UFO of similar
description.

“We couldn’t have been‘looking at
the same thing, because I was

The governor said the light™
disappeared before he and his wife

CIA-RDP81 R00560R0001 00010012-8

HERE ARE TWO of t.ha shots taken by Falkville, Ala. policeman Jeff Greenhaw (below) of
creatures he said were standing in middle of town's highway,

looking to the southeast and Conklin
was looking southwest,” Oyer told
TATTLER.

About 30 people were also around
Oyer, watching the white glow
“quite a distance away."”

“I WASN'T afraid, but some of the
people were standing behind me,
holding on to my back,” Sgt. Oyer
said. I could see the light speed up
and slow down while it was moving,
and then saw it go up and down real
fast.”

Conklin saild he had previously
believed in the possibility of flying
saucers. Oyer said he never did.
They both do now.

“I'm glad there were other people
around when I saw it, becauss [
might think I was.crazy,” Conklin
said, *“You see one like I did and
you'll believe it."”

As it has in more than half the

states in America, the UFQ reports
flooded in.across Ohio.

THE SAME NIGHT the policemen
saw the objects, a woman near
Chillicothe, in southern Ohio, said
three flying objects forced her car
off a road,

In Columbus, Ohic State
Unlversity student Jesse Dunagan,
21, said he and a girlfriend saw a
UFO land near his home the night of
Oct. 14.

Dunagan told TATTLER: “The
bluish-white object made all the
stars in the sky look dim, as it zig-
zagrad across the sky before going
down near a soybean field.”

Dunagan said he waited until the
next merning to investigate. Then he
found an chlong imprint made in
some weeds.

1t measured 42 feet, 7 inches in
lengthand 27 feet, 5 inchesin width,”

Captlvépprﬁve'eﬁmgﬁots in UFO’

OHIO GOV, JOHN GILLIGAN (inset) says he spotted UFO sight-
ings such as these while driving home one night.

he sald. “The weeds wére just
mashed down and broken, but were
notscarched and there were no signs
of a helicopter or farm vehicle.”
Dunagan, an Air National Guard
flight controller, sald the object
moved at about 25 to 35 miles per
hour and was about 500 feet

. overhead when he first saw it.

FAMILIAR WITH conventional
aircraft, Dunagan said he s positive

the object he saw was not a

helicopter or an airplane.

I was fascinated by the sight,' he

said. “I have always been interested
*in such things, but never thought 1
would see one."”

Another Greenfield policeman,
Roger Poole, saw & UFO in late
September. Fearing the harassment
now being inflicted on others who
have revealed UFO sightings, Poole
kept secret about what he saw until
after his fellow patrolmen made
public their sightings.

Poole told TATTLER the object he
saw “‘was white with a red glowing
light on top thdt changed to green
and back to red."™

" A woman in Columbus who made 2
sighting said she is convinced **when
we die, we don’t go to Heaven; we go
to another planet.”

OHIO STATE student Jesse

Dunagan kneels near place he

said he saw UFO land and
take off,
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ATR FORCE REGULATION }
NO. 200-2

A5

091000400735, - ¢,

1-2

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON, § FEBRUARY 1958

INTELLIGENCE
Unidentified Flying Objects (UFO)

SECTION A—-GENERAL Paragraph
Background Information 1
Definitions 2
Objectives 3
Responsibilities 4
Guidance 5
Zone of Interior Collection 6

SECTION B—PUBLIC RELATIONS, INFORMATION,
CONTACTS, AND RELEASES
Maintaining Public Relations 7
Releasing Information 8
Exceptions . 9
Release by Non-Air Force Sources 10
Contacts 11
SECTION C—PREPARING AND SUBMITTING REPORTS

General Information 12
Methods for Transmitting Reports 13
Where to Submit Reports 14
Basic Reporting Data and Format 15
Negative or Inapplicable Data 16
Comments of Preparing Officer 17
Classification 18
Reporting Physical Evidence 19

This regulation establishes the responsibility and procedure for reporting information and
evidence on unidentified flying objects (UFO) and for releasing pertinent information to the

general public.

SECTION A—GENERAL

1. Background Information. The Air Force
investigation and analysis of UFO’s over the
United States are directly related to its responsi-
bility for the defense of the United States.
Prompt reporting and rapid identification are
necessary to carry out the second of the four
phases of air defense—detection, identification,
interception, and destruction; therefore, the Air
Force maintains the Unidentified Flying Object
Program. To implement this program success-
fully requires strict complianee with this regula-
tion by all commanders.

2, Definitions. To insure proper and uni-
form usage in UFQO screenings, investigations,
and reportings, the objects are defined as fol~
lows:

a. Familiar or Known Objects—Aireraft,
birds, balloons, kites, searchlights, and astro-
nomical bodies (meteors, planets, stars).

b. Unknown Aireraft: -

(1) Flying objects determined to be air~

—————

craft. These generally appear as a
result of ADIZ violations and often
prompt the UFO reports submitted by
the general public. They are readily
identifiable as, or known to be, air-
eraft, but their type, purpose, origin,
and destination are unknown. Air
Defense Command is responsible for
reports of ‘“unknown” aireraft and
they should not be reported as UFQ’s
under this regulation.

(2) Aircraft flares, jet exhausts, con-
densation trails, blinking or steady
lights observed at night, lights cir-
cling or near airports and airways,
and other similar phenomena result-
ing from, or indications of aircraft.
These should not be reported under
this regulstion as they do not fall
within the definition of a UFO.

(3) Pilotless aircraft and missiles.

c. Unidentified Flying Objects—Any air-
borne object which, by performance, aerody-

"?ibre ation_supersedes AFR 200-2, 12 Angust 1954.
eclass/Release Instructions On File*
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namic characteristics, or unusual features, does
not conform to known aireraft or missiles, or
which does not correspond to definitions in & and
b above.

_ 3. Objectives. Air Force interest in UFO’s
is three-fold: First, as a possible threat to the
security of the United States and its forces; sec-

.ond, to determine the technical or scientific

characteristics of any such UFQ’s; third, to ex-
plain or identify all UFO sightings as defined in
paragraph 2e. :

a. Air Defense. The great majority of fly-
ing objects reported have been found to be con-
ventional, familiar things of no great threat to
the security of the United States and its pos-
sessions. However, since the possibility cannot
be ignored that UFQ’s reported may be hostile
or new foreign air vehicles of unconventional
design, it is imperative that sightings be reported
rapidly, factually, and as completely as possible.

b. Technical and Scientific. The Air Force
will continue to collect and analyze reports of
UFO sightings until all can be scientifically or
technically explained, bearing in mind that:

(1) To measure scientific advances, the
Air Force must have the latest experi-
mental and developmental informa-
tion on new or unique air vehicles or
wesapons.

(2) The possibility exists that foreign air
vehicles of revolutionary configura-
tion or propulsion may be developed.

(3) There is a need for further scientific
knowledge in such fields as geo-
physics, astronomy, and the upper
atmosphere which the study and
analysis of UFQ’s and similar aerial
phenomena may provide,

(4) The reporting of all pertinent factors
will have a direct bearing on scientific
analyses and conelusions of UFO
sightings.

¢. Reduction of Percentage of UFO “Un-
knowns.” Air Force activities must reduce the
percentage of unknowns to the minimum. Anal-
ysis thus far has provided explanation for all but
s few of the sightings reported. These unex-
plained sightings are carried statistically as
unknowns. If more immediate, detailed objec-
tive data on the unknowns had been available,
probably these too could have been explained.
Due to the human factors involved, and the fact
that analyses of UFO sightings are based pri-
marily on the personal impressions and inter-
pretations of the observers, rather than on
accurate scientific data or facts obtained under
controlled conditions, it is improbable that all of
the unknowns can be eliminated.

2
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4. Responsibilities:

a. Reporting. Commanders of Air Force
bases will report all information and evidence
of UFO sightings, including that received from
other Services, Government agencies, and.civilian
sources. (See section C.)

b. Investigation. The commander of the
Air Force base nearest to the location of the
reported UFO sighting will be responsible for
the-conduct of all investigative action necessary
to submit a complete initial report of a UFO
sighting. Every effort will be made to resolve
the sighting in the initial investigation. A UFO
sighting reported to an Air Force base other than
that closest to the scene of such sighting, imme-
diately will be referred to the commander of the
nearest Air Force base for appropriate action.
(See paragraph 6.)

¢. Analysis. The Air Technical Intelligence
Center (ATIC), will analyze and evaluate:

(1) Information and evidence reported
within the zone of interior after the
investigators of the responsible Air
Force base nearest the sighting have
exhausted their efforts to identify the
TFO.

(2) Information and evidence collected in
oversea areas.

NOTE. Ezxceptions: The ATIC, independ-
ently or in participation with pertinent Air
Foree activities, may conduct any- additional in-
vestigations necessary to further or conclude its
analyses or findings.

d. Public Relations and Information Serv-
ices, The Office of Information Services, Office
of the Secretary of the Air Force, will be re-
sponsible for releasing information on sightings,
and, in coordination with ATIC, for answering
correspondence from the public regarding UFOQ’s.
(See paragraphs 7 and 8.) ’

e. Congressional Inquiries. The Office of
Legislative Liaison will:

(1) In coordinstion with the ATIC
and/or the Office of Information
Services, when necessary, answer all
congressional mail regarding UFO’s
addressed to the Secretary of the Air
Force and the United States Air
Foree.

(2) Forward those inquiries which are
scientific and technical to the ATIC
for information on which to base a
reply. The ATIC will return this
information to the Office of Legisla-

. tive Liaison for reply to the inquiry.

(3) Process requests from congressional
sources in accordance with AFR 11-7,

Approved For Release 2004/03/26 : CIA-RDP81R00560R000100040072-9
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. Cooperation. All Air Foree activities will
cooperate with Air Force UFQ investigators to
insure the economical and prompt success of
investigations and analyses. When feasible, this
cooperation will include furnishing air or ground
transportation and other assistance.

5. Guidanece. The thoroughness and quality
of a report or investigation of UFQ’s are limited
only by the skill and resourcefulness of the per-
son who receives the initial information and/or

‘prepares the report. The usefulness and value of

any report or investigation depend upon the
accuracy and timeliness of its contents. Follow-
ing are aids for screening, evaluating, and report-
ing sightings:

a. Logic, consistency, and coherence of the
observer’s report should be given careful study,
An interview with the observer by personnel
preparing the report is especially valuable in
determining the source’s reliability and the va-
lidity of the information given. Particular atien-
tion should be given to the observer’s age, occu~
pation, and education; whether his occupation
involves observation reporting or technical
knowledge.

b. Theodolite measurements of changes of
azimuth, and elevation and angular size.

¢. Interception, identification, or air search
if appropriate and within the scope of air defense
regulations.

d. When feasible, contact with loeal aircraft
control and warning (ACW) units, ground ob-
server corps {(GOC) posts and filter centers,
pilots and erews of aireraft aloft at the time and
place of sighting. Also contact with any other
persons or organizations that may have factual
data on the UFO or can offer eorroborating evi-
dence—visual, electronic, or other.

e. Consultation with military or eivilian
weather forecasters for data on tracks of weather
balloons released in the area and any unusual
meteorological activity which may have a bear-
ing on the UFO.

. Consultation with navigators and astron-
omers in the area to determine whether any
astronomieal body or phenomenon would aceount
for the sighting.

g. Contact with military and civilian tower
operators, air operations units, and airlines to
determine whether the sighting could have been
an aireraft. Local units of the Civil Aeronautics
Administration (CAA) are often of assistance in
this regard.

h. Contact with persons who may know of
experimental aircraft of unusual configuration,

-9 AFR 200-2
-7

rocket and guided missile firings, or aerial tests
in the area. :

i. Contact’ with photographic units or lab-
oratories. Usually, these installations have sev-
eral cameras available for specialized intelligence
or investigative work. Photography is an in-
valuable tool and, where possible, should be used
in investigating and analyzing UFO sightings.
(See paragraph 19.)

6. Zone of Interior Collection. Both the
Assistant Chief of Stafi Intelligence, Headquar-
ters USAF, and the Air Defense Command have
g direct and immediate interest in the facts per-
taining to UFO’s reporfed within the zone of
interior.

a. All Air Foree activities will conduct UFO
investigations to the extent necessary for their
required reporting action (see paragraphs 15,
16, and 17); however, investigations should not
be earried beyond this point, unless such action
ig directed by Assistant Chief of Staff, Intelli-
gence, Headquarters USAF.

b. After initial reports are submitted, the
ATIC may require additional data, such as nar-
rative statements, sketches, marked maps and
charts, and other required data, which can be
supplied more quickly and economically by the
Air Force activity that made the initial report.
Therefore, ATIC is authorized to contact the
appropriate Air Foree activity.

¢. Direct communication is authorized be-
tween ATIC and other Air Force activities in
matters pertaining to UFO investigations. Spe-
cifically, the ATIC may call upon the 1006th Air
Intelligence Service Squadron (AISS) to assisb
the base commander responsible for further field
investigation if review of the initial report indi-
cates such a requirement. (See paragraph 4b.)

SECTION B—PUBLIC RELATIONS,
INFORMATION, CONTACTS,
AND RELEASES

7. Maintaining Public Relations. The Of-
fice of Information Services is responsible for:

2. In coordination with the ATIC when
necessary, maintaining contact with the public
and the press on all aspects of the UFO program
and its related activities.

b. Releasing information on UFOQ sightings
and results of investigations.

¢. Periodically releasing information on this
subject to the general publie.

d. Processing, answering, and taking action
on correspondence received from the general

3
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publie, pertaining to the public relations, interest,
and informational aspects of the subject. (See
paragraph 9.) This office will forward corre-
spondence and queries which are purely technical
and scientific to ATIC for information on which
to base a reply.

8. Releasing Information. All information
or releases concerning UFQ’s, regardless of origin
or nature, will be released to the public or un-
official persons or organizations by the Office of
Information Services, Office of the Secretary of
the Air Force. This includes replies to corre-
spondence (except congressional inquiries) sub-
mitted direct to ATIC, and other Air Force
activities by private individuals requesting com-
ments or results or analysis and investigations of
sightings.

9. Exceptions. In response to local inquiries
resulting from any UFO reported in the vicinity
of an Air Force base, information regarding a
sighting may be released to the press or the gen-
eral public by the commander of the Air Force
base concerned only if it has been positively
identified as a familiar or known object. Care
should be exercised not to reveal any classified
aspects of the sighting or names of persons mak-
ing reports. (See paragraph 18.) 1If the sighting
is unexplainable or difficult to identify, because
of insufficient information or inconsistencies, the
only statement to be released is the fact that the
sighting is being investigated and information
regarding it will be released at a later date. If
investigative action has been eompleted, the fact
that the results of the investigation will be sub-
mitted to the ATIC for review and analysis may
be released. Further inquiries should be referred
to the local Office of Information Services.

10. Release by Nen-Air Force Sources. If
newsmen, writers, publishers, or private individ-
uals desire to release unofficial information con-
cerning a UFO sighting, every effort will be made
to assure that the statements, theories, opinions,
and allegations of these individuals or groups
will not be associated with or represented as
being official information.

11. Contaets. Private individuals or organi-
zations requesting Air Force interviews, brief-
ings, lectures, or private discussions on UFO’s
will be referred to the Office of Information Serv-
ices, Office of the Secretary of the Air Force. Air
Force personnel, other than those of the Office
of Information Services, will not contact private
individuals on UFO cases nor will they discuss
their operations and funections with unauthorized
persons unless so directed, and then only on a
“need-to-know” basis.

4

SECTION C—PREPARING AND
SUBMITTING REPORTS

12. General Information:

. Paragraphs 2 and 5 will be used as an aid
and guidance to screenings, investigations, and
reportings. The format will be as outlined in
paragraph 15, Activities initially receiving re-
ports of aerial objects and phenomena will
sereen the information to determine if the report
concerns & valid UFO within the definition of
paragraph 2c. Those reports not within that
definition will not be considered for further ac-
tion under the provisions of this regulation.

b. To assist activities and personnel respon-
sible for handling, screening, and. processing
initial, ineoming UFO information, the general
sources and types of reports are given here:

(1) Generally, initial UFO reports are re-
ceived from three sources: ‘

(a) Civilian (airline, private and pro-
fessional pilots, tower operators,
technical personnel, casual observ-
ers, and the public in general), by
correspondence, telephone, or per-
sonal interview;

(b) Military units and personnel (pi-
lots, observers, radar operators,
aircraft control and warning units,
ete.), by telephone, electrical mes-
sage, or personal interview;

(e) Quasi-military units (Ground Ob-
server Corps (GOC) posts, ob-
servers, and filter centers), usually
by telephone.

(2) Generally, UFO reports received from
civilian sources are of two types:

(a) Thosé referring strictly to an ob-
served UFO, containing either de-
tailed or meager information;

(b) Those referring only in part to an
observed UFO, but primarily re-
questing information on some
aspect of the UFO program.

¢. Reports considered to fall primarily in a
public relations or information service category
(see paragraphs 4d, 7, 8, 9 and b(2) above)
should be referred to the Office of Information
Services. UFO data sufficient for investigation
and/or analysis may be extracted before referral
to that office.

13. Methods for Transmitting Reports.
Coupled with any necessary screenings and in-
vestigations that must be performed preparatory
to reporting, all information on UFO’s will be
reported promptly. Reports under 3 days from
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date of sighting will be electrically transmitted
with a “Priority” precedence. Electrically trans-
mitted reports over 3 days old should carry a
“Routine” precedence.

Written reports of sightings over 3 days old
may be submitted on AF Form 112, Air Intelli-
gence Information Report (AIIR) and AF Form
112a, supplement to AF Form 112 (see para-
graphs 14 and 15) ; however, their use should be
kept at a minimum in reporting initial sightings.
The delays often involved in processing and
transmitting AF Forms 112 through . channels
may make followup investigations difficult, pro-
ducing only limited usable information. This
factor must be considered in cases where an im-
mediate mvestagatlon or study of a reported
sighting is considered necessary. Reporting by
electrical means will eliminate delays. A follow-
up and/or complete report of all sighting initially
reported electrically will be submltted on AF
Form 112.

. Where to Submit Reports:

a. Electrical Reports. Submit mult1ple ad-
dressed "electrical reports-to:

(1) Commander, Air Defense Command
Ent Air quce Base
Colorado Springs, Colorado

(2) Nearest Air Division (Defense) (For
zone of interior only.) -

(3) Coinmander, Air Technical Intel-
ligence Center
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base -
Dayton, Ohio

(4) Assistant Chief of Staff, Inte]llgence
Headquarters USAF
‘Washington 25, D.C.

(5) Office of Information Services
Headquarters USAF
‘Washington 25, D.C:

b. Written Reports:

(1) Within the zone of interior, submit
all reports direet to .ATIC. ATIC
will reproduce each report and distrib-
ute it to interested zone of interior
intelligence activities and to Office
of Information Services, if such action
is deemed necessary.

(2) Outside the zone of interior, submit
reports as preseribed in “Intelligence
Collection Instruction” (ICI) June
1954, direect to:

Asgistant Chief of Staff, Intelligence
Headquarters USAF
Washington 25, D.C.

¢. Reports from Civilians. Where posslble,
civilian sources contemplating reporting UFO’s
should be advised to submit the report, for proe-
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essing and transmission, to the nearest Air Force
base, other than ATIC.

15. Basic. Reporting Data and Format.
Show the abbreviation “UFO” at the beginning
of the text of all electrical reports and in the sub-
jeet of written reports. Include in all reports the
data required, in the order shown below:

a. Description of the Object(s):
* (1)- Shape.
(2) Size compared to 8 known object (use
one of the following terms: Head of
a pin, pea, dime, nickel, quarter, half
dollar, silver dollar, baseball, grape-
fruit, or basketball) held in the hand
. at about arm’s length.
) (3) Color..
(4) Number,
(6) Formation, if more than one.
(6) Any discernible features or details.
(7} Tail, trail, or exhaust, including size
< . 'of same compared to size of object(s).
" (8) Sound. - If heard, describe sound.
(9) Other pertinent or unusual features

b. Description of Course of Object(s):
(1) What first called the attention of ob-
gerver(s) to the object(s)?
(2) Angle or elevation and azimuth of the
object(s) when first observed.
.(3) Angle or elevation and azimuth of
object(s)-upon disappearance.
‘ (4) ‘Description of flight, path and maneu-
. vers of object(s).
(5) How did the object(s) disappear?
. (Instantaneously to the North ete.)
(6) How. long was the object(s) visible.
(Be specifie, 5 minutes, 1 hour, ete.)

¢. Manner of Observation:

(1) Use one or any combination of the
following items:

.Ground-visual, ground-electronie, air
electronie. (If electronic, specify type
- of radar.} -

(2) Statement as to optical aids (tele-
scopes, binoculars, and so forth) used
and description thereof.

(3} If the sighting is made while airborne,
give type of aircraft, identification
number, aliitude, headmg, speed, and
home station.

d. Time and Date of Sighting:
(1) Zulu time-date group of sighting.
(2) Light conditions. -. (Use one of the
- following ‘terms: Night, day, dawn,
.dusk). : T ..

Ei]
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e. Location of Observer(s). Exact latitude
and longitude of each observer, and/or geograph-
ical position. A position with reference to a
known landmark also should be given in elec-
trical reports, such as “2mi N of Deeville;” “3mi
SW of Blue Lake.” Typographical errors or
“garbling” often result in electrically transmitted
messages, making location plots difficult or im-
possible, .
21WExa.mpIe: 89 45N, 192 71W for 39 45N, 102

+ - {. Identifying InfoMatz'on- on QObserver(s):
(1) Civilian—Name, age, mailing address,
occupation. .
(2) Military—Name, grade, organization,
duty, and estimate of reliability.

g. Weather and Winds-Aloft Conditions at
Time and Place of Sightings:

(1) Observer(s) account of weather con-
ditions. - .

(2) Report from nearest AWS or U.S.

" Weather Bureau Office of wind direc-

tion and velocity in degrees and knots
at surface, 6,0007, 10,000", 16,0007,
20,0007, 30,0007, 50,000’, and 80,000’ if

. available,

(3) Ceiling.

(4) Visibility.,

(5) Amount of cloud cover.

.(6) Thunderstorms in area and quadrant
in which located.

h. Any other unusual activity or condition,
meteorological, astronomieal, or otherwise, which
might account for the sighting,

i, Interception or identification action taken
(such action may be taken whenever feasible,
complying with existing.air defense directives).

j. Location, approximate altitude, and gen-
eral direction of flight of any air traffic in the
area at time of sighting.

k. Position title and comments of the pre-
paring officer, including his preliminary analysis
of the possible cause of the sighting(g .

1. Existence of physical evidence, such as
materials and photographs. -

16. Negative or Inapplicable Data. Even
though the source does not provide or has not
been asked for specific information by an inter-
viewer, do not use the words “negative” or “un-
known” until all logical leads to obtain the in-
formation outlined under paragraph 15 have
been exhausted. For example, information on
weather conditions in the area, as requested in
paragraph 15g, may be obtained from the local
military or civilian weather facility. Use the

6
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phrase “not applicable” (N/A) only when the
question does not apply to the particular sight-
ing being investigated.

17. Comments of Preparing Officer. The
preparing officer will make & preliminary analy-
sis, and a comment on the possible cause or
identity of the object being reported, together
with a statement supporting his comment and
analysis. Every effort will be made to obtain
pertinent items of information and to test all
possible leads, clues, and hypotheses concerning
the identity or explanation of the sighting. (See
parsgraph 5.) The preparing officer receiving
the report initially is in a much better position
to conduct an “on-the-spot” survey or followup
than subsequent investigative  personnel and
analysts who may be far removed from the area,
and - 'who may arrive too late to obtain vital data
or the missing information necessary for firm con-
clusions.

18. Classification. Do not classify reports
unless data requested in paragraph 15 require
classification. Classify reports primarily to
protect:

a. Names of sources reporting UFQ’s and
other prineipals involved, if so requested by these
persons or considered necessary;

b. Intelligence, investigative, intercept, or
analytical methods or procedures;

¢. Location of radar and other classified
sites, units, and equipment;

d. Information on certain types, character-
istics, and ecapabilities of classified aireraft,
missiles, or devices that may be involved in the
sighting.

19. Reporting Physical Evidence. Report
promptly the existence of physical evidence
(photographic or material) :

a. Photographic:

(1) Still Photographs. Forward the nega-
tive and two prints. Title the prints
and the negatives, or indicate the
place, time, and date of the incident.

(2) Motion Pictures. Obtain the original
film. * Examine the film strip for ap-
parent cuts, alterations, obliterations,
or defects. Include in the report com-
ment on any irregularities, partic-
ularly if received from other than
official sources.

(3) Supplemental Photographic Informa-
tion. Negatives and prints, in them-
selves, often are insufficient to provide
certain valid data or to permit firm
conclusions. (See AFM 200-9—a
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classified document receiving limited
distribution.) Information that will
aid in plotting or in estimating dis-
tances, apparent size and nature of
object, probable velocity, and move-
ments includes:

(a) Type and make of camers,

(b) Type, focal length, and make of
lens,

(¢) Brand and type of film,

(d) Shutter speed wused,

(e} Lens opening used, that is, “f”
stop,

(f) Filters used,

(g) Was tripod or solid stand used,

(h) Was “panning” used,

(i) Exact direction camera was point-

ing with relation to true north, and
its angle with respect to the ground.

(4) Other Camera Data. If supplemental
information cannot be obtained, the
minimum camers data required are
the type of eamera, and the smallest
and largest “f” stop and shutter-
speed readings of the camera.

AFR 200-2
19

(5) Radar. Forward two copies of each
still-camera photographic print. Title
radarscope photographic prints in ac-
cordance with AFR 95-7. Classify
radarscope photographs in accord-
ance with section XII, AFR 205-1, 3
January 1956.

NOTE: If possible, develop photographic film
before forwarding. If undeveloped film is for-
warded, mark it conspicuously to indicate this
fact. Undeveloped film often has been destroyed
by exposure during examinations made while en
route through mail channels to final addressees.

b. Material. Each Air Force echelon receiv-
ing suspected or actual UFO material will safe-
guard it in & manner to prevent any defacing or
alterations which might reduce its value for in-
telligence examination and analysis.

¢. Photographs, Motion Pictures, and Nega-
tives Submitted by Individuals. Photographic

‘and motion picture material is often submitted

by individuals as part of their UFO reports. All
original material submitted, will be returned to
the individual upon completion of necessary
studies, analyses, and duplication by the Air
Force.
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submit the puzling phmnm:non of the
UFOs to a many-sided, careful sdentific
investigation.”

‘We know enough now about the way
the 1. 5. S. R. announces its scentific ad-

the el ise the Rus-

sians have built mlocvcrysnepof their
space program is onc example—o guess
that a Sovict writer would hardly call for
“a many-sided, careful scientific investi-
gation” of a phenomenon unless such an
investigation were already going on.

Late last summer, the Chicago Sun-
Times ended its story about the di
—by 2 Massachusetts Institute of Tech-
nology physicist—of very puzzling narrow-
Emm space. with

Sovier

“pe

hzveahobﬁ:nacuv:msuchsarrhu.
Highly directional, single-frequency radio
signals, of course, might be remarkable
evidence of extraterrestrial life.

Zigel's discussion of UFOs in Cmeng
considers five theories about their na-
ture. The fifth theory—that UFOs are
“flying apparatus of other planets, investi-
gating the earth”—is the only one of the *
five to which he offers no objections.

In sum, what little *hard™ information
Ik d my intuition—tells me that
the U.5.5.R. may have bccn smdymg

tme it occurred would appear in the
Project’s annual report as “probably”
traceable to conventional aircralt. More
important than such small distortions,
howevir, is the fact that the Wright-
Patterson group usually consisted only of
2 cptain, who headed the team, one
other afficer, a sergeant and myself, as
occasional consultant. The fact that the
officer was a captain indi.
cates the extent of the Air Forces concern
for this investigation.
My complaint here is not primarily”
agunst the Air Fomo—whmh after all,

observation. Similirly, many accepiid
Bndings in zoology—our ideas about so-
dal strucure among wild lions, for é&-
ample—could come only from patient
observation i in the feld. With UFO:——u
with
tbmwﬂdmmandzhouofmh:ru-
pects of the world—the sdeptist must
mount an attack to suit the phenomena.
To sclect phenomena thit meet the de-
mands of laboratory research leads to
ertor in many ficlds and is lmpowble
with UFOs.

Tbe exmmg evidence may indicate 2

with

is not a scientific i agency.
But, under the aegis of l.he -Air Force or
not, there should have been a large,
well:staffed UFO research group in this
country since the first waves of reports.
In the past 20 years, I have analyzed
more than 15,000 reports of UFO sight-
ings. Abont 90 percent of these tumed
out, on quick inspection, not to have been
UFOs at all, but readily identifiable ob-
jeces. Of the remaining 10 percent, I made
a further division in my mind between
those that came to me from reasonably re-
liable observers—about 70 percent—and
those that came from oddballs of one
stripe or another, What this means is that
theye are at las: 1000 UFO reports that

UFOs with disp

for years. From my own official involve-
ment, I know that the United States is
only now beginning to consider treating
the problem seriously.

In 1948, I was asked by the UL.S. Alr
Force 10 scrve as a2 scientific consultant
on the increasing number of reports of
strange lights in the sky. I was then di-
rector of the astronomical observatory of
Ohi SumUmvem:yandamnowth:

[ of the

remain in my own
mind. As a saenus!, 1000 perplexing
cases strike me as sxgmﬁam enough to
gh inves-
tigation. 1 frankly do not know why the
Government has been 3o slow in coming
to t.he same conclusion.

hIl:, the pmbable existence of which is
generally accepted. If such life does exist
and if there is any possibility of estab-
lishing communication with it, onr scien-
tific knowledge of that 'life might cven
be aitical to our survival. Now let us be
clear: The existence of extraterrestrial
intelligence and the UFO phenomenon
may be two entirely different lhmgs. But
the latter, in jtself, poses an interest-
ing scientific problem. How can it be
studied? Do we ignore it simply because
the evidence we have does not follow
the strict rules of scentific evidence?
‘The question now is not whether but
how to design a truly scentific approach
to the UFO problem. When the Air
Force last year appointed 2 spedial com-
mission to study the UFO problem—the
so-called Condon committee, meeting at
the University of Colorado and named
for its chairman, Dr. Edward Condon—
it tacitly recognized the seriousness of the

itude among -
in zhe Iate Fortics was that UFOs were a
product of what some called “post-War
nmes. of r.oruxse, when reports of the
d well into the Fifties

at Northwestern. I had :amdy “heard of
UFOs in 1948 and, like every other
scientist I knew, assumed that théy were
nonsense. For the first few months of my
association with what is now Project Blue
Book—the name of the very small office at
Wright-Fatterson Air Force Base in Day-
ton, Ohio, concerned with UFOs—I had
no reason to change this opinion. The re-
ports of sightings that came to our atten-
tion then were either identifiable flying
objects (IFOs), such as weather balloons,
metcon or plznes, or zhcy came to us from
A few

others were hoaxes.

But over the 3, cases o ac-
cumulate for which I could find no zatis-
factory physical explanation. In fairness
to Project Blue Book, I can say that
nearly all of the cases that I consider
nnsolved have remained so labeled in
Ajr Force files, despite charges by aitics
that the Project always found an explana-
tion for a report. On the other hand, the
Project did acquire the habit of subtly
mbdifying its disposition of particular
cases over a period of time. A sighti

—qndbegm to arrive from many re-
gions of the globe—this theory was out.
Unfortunately, the attitude that accom-

bl Iu—usr.lwillnolseemtobe
on the ittee’s territory
if T ontline here a scheme that X think
would be a thorough and efficient way
to obtain scientific knowledge of UFOs.
Let us suppose we have before us
5000 UFO reporis. We appoint two
mcnnﬁc panels, one composed of physl-
cal

F

panied the theory was ined. How
many UFO reporis there might have
been if the popular and academic atti-
tude toward UFOs were one of neutral
inguiry instead of derision will never be
known. Even an Air Force major general
does not want to be laughed at by an
Ivy League professor.

One reason the professors were so
contemptuous of the rcports was that
UFOs, obviously, cannot be studied in the
laboxawry Rtsulu that can be vezified

ive labora- -

gh TCp
tory B are stll idered the
essence of science. What must be re-
membered is that much of our accurate,
scientific knowledge about the universe
‘was not gathered or verified in Jaborato-
ries—and cannot be. We know much
less about tornadoes than we would if we
could whip one up whenever we wanted
it; but we cermnly aceept the fact that
they exist and m fact, have some univer-

that the evaluator had said was "pombly
traceable to conventional aircxaft at the

lally p ies about their for-
mation, composition and behavior. That
information is the result of unsxcheduled

, the other of social scien-
tists, We ask the first panel io examine
the reports and assign to each a
“strangeness indéx,” 3, on 2 sale of 1
10 5, By “sznngen&" we shall mean the
difficulty in asaibing a simple scientific
explanation for the repoit, taken at face
value. An attempt shall be made by the
scientific panel to cvaluate the strange-
ness of the report. Given the report as
is, how difficult is it to find a namnl
normal explanation for it?.

‘Thus; 31 and $2 would refer 10 UFO
reports that, even though taken at face
value, nonetheless find a ready explana-
tion. They can then be excluded from
“further consideration. They are IFOs
rather than UFQs. Here are a few exam-
ples of 1FOs: In May 1953, in a spall
town in Wisconsin, a group of solid citi-
zens exditedly reported that for several
nights running, just before sunrise, a
bright object, “much wo bright to be a
stay,” appeared in the East and “remained
there, getting slowly higher and higher
(continued on page 267)
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m “F ﬂ Eﬂp (continued from page 146)

in the sky, even after ail the stars had
disappeared.” ‘The witnesses were so in-
sistent and vocal that this coulda’t be
anything ordinary that 1 made a quick
trip 1o the town. I set up a small tele-
scope, followed the object into full day-
light and, with the aid of the Ngutical
Almanac, proved cven to their satisfac-
tion that the mysterious object was none
other than the planet Venus shortly after
inferior conjunction with the sun and
so at its greatest brilliancy. (The Air
Force can always be assured of several
X1 reports, either before sunrise or after
sunset, whenever Venus is at greatest
brilliancy.)

In New Hampshire, four lights in 2
diamond-shaped formation and later ina
T formation weze observed to hover and
then to travel first in one direction and
then in another. The sighting lasted for
some minutes. Identification was positive
that the object sighted was a KC97
performing a refueling operation. A Lab-
rador radar station picked up an object
traveling at 72 knots ar an altitude
of 50,000 feet. Two F-102 aircraft were
scrambled and picked up the object on
their radar. The object was fully ob-
sexved by several military personnel on
their separate radars. Identification was
positive that the object tracked was 2

balloon released from an Air Force base
in Maine.

In New Jerscy, a flatshaped object
was reported. It had a dome in the mid-
dle and was somewhat bigger than a
commercial aircraft, with bright yellow
lights coming from square windows
around the bottom and with green lights
on the front. This tumed out to be, quite

itively, a commercial airaaft with a
39-foot advertising sign containing 245
flashing electric lights. Apparenty, the
advertiser was not getting his mesage
across. And, for good measure, in 1962,
one of our Navy's ships reported an ob-
ject ling i that ined
visible for 15 minutes but which *‘air and
surface radar could not pick up.” It was
observed by navigators taking a celestial
fix, by the commanding officer and by
about 1000 enlisted personnel. This was
the satellite Echo I, which calculations
showed had traced that identical path at
that precise time.

But this is only one part of the story.
‘There are high X reports, too. 1f there
weren't, there would be no UFO prob-
lem. High 3 ratings, of 34 and 35, are
resexved for reports that, at face value,
do not find an explanation in conven-
tional sdentific terms. Let us look at
some examples from my fles.

It was 5:30 pu. I remember the
exact time because our car radio
was on. A program change was
made and the time was given. I was
now driving with my headlights on,
the electric windshield wipers were
going, as we were in a heavy mist.
The highway in this area [of Okla-
Tioma] has many rolling hills and is
heavily wooded with native post-oak
trees. The visibility is limited to the
highway by looking ahead or behind
or up overhead. We were driving
along, everything in normal condi-
tion and operation, when suddenly
from above and ahead of us over the
top of the hill and trees, at a fantastic
speed, came a tremendous bright
light. The color or glow was similar
to that of a2 mercury light. I thought
for a moment we were going to have
a head-on crash with something,

I was looking for an escape route
to avoid a-collision. We were ex-
tremely frightened. My wife had
dropped down in the seat and our
son had jumped from the back seat
and had positioned himself between
me and my wife. At the speed of
approach, 1 had liutle time for a
reaction. The light around us was
almost blinding as the abject ap-
proached our car. As it came 0~
ward us, the car began to slow
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“Evidently you’re not the little boy who wrote that
e wasn’t getling anything. . .
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down (Note: I was not using the
brakes) and the whole car came un-
der control of the UFO. The ‘ar
came to a complete stop. Lights,
radio, heater, wipess, all electrically
operated, instantly stopped.

Other than being frightened, we
had no other sensation than that we
were being observed. I rolled down
my window and, putting my head
out of the window, 1 Jooked up and
approximately 200 feet directly
overhead was a saucer-shaped space
vehicle. By this time, my eyes
had become adjusted to the light
that was emitted from the space ve-
hicle. I could observe the size and
shape as well as see the observation
windows around the upper deck.
The UFO was at least 50 feet in
diameter. At the same time, 2 high-
pitched whine could be heard and o
very light warm wind was being
emitted from the bottom of the
vehicle.

The vehicle had in the center a
large extended dome. The time fac-
tor was not of long duration, no
more than two or three minutes,
‘There was no other visible taffic on
the highway at this time. Alter this
short period of time, the vehicle,
with an increase in intensity of the
whine, lifted straight up from its
hovering position and, as this oc-
curred, the car began 10 function
and make normal movement on the
highway. The lights, radio, wipers,
heater and motor functioned as if
they had never stopped.

1 wish to state thac this was not
a type of any known earthcrafe. I
have worked in and around aircralt
since 1940, when I graduated from
the Spartan School of Aeronautics,
and I am also a discharged veteran
from the U.S. Air Force,

Here is onec from an air base in
Alaska:

At the time of the sighting I
was at work (in the base control
tower) and I had an air carrier short~
Iy beginning an approach. As is my
custom, 1 had the lights in the cab
turned down low. I got up from the
console and looked out the window
to make a visual check of the run-
way. As I locked to the north end of
the runway, I saw a light coming
down center of the runway. My first
thought was, I had an aircralt on
approach that I didn’t know any-
thing about. The light was moving
at about the speed of a large air-
craft making a low pass. The light
continued down the center line of
the runway at about a height of 50
(:ct Thc airport is equipped with

ity runway lighting. The
hghts were on step 3; the lighting

control panel is Jocated to the right
and just behind me. As the light
reachied a spot just a litde north of
my position, I reached around and
Rlicked the light 1o step 4, hoping o
cause a reflection off the body of
the object, as T was still unable to
see anything other than a light,
even though visibility was excellent,
‘When the lights went brighter, the
object made a right turn dnd started
to climb, increasing speed ex-
tremely fast, clearing the nearby
mountain in a second or two. At
this time, ¥ lost sight of the object
as it seemed to level off and became
lost behind the mountains. One other
thing that I forgot to point out
above. When the light turned and
sarted to climb, it did so sharply,
whereas when an airplane wrns or
climbs, it makes an arc.

And let's take just a short excerpt
from another.

general standing in the community, psy-

chological and personality traits, a note

on the willingness of the witnesses to take

lie-detector tests (and the results of

l]lcsc, if administered), the technical
Is of the indwidual wi

the ind pend of the wi (were
they sirangers, blood relatives, friends?)
and what has been garnered as to the
motivation of making the report in the
first place. Was there any overt atiempt
at publicity, or was the report made
guardedly and out of a sense of duty?
‘Was there any possibility of finandal gain
by having made the report? We shall
call this rating the C, or credibility,
rating.

The “credibility panel” must also be
given a full account of the reaction of
the witness under interrogation. A
skilled investigator soon learns to watch
for many clues as 1o the credibility of the
witness. Psychotic or paranoid signals
are many. The lcndency 1o Tepeat ccr-
tain phrases, the singsong retelling of an

in a set, typed manner,

As 1 hed 2 bed: win-
dow . . . the whole yard was bathed
in a .brilliant orange. Everything
looked as something does when it
is reflecting fire. X Jooked up at the
sky and there was a big orange light.
I woke my husband and told him
to come look at the thing in the
sky. He got up, came to the win-
dow, and as I kept saying, “What
can it be?” he just kept repeating,
“Oh, my God.” It scems like we
watched it for about a minute. It
was stationary in the sky all that
time and scemed to be quite near,
The light was more powerful than
anything we had ever scen, but
nill we could Iook right at it. As
we watched, the light finally went
out, not slowly, but still not as fast
as you would tumn off an clectric
bulb. All that was lefe was what
looked exactly like 2 star and it be-
gan to move. We wartched as it
moved toward the lights of Los
Angeles in the distance.

None of these three sxghungs {which
are merely random sampls mm my
ol
high strangeness index) Icnds uself to
simple 1. Nor, by defini;
do any of the high = reports, It will be
noted that nothing has yet been said
about believing these reports,

As the next step in our proposed pro-
gmm, let us :\sk a panel of socml sden-

and
rate lhe credlbxluy of the witnesses in-
volved in the high 3 cases, singly and
collectively, for any given sighting, with-
out any reference whatever to the report
itsell. The panel is given dossiers on each
of the witnesses, (But it would be best not
to let this panel read the UFO reports—
it might prejudice theml) The dossiers in-
clude medical history, length of time and

as Lhough one is hearing a playback of 2
tape—all these are danger signals. And,
of course, at the slightest hint from the
UFO reporter of imaginary persecution,
one may just as well drop the investiga-
tion. I have on occasion been told what
seemed to be a s'nighll'orward story,
when suddenly the witness lapsed into a
highly confidential mood and told me
that he was sure that his phone was
being tapped or that he was being
watched, sometimes on a regular schedule,
eilher by "the Government” or by
“occupants of the craft.”
In my long experience with the UFO
1 have developed certain
pramcs that quickly bring out these
“credibility flaws.” For instance, I will
patiently listen to the account and then,
as if 10 sce that I have things straight,
will repeat the .highlx'ghls of the story, but
making sure that in two or three spots 1
dchbemely misstate some of the witness’
it (for le, directi
time -:sumaxs, etc), (o sec  whether
the witness will quickly catch me up
on the misstatement or let it pass. One
quickly learns also to gavge the objec-
tivity of the reporter. The most glaring
Iault on the part of the witness is 10 sub-
stitute interpretation of a fact for a fact.
Thus, he may tell me, “The spaceship
was patrolling the neighborhood and ob-
serving us,” when the actual fact is that
the witness observed a Jight meandering
in the sky and read into that simple ob-
servation his interpretation that intelli-
gent surveillance was being carried on.
One of the most [rustrating experi-
ences 2 UFO investigator can have is to
be told, at the end of what scerus to be a
fairly straightforward story, that the wit-
ness has had similar experiences on
many occasions in the past. We call

these “repeaters.” A person with so litde ggg
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understanding of statistics and probabili-
ty as to think that one person can have
dozens of UFO sightings while 2 _great
many other peoplc (indeed, the maj

alsa whether they could have been cpa-
bl of gross errors and misinterpretations
m thc paru:ul:n' instance of their UFO

have never in their lives scen anything
resembling a UFO, can be identified at
once a3 uutetly unreliable. When we get
the of the rep with
a persecution complex, we really have
samething, For muny months ar Project
Blue Book, we received frequent leteers
from an inmate of a mental institution,

Is it F for i for
several p:ople in concert to see a bright
star and have it trigger in the brain the
impression that what was really seen was
a moving spaceship with portholes?

‘The idea that reports made by police-
men and Air Force pilots must be correct
is entirely unjustified. A hlghly technical,
trained observer skilled in one area of

who exh us to do hing about
the UFOs that visited him regularly and
interfered with his sexual functions,
The work of the credibility panel
would really he much more difficult than
that of the scientific pancl, The latter has
only to determine whether the contents
of the rcport, as given. are casy or hard
to explain in the context of present-day
science. The credibility panel, however,
has to decide not only whether the wit-
nesses, taken lngczher, are trustworthy,
honorable and responsible people who
can be believed in everyday matters, but

or observation does not neces-
snnly transler his critical skills to a sitwa-
tion in which he is observing something
that is surprising to him. Pilots have

been known 1o swerve ulelr planes vio-
1d

e

ration of their :xpcnence was long enough
(2 matter of minutes rather than seconds)
to have brought their judgment into
play, it :s dnfﬁcult 1o brush aside their
y. And
when one  gets high 2 reparts from scien-
tists, engineers and technicians whose
credibility by all common standards is
high and whose moral caliber seems to
preclude 2 hoax, one can do no less than
hear them our, in all seriousness.
Hoaxes are not as common as depicted
in the newspapers. Pranks by college
students and everyday practical jokers
make good copy and are always good for
a laugh, especially if the hoax has suc-
aeded in at least temporarily fooling

lently when they a
very bright meteor they think is on a col-
lision course, but which Jater proves to
have been 5() to 100 milcs away. And

1i some-

some r d citizenry. Hoaxes are fre-
quently ac:ompnmed by photographs, an
the mistaken idea that a photograph is
worth ten thousznd words. Actually, a

h is worth nothing unless we

grossly
thg with whnch they have no, familiari-
ty. Still, on the average, il several pilots
andfor policemen concur on the main
points of the story, particularly if the du-

“I see. Due to your corrupt mismanagement,
the people of your country are starving and rebellious,
and you urgently requxrz American aid. Right.
How many machin
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know the full circumstances of how it
was taken. I simply will not ke a pho-
tograph seriously unless I can ml:rmgzlc
witnesses who saw the object in question
being photographed and unless I can
have access to the original negative and
the technical data on the camera. So far,
1 have not been able myself to accept any

. venible sm:lmﬁc pmof of the existence

of truly strange objects.

Any sensible investigation of UFO re-
ports will limit itself to reports that ex-
hibit both a high X level and a high C
level. It will ask wh:ther there are any

Pr ly d among
such reports: pauems of kinematic be.
havier, of luxmnesccnoe. of geometry, o[

or of
distribution. With the 2id of the elec.
tronic computer, cross-correlations will be
sought between these and other factors.

It may come as a surprise that this sort
of search for patterns has not been con-
ducted by the Air Force all along. The
closest the Government came to such an
investigation was in 1958, A distinguished
panel of scientists, under Caltech physi-
cist Howard P. Robertson, was appointed
to review the matter, but the panel
was given only a limited number of cases
to examine and was able to allot only four
days to its study. Our Government’s ap-
proach in all other instances has been to
treat each reported sighting as though it
were the only one in existence. The Air
Force has tried 10 knock down each report
asit showed its head, like a duck in a shoot.
ing gallery. This “divide and couquer”
technique is powerless to detect signifi-
cant patterns, the very mainstay of the
scientific method,

° The approach to the study of UFO

ts proposed here is designed specifi-
ally to zeveal patterns if they exist—to
extract the scientific gold from the only
ore we have (UFO repors), if such gold

uré Sgro ch to the

. cxms.
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pmblcm. an active rather than a passive
attack. ‘The scholarly study of UFO re-
ports is capable of establishing the like-

lihood that the UFO ph:nomennn
;e not
ized in the day scientific

P
framework. But no passive methods can
prove this 1o be the case. They can pro-
vide only a measure of probability of its
being so,

The passive method—painstakingly
examining reports and then building a
logical set of hypotheses—puts me in
mind of the story told about the explorer
who had come back from a dinosaur-
egg-hunting expedition in the Gobi
desert, In his lecture, the explorer pre-
sented many cogent reasons why the eggs
they discovered were dinosaur eggs. He
pointed out that they were about the size
and weight to be expected of dinosaur
cggs, allowing for desiccation and the
ravages of time, and that they had about
the right color, given the effects of
weathering—all of this leading to the
strong likelihood that the eggs were, m~
deed, di eggs. “And furl
the lecrurer stated at the conclusion of
his talk, “when we opened onc of the
ggs, it had 2 baby dinosaur it it.” What
is needed in the UFO problem is for us
to find a baby UFO somewhere in lhe
crates of UFO Feports.

The next stage in the sdentific ap-
proach to the UFO problem must clearly
be an active one. Once the scientific fra-
ternity is convinced that the UFO prob-
lem is worthy of serious attack (and this
degree of couviction can come only after
it is amply demonstrated that reports
really do exist that find no conventional
explanation, even alter study by compe-
teut persons), we arrive at the interesting
and challenging stage of the problem.

It is necessary to find out whether,
when persons of high repute report a
strunge appariu'on. som:lhing of a physi-
el nature.does, in fact, exist. In shore,
an all-out effort must be made to obtain

hs. IF hable  photo-
gmplu an be obumc(l, it follows that
the stimulus that gave rise to the report
was accompanied by an actual image on
the retinas of the witnesses. This may
séem a trvial or obvious point; yet
should this not be the case, it would
throw the problem inta a totally different
dimension. In any event, the existence of
unimpeachable photographs would rep-
resent incontrovertible scientific evidence
that UFOs, as we have defined them,
exist.

Of course, the whole problem could be
solved, or at Jeast put on an exlrtm!:ly
firm foundation, xf ;anglble physlml -:vx-
dencc “} of

Y s

were were
finally admitced 1o scientific -

“I read your book, Miss Crane, and found
it delightfully uninhibited.”

much e:mer than :madung the pmblzm

for repons of meteorite falls. Sxmllzrly,
the problem here could be solved should
a flect of UFOs Jand in the Rose Bowl
during half time.

But how can we hunt the wily UFO
without gun but with camera? Must we
place  automatic cameras along every
roadside in the country? Well, Inrdly A
study of grographical distribution of the
high =C cases, however, reveals (us a
cursory inspection already shows) that
certain areas of the country seem to re-
main “UFO hot™ often for as Jong as
days or even weeks. When the electronic
computer indicates such a “hot™ area, let
a technical wam be di Tred jet
helicopeer (several of which we would
keep in readiness in various parts of the
country), and within hours of the receipt
of the original report, cimeras, tape re-
corders, movie cameras, spectrographs
and Geiger counters would be there, The
expense is trivial if study of the best re-
ports indicates that there is, indeed, valu-
able scientific pay dirt hidden in the UFO
phenomenon.

As 3 backup to the investigative readi-
ness teams, and as an aver-all means of
garnering improved original data, a cen-
tral UFO center in the United States
should bc established. A central tele-
phone exchange (UFO-1000) could be
manned 24 hours a day by competent

criminal offense, comparable with tamper.
ing with the mailbox or the fire alarm
on the corner.

Let us suppose Jonely travelers, as in
our fist UFO case cited, encounter a
UFO. As soon as they can get to 2 road-
side telephone, they call UFO-1000. If
the report passes preliminary and imme-
iate screening, headguaners notifies the
Jocal police and they rush to the scene,
already properly equipped with suitable
ameras. If the case appewrs to warrant
dispatching the UFOQ plane, this can be
done very shortly thereafter.

Such a concerted effort would accom-
plish far, fur more than the passive receipt
and evaluation of reports possibly could.
If UFOs as previously defined actually
exist, we would have photographs, movies,
spectrograms, plaster casts of indentations
(il 2 Ianding occurs) and detailed measure-
ments and quintitative estimates of
brighwmesses, speeds, and so on, within a
year of the imitintion of such a no-
nonsense program. But if the UFO-1000

is si ly and i ively car-
ried out for afull yc'u' and yields nothing,
this, in itself, would be of great negative
significance. Then we could go hack to
the “real, common-sense world” of pre-
UFO days—shrugging it all off with,
“There must have been a virus going
around,” an outlet successfully used in
odler fields of human i lnqmry

interrogators capable of rec a

true UFO report from a s re.

Admittedly, 1 will be surprised if an

port, z slmplc misidcmiﬁ::mon by the
or the derings of an un-

bility only after tliere had been a spcc
tacular fall in France in 1803, a [all that
not cven the most skeptical of scien-
tists could doubt. That was certainly

steady mind. Calls would be made col-
lect 10 UFQ-1000. Should the nuisance
calls become a problem, these could
be declared a misdemeanor or even z

g study yields nathing.

To the oomr.-ry, 1 thinK that mankind

may be in for the greatest adventure

since dawning human intelligence turned
d to plate the uni

V]
Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP81R00560R000100010006-5

2n

="




U T P N

A
(2

o

MORE METEORNTE EVIDENDE

.. Last Decembe:
from the Naginal Acronautics” and
Space Admipistration’s Amcs.;)lcsem.-ch
Center of” finding _indigenous amino
acids in/fhe Murchison meteorite (SN:
12754470, p. 429) has sparked intense
scipfitific intcrest. The*finding was sub-
uently confirmed by groups from the
niversity of Houston {SN: 3/20/71
p. 195) ‘and Arizona State Univers]
{SN: 3/27/71, p.210). 7
The Atizona State scientists, “Drs.
. Joha R. Cronin and Carleton B. Moore,
also reported detecting the same amino
acids in an intact picce of a similar
meteorite that fell near Murray, Xy., in
l950'LNow the leader of the NASA group,
Pr. Cyril Ponpamperuma, confirms an

ray meteorite. Dr. Ponnamperuma to
a meeting of the New York Acad;my
of Sciences Jest week that the gzo'up'i

$deed in nucleic aci

pysfnidines differ slighily from thosj
i i in living cell:
the finds is furthe]
at the amino acid;

and pyrimidipés were created phem
cally in sp. Although he % onl
that th of id N,‘

Pal of amino ack jmi-
dings in two meteoriteg“could mean that
is is a basic phasZ in the chemicall
rocess leading to:fife. The findings in-
créasc the likeliiood of lifc elséwherel
in the universe.
In both meteorites, six of the amino
acids are pmong those that are com
d together fp form pro-
ving cells; the other 12 are
aming” acids only fonally found,
Thef afe thus not 1jely to result from
tertestrial contamination, The amino

tures. Earth ‘brganisms produce only]
Jeft-handed -amino acids. The mixture
of both types thus appears tojrule-out
biological origin and is strong’evidenca

use of y €9
with mass spectrometry detecled all 18
of the arino acids in Murrpy that they
earlier found jn Murchisph, They alse
found tlllc same two pyrifnidines—4-hy-

for extraterrestrizl chemical: origin. .
Members of the Ames team also in

cluded Drs. James Lawless, Keith Kven. :

volden, Clair Folsome 4nd Miss Ettd

droxypgrimidine and Ahy hyl
pyrimidine—in ea meteorite.  The

); asu’s Dr. Moore also toolf
* part, - o

Forsa total of 150 hours’ from
May,fhrough July of 1960 the 85-
foo? antenna at the Natighal Radio
Astronomy Observatory in Green
Bank, W.Va., monitored radio
emissions from the nearby stars

any cvidence c}‘ signals fr.olm i{nlel-
ligent extratefrestrial civilizations.
The search, ‘Project Ozma, turned
* up nothing unusual, But it was the
first timg’ man had tried to defect
signals from any unknown counter-
parts /on other planctary systems.
Lsst week engineers and scien-

Cyclops: Ey'e on the universe

Tau Ceti and Egsilon Eridini for |

tist4 gathered at the Naﬁoyal A'cm-.,"'mg‘ular transmissions of advanced

visiting professor at Stanf
Dr. John Billingham, chi
Biotechriology divisio:

i i carly for a
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BEHAVIOR
Whatever happened to UFO's?’

acids are of an eiﬂmsl equal mixture ofjf:
abundance of aniind acids in the Mur- - right- and left:-Kanded molecular struc-

On May 31 two Ncw Mampshire
farmers looked across a ficld and saw 2
spherical, flat-bottomed object hovering
above the ground. As they watched, the
object rose vertically, arced and headed
into the wind on a horizontal path.

‘This is one of scveral incoming reports
of unidentificd flying objects received re-
cently by the National Investigations
C: ittee on Aerial Phe (N1CA?)
in Washington. NICAP sccretary-lreas-
urer Stuart Nixon says he belicves the
reports may be the start of a recur-
rence of saucer sightings or at feast the
reporting of saucer sightings. NicaP has
been a long fime waiting. Sincc 1968
the pumber of UFo sightings has dropped
off, along with public interest in them.
Last week a Wall Street Jourpal
article reported that a probable reason
for the decline is the negative social
climate produced by publication in 1968
of the Condon geport, the 810-page sci-
entific study of UFo sighlings commis-
sioned by the U.S. Air Force and’ di-
tected by Dr. Edward U. Condon of
the University of Colorado, It conclud-
ed that “pothing has come from the
study of uFo's in the last 21 years that
has added to scientific knowledge.”
And “that further extensive study of
UFo's probably cannot be justified in
the expectation that scieace will be ad-
vanced therchy.” .

This scientific debunking of the uro
ph and the subseq though
not necessarily connected, dcglinc in

fuller study of the/ nec-
essary to detect drtifact signals.
Basically,
interconnec amray of 1,000 to
10,000 io telescape dishes
sprend gver an area perhaps 10
miles actoss. Such an array shoéld,
according o one estimate, hr‘.'a'ole
to dtect beamed signals from any
civilization within 1,ooo;§m-ycm.

XNormal radio “leakage” Arom the

logical civilizations might be

nautics and Space A y
Ames Rescarch Center in Moun-
tain View, Calif., to explore” the
technological possibilitics of/d proj-
ect that would be ordcrs-of mag-
nitude mofe sophisticated than
Ozma. The 1i-week -study, spon-
sored jointly by Ames and Stan-
ford University, is called ij.ccl
Cyclops. Its aim is to examine
feasibilities and to educate, not 1o
recommend -policy, There is no in-
tention of/ inavgurating such

ass béfore it is possible. But dhe

project at ‘this time. Decades might’

detectable from peshaps 100 light-
years. The costs, 8 such an array
would have tosbe justified by th
signal searchyitsclf, but the apay
would al;%bs an excellent togl for

sadio astpdnomy. One goal Sf the
study j§to explore ways jd which
the ishes could be produced
#ply enough to make ithe id
ible. “We would” like to
ji’wn the cost of dbing this,"
s> Dr. Oliver. |
As for the ¢§clops arpdy itself,

study i Dr,
Oliver, vice president for

B P an =
havioral pattern. Dr. Ernest R. Hil-
gard, a ford University psychol
gist who served on the National Acad-
emy of Sciences pane] that reviewed the
Condon report, believes the report it-
self is. pot wholly responsible for the
falling off of flying saucer interest. “I
would like to fecl that the report quiet-
ed the saucer interest,” he says, “but
1 do not think so.” People probably
just lost interest, he suggests. “These
fads go in cycles,” he explains, and
many persons who would have been in-
terested in extraterrestrial phenomena
have turned to other things: drugs, as-
trology, Oriental religions and various
subjective and philosophic fields. As so-
ciety becomes more affluent man has
time to reflect on his position in the uni-
verse. As he does o he attempts to in-
tegrate himself into and make himself 2
more important part of that universc.
Belief in other worldly things is one
mcthod of doing so, points out Dr. Hil-
gard. But pational and international
events of the past few years have tend”
ed to make people look inside rather
than outside themselves for answers {0

of the Hewlett-Packard Coland o science b

“its mission/would bp”to 2dd a

new di to cgéfmology,” Dr. /|

Oliver szé. “It nfc! blish 1 :
f biolofical logy.”

questi This fad too will
pass, says Dr. Hilgard, who predicts

00560300010001 0011-9 435

t

B T

~
that the uro's will reappear when it
docs. At NICAP Nixon says UFO rv-
ports usually run in five-ycar -cycles
and 1972 should be the start of another
cycle.

Dr. Donald I. Watren of the School
of Socinl Work at the University of
Michigan in Ann Arbor has another be-
havior theory on uro's, In his view
UFO's provide a form of escape. “One
expression of this escape,” he says, “is

- the possibility of other lives, other plan-
cts, other beings Jike or unlike oneself.”

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 - CIA-RDP81R005

by belicving in and sighting fAving
saucers, .

This theory may have some credi-
bility, but an articie by Dr. Warren in
s_mEm:a last November advancing these
views received 2 critical responsc from
scientists. The controversy, brought on
by a lack of adequate psychologica! and
behaviora! information on the subject,
points out, as does Dr. Warren, “that
this ph has been inadequatel;
studied by the behavioral sciences.”

UFo’s “present the
cape the system without th

onc’s gains in the immediate social en-
vironmeat.” Dr.

3 . In an attempt to coordinate cxisting

pp y to es- f ion, NICAP has i d Project
ACCESS (A d Cl } for

0 '(‘:oll.ec'lion and Exchange of Sighting

Warren, All ) ighting data

based his conclusions on a person’s dis:
satisfaction  with his socioeconomic
status. A well-educated person carning
2 relatively small salary might not be
conteat in his situation and would there-
fore, suggests Dr. Warren, be a likely
Pperson to attach importance to himself

(people, places, times, ctc.) will be
stored in a computer and made avail-
able to interested parties, If, these in-
puts: are scicntific and objective, as
NicA®’s Nixon insists they will be, Proj-
ect AcCEss will be a useful tool for
behavioral scientists, a

last

nounced new, striclep criteria
clear power plant safety. Prime
asis in the new stanidards is the
nced for back-up systenis in casc coal-
ing water systems for reactors fail.
Such an accident cotild conceivably re-
sult in overheatifiy of reactor coids,
melting of shiclding and release of ra-
dioactivity. Most affected by the new
criteria_are’ five plants Jicensed before
1968. Pley will have to install the
back-up systems within threc years. 1

The Agemic Energy Commissiy
week
for

California’s AEC ties

The huge University of California
system has been heavily involved in de-
fense and weapons research since World
War 1lgPartly in response to student-
faculty criticisms (SN: 1/16/71, p. 50)
tl:c uc A:cgc}x:ls last week recommended

in the 1

Db yv-en

Now visibié, in 3.0

clwsc!l UC and the Atomic Energy
Cozgm‘:sshm under which the Lawrence
R Lab y is d. The

For sogde years scientists have zc;
in on drig action at the most i
cellular/ Ievel, Although the
d /the molecular basis /6f acgfon
veral drugs, it is ooly now;/that
- the fthree-dimensional structurey’ of a
dnig has been corrclated withits bio-
logical action. L
N Dr. Henry M. Sobell of the Univer-
y of Rochester reported last week
thht by using ‘the techrique of X.ray
crysillography, he has pinpointed ex-
actly B c antibiotic sclinomycin D
interacts with pNa. In fact, since the'*
Crick-Watson model for pNa was pro-
posed 18 years ago, this is the first
time scientists know visually how any-
thing sticks to bNa. o
. Dr. Sobell, a physician-turied-crys-
lallographcr, says be crystallized actino-
mycin .with deoxyguanosine, onc of the
four bases of DA, The three-dimension-
al of the complex immedi

1ah

Iy consists of wo units, the
non-scerct facility on the hill behind
the Berkeley campus and the more
closely guarded facility at Livermore.
U{:d.er t!lc recommendations, the ad-

algfy' suggested how actinomycin binds
9 DNA, Dr. Sobell bélieves that the flat
portion of the dpig molecule fits in

c 1 base

Univ, of Rochester
Saf;eﬂ and drug-DNA molecule model.

5

-Sf the A Socicty of Biologi

GpC, while the: protein subunits of the-~ Chemists.

antibiotic make a hydrogen bond with
guaninc residucs on either strand’ of
DNa, Aclinbmycin has two-fold " sym-
melry rclating to the protein subunits.
This cnables the drug to bind to a base
sequience in DNA with two-fold sym-
metcy. This patlern’ of récognition was
_ fiest “conceived sevepdi years ago by
Dr. Jacques Mnnmf, who shared the
1965 Nobel Prize with Drs. Francois
Jacob and Andre LwofT for their work
In biological regulation. Dr, Sobell's
report of the first visual sighting of the
drug-gene contact was made in San
Francisca at the 62nd annuat mecting

The medical implications of Dr. So-
bell's work may be far-reaching. Ace
tinomycin's repressor-action on DN, as
revca]ed in the crystal model, might
explain why. actinomycin works as an
antitumor drug. However, the deug is
too toxic for lavish clinical control of
tumors, precisely becatsc of its strin-
gent action at the molccular Ievel. But

s " 1

now that  sci how

tics b the pwo units
would be severed. And the ‘director of
the Berkeley laboratory would report

. directly to the president of the univer-

sity rather than, as naw, to the chan-
cellor of UC at Berkeley, a

Doctorate oversupply

A new National Science Foundation
study on the supply of and demand for
doctoral scientists, projected to 1980,
indicates an even greater imbalance of
supply over demand fhan in, a’study
done two years ago. Over-all projections
show a supply of about 325,000 doc-
toral scientists in 138G—apainst an ex-
pected demand -for about 285,000. The
greatest imbal is, in enginecring,
with a d 40 percent pply.
Next greatest is in social sciences, with
a 20 percent oversupply. The life sci-
ences situation is somewhat better, »ith
a 9 pefcent oversupply predicted: Math-
ematics will see an oversupply 6f around
10 percent. Only in the physical scicnces
will supply and demand be essentially
in balance, . o

~

Oldest mummy.
Possibly the . oldest (5,000 years) in-
tact mummy,“éver found has been up-
enrthed in 4 tomb in Sakkara, 15 miles ~
southeast of Cairo. The ancient .court

actinomycin binds 1o bra, Dr. Sobell
beli they can probably hesi:
oew antjbiolics or drugs that would act.”
on tumor cells or viruses, but not on
cells, in the rest of the body.

icidn Nofre died in the sixth year
of the reign of King Nic Ossen-Ra. The
discovery was_called histogically and
scientifically myre impofiant than the
findings of the khamen tonib in
1923, . “ =]
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OF THE PROBLEM

A Statement by the UFO Subcommitles of the AIAA

e sy e

d basis. While

> ‘.I.J Tudis

To gain a fresh and objective per-
spective on the UFO problem, the
UFO Subcommittec of the AIAA,
from its inception in 1967, dectdcd 0

3 d talent, 1

lating practical mq:erimce. mllecling
hard information, sorting out the sig-
nal l'rom the nmsc. applying the best

place specific, well-defined
. to UFO experts of high scientific qual-
ifications but strongly divesgent views.
Surprisingly, the factual answers the

- Subcommittee obtained in a serics of

=y

interesting interviews were strikingly
“similar. Differences occurred in cer-
tain quantitative estimates and in the
degree of emphasis; but not in prin-
ciple.

Tt was at the next step where the
views began to diverge: subjective
judgment as to the scicntific signifi-

- cance of the problem and the need to
pursue and explore it. Obviously, such
opinion depends on the criteria applied

" by the individual, and much of the dis-
cord appears to be due 10 a lack of
analysis of these criteria, It is at this
stage where guesses and speculations
creep into the discussion and lcad to
ccnlmv::rsy.

In the opinion of the UFO Subcom-
mittee, such speculanons are cnur:ly

. and n is i
ly defensible at lhls point in time. This
applies specifically to statements that
the extraterrestrial hypothcsu
(“ETH™) is “the least probablc
“lhc least

ds, and writing and

edmng a report in less than two years.
To understand the Condon, rcporl.
which is difficult to read, due in part
to its organization, one must study the
bulk of the report. 1t is not enough to

“read summaries, such as those by Sul-

livan and by Condon, or summaries of
summaries, on which the vast majority
of readers and news media scem to
rely. There are differences in the opin-
tons and conclusions drawn by the au-
thors of the -various chapters, and
there are differences between these
and Condon’s summary. Not all con-
clusions contained in the report itsell
are fully reflected in Condon’s sum-
mary. For example the opticaf/radar
chapter contains the followifig state-
ment on the Lakenheath case (1956):

The apparently rational, intelligent behav-

ior of the UFO suggests a mechanical de-
vice of unknown origin as the most prob-
able explanation of this sighting. However,
in view of the inevitable fallibility of wit-
nesses, more conventional explanations of
this report cannot be entirely ruled out.

On Colorado Springs case (1967):

In view of the meteorological situatian, it

would scem that AP (anomalous propags- .

Fhau) was mhcr unlikely, Besides, what is

Acad ol' i Re-
view of the “Condon Report™; James
E. McDonald’s statements). There is
no scientific basis for assessing such
probabilitics at this time.

The Subcommittee was greatly per-
" urbed by the paucity of thorough sci-
entific and technological analysis ap-
plied to practically all-observations be-
- forg the Condon study. The few, often
. g cfforts by individ 1w
4 come to grips with this problem
should be viewed more from an aspccl
of “focusi; on the prot
rather than of solvmg it, since . there is
fittle doubt that it takes more than a
personal cffort to investigate fully a
problem of such complexity.

In the opinion of the committec, the ’

Colorade University study, *'Scientific
Study of Unidentified Flying Ob-
" jects,” (the “Condon Report,” Ban-
tam Books, New York, 1969) at this
time reprcents the most scientifically

blished on the
UFO prublcm. A\tacks directed
apainst the study seem to overlook the
almost insurmounlable difficnities

that an’ AP return would
appear only once and at that time appear
o excutc a p:rf:cx practice ILS approach.

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

". - . Scientists are no respecters of author-
ny Our conclusion that study of UFO re-
ports is not likely to advance science will
not be uncritically accepted by them. Nor
should it be, nor do we wish it to be. For
scientists, it is our hope that the detailed
analytical presentation of what we were
zble to do, and of what we were unable to
do, will assist them in deciding whether or
not they agree with our conclusions. Our
bape is that the details of this report will
belp other scientists in secing.what the

* problems are and the difficulties of coping

with them.

“If they agree with our conclusions, they
will turn umr valuable atteation and talents
elsewhere. If they d‘sagre:. it will be be-
cause our report has h ped them reach a
clear picture of wherein existing studies are
faulty or ml:ompl:l: and thereby will have
stimulat for more accurate studics.
If they do g:t such ideas and can formulate
them ‘clearly. we have no doubt that sup-
port will be forthcaming to carry on with
such cleacly defined, specilie studies. We
think that such ideas for work should be
suvpaned

e Th:r:l‘ore we think that all of the
agencies of the federal government, and the
pnvale fouanlmns as w:ll ought 10 bc

which a shogy
this type racmg g up the mﬁ@] a ong wnh oxh:rs submlu to u::m on

November 1970

an

we do not lhmk at present that anything

worthwhile is likely to come of such re-
search cach individual case ought 10, be

nrcfully considered on its owa merits.”™

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

Iun reviewing the material accumu-
1ated to date, the Subeommities found
an dingly low signal-1o-noise ra-
tio, as illustrated by the statistics of
the Air Force’s Project **Blucbaok™
quoted in the University of Colorado
study, which showed 3.3% unidentified

* abservations (253 out_of 7741 avail-

able at_that time®). This figure is
frequently disputed, but its order of
magnitude (5%) appears to be correct,
taking all available reports into ac-
count. The fact that the Condon study
itself arrives at a much higher per-
centage of unexplained cases—name-
ly. at about 30% (35 out of ll7)—|s
ily due to the p of
spccur ic tases for investigation. The
precise figure is hard to assess, for the
Condon report does not lend itsclf eas-
ily to this type of ﬂnalys:s. the same
cases being treated often in different
sections and under diffcrent identi- .
fcations. (*The final figures, according
to our information, appear to be 701
out of 12,618 or 5.5%.) "

. Tt has been vanously cstimated that
the reported cases, approximately
20,000, represent only 510 15% of the
total obscrvations, since most observ-
ers cither. do not g6 to the trauble of".
an official report or fear ridicule, In
turn, various polls suggest that 3 to
5% of the U.S. population claim to
have scen UFOs. It follows, then, that
the available reports which can be
classified as “unidentified™ represent a
very small percentage of all UFO
sightings on the onc hand, but not a
ncgligible number of observations on
the other.

It is interesting that, contrary to
public opinion, the estimated per-
ceatage of “hoaxes” is likewise small

]0!1!??9 @ggsgggm! Degxi
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while 15 10 20% in

tion d by McDonald is added

sufficient data. In other words, whal_

may appear to the untrained observer

as strange and uncxplainable is in

most cases known and explainable.
Taking all cv:dencc which has come
he Sub s ioninto ac-

to some of the cases. In fact, the Sub-

finds that the opposi con-
clusion could have been drawn from
its content, namely, that a pheaom-
enon wuh such a high ratio of unex-

fothe
count, we find it dij ﬂ'cuh 10 Ignarz du

lained cascs (about 30%) should
arousc sufficient scientific curiosity to

small rr.ndue of
which form th ‘ ’

core of the UFO ¢ p. They

inue its study. .
,The issue seems to boil down to the

represent only a small fraction of the
“unidentified” cases and are charac-
terized by both a high degree of credi-
bility and 2 high abnormili_\y
(“strangeness™ in Hynck’s terminolo-

gy). Allbcugh none of lhcm oﬂ':rs to

ur
by :ahbrated instruments- for per-
manent mspccmm. they are often
called “hard cases.”

The Subcommittee has tned to ex-
plore the nature of this hard-core resi-
due and found estimates to vary be-
tween 10 and scveral hundred cases,

depending in part on a subjective judg--

ment as to the criteria for a *“hard
case.” High credibility is g:nerally ac-

cepted for observations by ple in-

fon: Are we justified to extrap-
olate from 0.99 to 1.00, implying that
if 99% of all observallons can be ex-
plained, the remaining 1% could also
be explained; or do wé face a severe
problem of sigrial-to-noise ratio (order
of magmxude 1072
Ia the apinion of the Sub

origin of UFOQs, sinte there & not suf-

ficient scientific basix at s time to

take a posmon one way or another. i

However, in view of the ml’u_cy of our
scientific and technological kmowledge
(approximatcly one ccatury), the Sub-
committee would agree iwith this state-
ment by Condon: “We mext not as-
siime that we are capable of imagining
now the scope and extent of futute
technological developanent of our own

or any other civilization, and so we.

muyst guard apainst assuming that we
have any capacity to imagioc what a
moie advanced society would regard

as intelligent"conduce™ Oa the other
hand, we find no comvinring basis for
his

“It is safec toassume that

this question must be asked critically
and objectively in cach individuat tase.
In cases which do not fit the extrap-
olation alternative, the further quw
tion should be explored: “Do they cvi-
dence common attributes?” It appears
to the Subcommiitec that the Univer-
suy of Colorado group has made no

serious attempt in this direction.
If it is already difficult ‘fo reach a
on what ¢ i a hard

na ILE (intelligent. iifc elsewhere)
from outside of our soldr system bas
any possibility of visiting Farth in the

next 10,000 years.” (Whea does one-

start counting?) -

The guestion afises whmb« there is
a need at all to speculate on a specific
bypoxhesis. such as ETH, in order to.
decide ori the significance of a scien-
hf c problem, or whether azp known

- dependent witnesses of knpwn and re-

liable background or by multiple inde-

case, it appears cven more difficult 1o
f ind agreement on lhc advnsab’luy and

pendcnt sensing sysmms ported by

3\

P e of 1. As
d earlier, it is al this paint

or
both; high abnormahly or strangeness,
when no known ndtural phenomena
whatsoever stem to fit the observa-
tions. It is clear, then, that the hard-
core residue represents less than 1% of
the total available reports. -
Those used to working under cosi-
trolled laboratory conditions find it
difficult to consider scriously any ob-

where the controversy often becomes
heated beeause criteria for such assess-
ment are nat well-defined.

Earlier, Condon’s statement was
quoted that “clearly defined, specific
studics . . . should be considered and
supported.” In this connection he calls
attention to 'nmpoﬂam areas of at-

vcsllgalmg. We think it i, but we rec-
ognize at the same time that the UFO
problem may requize expensive tools
of technology. Therefose, the qiesii

. of cost, priority, and n:lahve.lmpor-

tance of this problem within the tota]
spectrur of research cannot be over-
looked. -

The UFO Subcommme: l'ecls that
the ETH, tantalizing though it may
be, should not be dragged iato this*
consideration as it introduces an unas-

heric optics,
and of elec-

Y

ble clement of sp ion; but the *

servation which is not " in
recorded form for quantitative in-
spection. As a matter of fact, they
mnkc this a critcrion for a “hard
case.” On the other hand, there are
those, including some members of this
Subcummxue:. familiar with the -
of h in the

tricity in which present knowledge is
quite incomplete. These topics came to
our attention in conncction with the
interpretation of some UFO feports,
but lhey are also of fundamental sci-
entific ml:r«st and théy are relevant
10 | bl relatéd to the

and uncontrotled laboratery of the at-
mosphere, who find this less of,a de-
terrent. They discover parallels be-
tween the UFO problem and certain
atmosplieric phenomena which fall in
the class of rare events. A rare cvent

improvement of safety of military and
civilian flying.™ .

The Subcoinmittee finds this state-
ment of the Condon rcport a better
criterion for support of UFQ-related
studies than the claim by some ETH

always involves at first a ion of
the reality of a qualitative observation.
Later, scientific investigation, usually
combining siatistics and physics, re-

solves this question one way or the

other.

Although the University of Colora-

do report deals only with a very small
fraction of the existing obseryaliunnl
material (less than 1%), it ochrs itsell

p that UFO 'h deserves
maximum support as long as there is a
ghost of a chance that UFQs aie ex-

Sub ittee also ly fecls that,
from 2 scientific ‘and :ngmccnng
slandpnml, itis unacec_ptab!e to sim-
ply ignore substantial numbers of
unexplained observatiens and to close
the book about them on the basis of

pr:mnlurc concluzlons. ‘

Thcre is an interesting puallcl b&
twee the history of the UFO problem
and the history of weather modi-
fication (“rainmaking™). Afer almost
20 years of taboo by the scientific
community, weather modification has

now achicved scientific recognition ,

due to the fact that some cotirageous,
high-caliber scientists entéred the are-
na. This has resulted in a revision of

traterrestrial vehicles, or the

“claim that proof for the ETH must be

provided before serious consideration
of the UFO problem is justified. Both
opinions strike the Subcommittee as
unwarranted.,
We have almady expressed, cur dxs-
with

the viewpoint of the National Acade-
my of Science, - -

The immediate question is how to
attack the UFO prablem without the
pitfalls of past attempts. There is little
doubt that the short-time, one-shot ap-*
proach of an ad hoc team is ncither

enough sub of the described

]. This is cs-

5Approved Fer Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP81 ROOSGOROOMOOQ;Q,QJ,L% Aeronassics

in natare is worth - -




.. Approved For Release 2001/04/02 :'CIA-RDP.B‘

R00560R000100010011-9

UFo

. BACKGROUND

At the suggestion of the AIAA management, the Tech-
" nical Commitleo on Atmospheric Environment and the

Technical Commitles on Space and Atmospheric Phys-

ics fointly formed a UFO Subcommittee in 1967.

The Subcommittee was asked to amive at an un-
blased assessment of the present situation and to serve
as a {ocal polat in the AIAA for questions regarding the

ing the Sub ittee, speclal

In
care was taken to Insure that none of its members was
committed one way or another on this issue.

In Its altempt to get to the heart of the matter, the
Subcommiltee naturally found the UFO problem com-
plicatéd and often buried in what appeared to be a

. maze of precom:eptlons. emnuons, blas, has!y conclu-
and

slons, and
The iltee soon

that It is much

too darly o expact a meaningful Interpretation of UFO

phenomena. Rather than enler the arena of specula-

tlon, It directed Its eflorls toward finding out whether

or not a sclentific problem exists at all. The acccom-
the

the Si

panying report

mittee took and the results It obtalned,

~ AIAA UFO SUBCOMMITTEE
Chalmnan: Joachim P. Kuettner
. © P A

—JPK

Natfonal Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Boulder, Cola.
Members: Jerold Bidwell
. Martin-Marietta, Denver, Colo.

Glenn A. Cato
TRW Systems, Redondo Beach, Callf.

Bemard N. Charles

Hughes Alrcraft, EI Segundo, Calif. -
Murray Dryer :
NOAA Rese: .
Howard D. Edwards . .
Geoargla Institute of Technology. Atlanta, Ga.
Paul MacCready Jr.
. Inc., Altad Callf.
- Andrew J, Masley :
McDonngll Douglas Missile & Space Systems, Santa Monlw. Calif.
. Robert Rados
- NASA Goddard Space Flight Center, Greenbal! Md.
: Donald M: Swingle -
U.S. Ay Elé C d, Fort h, NJ.
- - éecrelary: Vernon J. Zurlch
. NOAA Envi L

pecially true if the’study team ‘de-

mcndauon of the O'Brien committee
to neg multiple for

cides—as the University of Colorad:

*group did—to concentrate on current
rather than past.observations. As the
UFOQ statistics show, this results in the
devotion of precious time to in-
vestigating the noise, rather than the
signal. It was mentioned carlier that
the Colorado’ University study faced
formidable odds because of the short

continuing investigations had been fol-
lowed, this difficulty would perhaps
have been avoided. There is also little
hope 1o expect 2 solution of this ex-

by objec-

uvc mcans and on high-quality scien- *

tific analysis. This would eliminate the
difficult problem of witness credibility.
An economic and technically sound
approach involving available remote-
scnsing capabilities and certain soft-
ware changes will require some think-
ing on the side of the acrospace engi-
neering community. Proposa!s along

* this line are already in the hands of

also a rcadmess of govemment'

the Subcommittec. The financial sup-
port should be kept at a moderately
low level (It is estimated that a small
fraction of the costs of the Unjversity
of Colorado study would be required
initially) until recvatuation of the situ-
ation allows another assessment.
Without such an effort the controversy
can be expecied to sulfer further pol-
arization and confusion. .
The Subcommitiee fecls that 2
strictly scientific-technological view of
the UFO problem Icads to this con-
clusion and that, for a technical com-
mittee, there is no nced to stress the
public and social aspects of the UFO
controversy, which may have subsided
only temporarily.and will continue to
clamor for a more conclusive and con-
vincing answer. The, Subcommittee is
aware of several baoks on UFOs to be
published in the near futurc. What is
necded now is a moratorium in the
UFO di; ith an obj
wait-and-see attitude on the parl of
the scientific and engineering commu-
nity, the government, and the public.
The appmach recommended by this
committce reqmres not only the atten-
tion of the scientist and engineer, but

1.

to ider sound p in
this field without bias or fear of ridi-
cule and rcpercussmn—-or. as Condon

it, **on an un- .

pre]udmed basis." This perhaps is our
most important conclusion.

Finally, the Subcommiltec believes
the decision by the Air Force to di-

voree itself from the UFO problem *

should be completed by allowing the
files to be archived by a civilian
agency, cithcr goverament or univer-

. sity, after proper safeguards for the

tremely complex problem by the ef-

forts of a single individual,

The Subcommmcc secs the only.

protection’ of ‘witnesses and their
names as well as full dcclass:f cation
procedures.

This Subcommiltce inteads to pub-
lisk additional information on the
UFO problem in the AIAA journals
to give the members of AIAA an op-
portunity to form their own opinion,
This information will include typical

[ f lh: Hled **hard.
n::ldue and some polcnhal engineer-
hes to a sol of lhe

, duration A pepirary F&f R@mas@mmuzﬂ"cwRBPB*rRome‘Rammomooﬁ -9
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UFQs I Have Loved and Lost

Professor Condon conducled o
study of Unidentified Flying Objects,
. from' lote 1966 1o the summer of
1968, ot the request of tho U.S. Air
Forco. The full report has beon pub-
fished " under the title, "Scientific
Study of Unidentified Flylng Ob-
fecks,” in poperback by Banlom
Books, and in hordback by E. P, Dut-
ton and Ce. This arlicle is bosed on
a lalk presenfed before the Ameri
con Philosophicol Society fast April.

The author is professor of physics at 1‘

the University of Colorado.

Throughout human history men
have been scciug strange and terrifying
apparitions in the sky. The literature
dealing with such. a.pcncnccs is enor-
mous. The word * “spectre” is used
generically to describe phenomena of
this type. This word’s earliest use,
cited in the Oxford English Diction-
ary (OED), is in the title of a book by
Z. Jones published in 1605, “A Trea-
tise of Specters or straunge Sights, Vi-
sions and Apparitions appearing sensi-
bly unto men.” The word “spectrum™
is cited first in 1611 in a passage which
said, “Walsingham hath written of a
fatal Spectrum or Apparition . , .
-where sundry monsters of divers
colours . . . were seen.” Sixty years
later, Isaac Newton used the word to
describe his decomposition of sunlight
with a glass prism in these words,
“The Sunbeams . . . passing through a
glass prism to the opposite Wall, ex-
hibited there a Spectrum of divers
colours.”

From these two uses of the word
“spectrum® comes naturally the two
meanings which the OED gives for
the word “spectrology™: (1) The sci-
ence or study of spectres, and (2) The
scientific study of spectra. The OED
cites as an example of the first mean-
ing an 1820 quote from Washington
Trving's “Sketchbook™: “The gloom of
religious abstraction, and the wildness
of their situation . . . had flled their
imaginations with the frightful chi-
meras of witcheraft and spectrology.”
And of the second, an 1862 quote
from the *“American Journal of Sci-

6

ence”: “The attention of the French
scientific world is wholly fixed on spec-
trology, for thus do they designate the
experiment with the spectroscope of
Bunsen and Kirchhoff.”

I am the sccond man in human his-
tory to have written a book on spec-
trology in both of these two distinct
meanings. Donald Menzel was the
first.

FLYING SAUCERS

Modern interest in UFOs stems
mainly from the obscrvations of Ken-
ncth Amold, a Boisc, 1daho, business-
man on June 24, 1947. While flyiug
near Mt. Raihicr in Washington he
reported secing some objects skimming
along which he described in a manner
that led newspapermen to call them
“fying saucers.” Although not all ob-
jects later reported are saucer-shaped,
this term is often used generically, but
.the term UFO is preferable. The Air
Force studies anything seen flying in
the sky which might prcsent 2 defense
hazard, and thus has been concerned
with the thousands of reports of sight-
ings of UFOs that have come to them
in the nearly 22 years since this first
modern report.

From such study they concluded
Jong ago that no defense problem was
involved in these reports from the
public, The amount of attention which
the Air Force gave to the problem
after the first four or five years has
been minimal.

In the catly "50s the story of UFOs
began to appear in sensational pseudo-
science magazine. articles and paper-
back books. These have had a large
sale, The book by Frank Edwards,
“Flying Saucers—Serious Business,”
probably holds the record with more
than 1,300,000 copies sold. Several
other titles have sold more than 200,
000 copies. The so-called Condon re-
port was given an initial printing of

200,000 copies. In the last three years

40,000 school children have written
the Air Force asking for UFO data.
The principal source of the wide-
spread interest is the contention of
some writers that at least some of the

things seen may represent flying craft
from other civilizations, either else-
where in the solar system, ot even
from a planetary system associated
with some other star.

‘We must be’extremely careful about
our Innguagc Some UFOs may be
such visitors, it may be postulated, and
some writers go so far as to say that

- they actually are. To discover clear, un-

ambiguous evidence om this point
would be a scientific discovery of the
first magnitude, one which I would be
quite happy to make. We found no
such evidence, and so state in’our rc-
port. But it is not true to say that we
“proved that flying saucers do not
come from outer space.” All that ean
be said is that, of the cases we Jooked
into crcfully, we found no evidence in
suppost of the hypothcsis of their ex-
tra-teprestrial origin.

STUDY ADVISABLE

‘We concluded that it is not worth-
while to carry on a continuing study
of UFOs in the manner which has
been done thus far: that of going out
into the ficld to intervicw persons who
say they have seen something peculiar,
The difficulty about using objective
means of study lies in the rarity of the
apparitions, their short duration, and
the tendency of observers not to 1eport
their experience until long after it has
ended. When 2 known object is the
source of many reports, as in the case
of the Zond IV re-entry of March 3,
1968, there is extraordinary disagree-
ment among the descriptions of what
was scen by different obscrvers of the
same event. This result shows that no
great certainty attaches to the specific
details of any of the reports.

These difficulties Ied us to conclude
that it is quite unproductive of results
of scientific value to study UFOs in
the traditional manner. But, contrary
to popular belief, we do not rle out
all future study. We say: “Although
we conclude after nearly two years of
intensive study, that we do not sce any
fruitful Jines of advance from the study
of UFO rcpons, we bclmc that any

with q i and
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Al
credentials who docs come up with a
cleatly defined, specific proposal for
study should be supported.”

“This conclusion has been bitterly de-
nounced by the flying saucer buffs who
have been making money from sensa-
tional writing and lecturing to gullible
audiences, and coltecting dues from the

bership of their pseudo-sci

i< One prominent profes-
sor of atmospheric physics has been
giving speeches in which he ad
that the federal goverument spend on
UFO study amounts of money which
would “dwarf” that spent on the space

program.
. Even though nearly a year has gone
by since my work in this ficld ended, 1
continue 1o be astonished at the fervor
with which many people hold views
that are totally unsupported by objec-
tive evidence of any kind. Many peo-
ple scem quite jncapable of recogniz-
ing any distinction between what
might be so and what actually is so.
Some of these are chardatans, in my
opinion, who profess belief in order to
collect royalties from writing and fees
from lecturing. But others are deeply
sincere,

THE CULTISTS

‘We ran into many more interesting
cases than we could include in the re-
port, already criticized by many for
being too thick. There was a young
airman, second class, at an Air Force
base in New Mexico whose 19-year-old
wife died suddenly of a heart attack.
They were members of a flying saucer
cult which gathered around and de-
cided that the woman's spirit had gone
to Venus on a flying saucer, and that
she would want her body back when
she returned. So they wrapped it in a
sheet and stored it in a barn rather
than having it properly buried. The
police learned of this by a mysterious
postcard from a woman in Spokane,
Washington. At first they thought the
card was a hoax, but investigation
proved that the young woman’s body
had been by this time stored in that
barn for about three weeks. The young
airman had seen lots of flying saucers
but had not reported any of them, say-
ing: “I didn’t know the Air Force was
interested!”

. In the spring of 1967 1 was visited
several times by a well-mannered man
who clzsimed to be acting as agent for
the Third Universe {we are the First,

and the Second is inhabited by beings
that resemble polar bears, he said). He
said he was authorized to negotiate a
contract with the U.S. government by
which they would teach us to make
inter-stellar flying saucers for $3 bil-
lion, The first billion was to be paid
after a demonstration to government
officials at Duiles airport, the second
after 2 major national laboratory had
been built and our scientists and tech-
nologists had learned how to make fly-
ing savcers, and the third after they
had tmined our flight crews in inter-

stellar navigation. He was specific:

down to the point of naming the bank
in Adington, Virginia, where the $3
billion was to be deposited.

He wanted me, in the intetim, to
pay him $3,000 as “‘earncst money” to
be deposited in a particular bank in
Western Colorado to the account of
his organization, which was called the
“Omnific Intelligence Continuum.”
Inquiry to that bonk revealed that
there teally was such an account.
Asked the size of the account the

banker cautiously said, “Small sums go
in and out,” Asked about membership
of the organization the banker told
me, “So far as I know Mr. X is the
only member.” Since part of Mr. X's
story is thus verified, ought we now to
believe everything he tells us?

REAL OR PSEUDO-SCIENCE

‘The most vivid lesson that I learned

from such experiences is what a mar-
10w, wobbly line there is between real
science and- pseudo-science. So far as
the public is concemed most of the
science which they know about they
do not understand. Very few people
can state clearly the grounds for belief
that the Earth goes around the Sun,
rather than vice versa, or for that mat-
ter, for our belief that the Earth is a
“ball rather than flat. Coming te more
modern instances, who among the
many investors in the profitable semi-
conductor industries have the slightest
idea how a transistor works really?

In the given circumstances most of
the scientific ideas that ate accepted
by the public are accepted entirely on
faith. To most people, completely
ladking any basic understanding of un-
derlying principles, the proposition
that the configuration of the planets
and stars at the time of our birth de-
termines the course of events in our
lives, seems no more unlikely or pre-
posterous than many of the well-estab-
lisheq, tmths of science which they do
accept without undesstanding them.
There are some 10,000 astralogers in
America who make their living practic-
ing astrology and only about 2,000
astronomers who live by practicing as-
tronomy. I celestial matters were de-
cided d ically by the
of both professions lumped together,
then the “real” astronomers. would al-
ways end up as a depressed minority.

Flying saucers and astrology are not
the only pscudo-sciences which have a
considerable  following among us.
There used to be spiritualism, there
continues to be extrasensory percep-
tion, psychokinesis, and a host of oth-
ers. Hanson W. Baldwin in the “New
York Times” has told how the Ma-
tines at Camp Pendleton are trained
for Vietnam in the use of dowsers
made of bent wire coathangers as a
means of locating tunnels and other

underground works of the Viet Cong.
Recently a visitor from a Navy re-
search installation told me that some
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adminals had purchased from an' in-
ventor, a wholly worthless invention
which it was claimed could detect sub-
-merged submarines by a radarlike re-
Bection of clectromagnetic waves. This
could not possibly work because of the
conductivity of sea water, and it did
not work when expensively tested. A
test had to be made to satisfy the ad-
minals and certain congressmen. A
Russian spy in the same Navy labora-
tory got hald of the invention and our
test results and sent them to Russia,
The Russians did more work on the
invention. Although they understood
at once that it must be foolish, they
thought they might be wrong because
the Americans had spent so much
time and money studying this crackpot
invention. We know about this be-
cause an American spy in their labor-”
tory sent to us the story of their work,

These and many other examples
that could be given show that we have
failed rather miserably to give even to
so-called educated people somic feeling
for the way in which science investi-
gates a subject, and the way in which

MARGARET MEAD

Public Policy

and Behavioral Science

I am testifying out of long experi-
ence in the application of anthropol-
ogy to contemporary national and in-
ternational problems. During World
War I, I worked within the context
of the National Research Council on
problems of nutrition, national morale,
civilian defense, and eross national
communication with Great Britain, I
was one of the group that developed
anthropological work on ¢ul ata

scientists subject their ot tional
material to critical evaluation before
reaching conclusions. The thing that
most people are least able to do is to
refrain from drawing conclusions when
there is not enough evidence at hand
to warrant drawing conclusions.

In ancient times, the future was
foretold in many ways that have gone
out of favor, such as by examining the
entrails of sacrificed animals, or basing
omens on the study of the flight of
Hocks of birds. (Cicero practiced this
Iatter method.) Before you smile, bear
in mind that these views have never
really had as much scientific study as
have the UFO reports. Pethaps we
meed a National Magic Agency to
make 2 large and expensive study of 21l
these matters, including the future sci-
entific study of UFOs, if any.

Where coruption of ~children’s
minds is at stake, 1 do not believe in
freedom of the press or freedom of
speech, In my view, publishers who
publish or teachers who teach any of

dist: tably G iy and Japan
—and after World War 1I, I partici-
-pated in and dirccted a series of studies
on behalf of the Office of Naval Re-
scarch, Rand and MIT, including
studies on the Soviet Union, China
and France. These were interdiscipli-
nary team activities (summarized in
“The Anthropology of Human Con-
Hict,” Mead and Metraux in “The Na-
ture of Human Conflict,” edited by
Elton B, McNeil, Preatice Hall, Inc.
1965). Since 1952 I have devoted my-
self to the study of technical assist

Physical scientigs hove baen vocal
ond highly inflventicf in Washington
in tha sheping of public policy on a
number of fronis since the end of
World War II. But what hos become
of the influence of behavioral scien-
tists in Congress and on Copitol Hill?
Margaret Mead discusses the ques-
Hon in this excerpt from her testimony
befora the U.S. Sencfo Foreign Re-
lations Commilice June 20, 1969 In

s hearing on the psychological as-
pects of public policy. Dr. Mead is
Curator of Eihnology of the Amerk
can Museum of Natural History and
Adjuncl Professor of Anthropalogy of
Columbla Universily.

mination of specific policies within the
armed forces and within the nation,
from the prediction of how Japan
would respond to our treatment of the
Emperor, to a clarification of relation-

and political implications of culture
Fb:ngc, education, cross national and
international order and control of war-
re, pop control, i)
tal control, urbanization, eross ideo-
logical communication, and recently to
the world wide implications of the
gencration gap. '
I am here to discuss the possible
contributions that the behavioral sci-

ships T the United States and
our principal allies, to an flumination
of the ambiguities in the responses of
the various occupied countrics to prob-
lems of civilian monle, to the main-
tenance of the health of the nation, to
an unprecedented mobilization of our
industrial resources, and to a deploy-
ment of resources in post war rehabili-
tation of d badly wounded world.

ences together, and anthropology in_
particular, can contribute to national

the pseud as

truth should, on being found y
be publicly horsnvhippid, and t%‘:i]v?r
banned from fusther activity in these
usually honorable professions. Truth
and children’s minds arc toa precious
for us to allow them to be abused by
charlatans, ’

8

and § 1 affairs,

Duting Wordd War 11 we made a
fine start in the utilization of this
group of young sciences on a whole
series of problems manging from ob-
taining a better understanding of the.

ional cult of our opp )
our allies and ourselves, to the deter-

These were plished un-
der a set of conditions which can be
clearly specified: a state of prepared
ness, mobilization and post war activ-
ity made possible by almost total com-
mitment to 2 war which could be seen
as 2 moral effort against almost over-
whelming power and risk; awillingness
of the community of behavioral scien-
tists to give unstintingly of time and
ctfort, within and without government,

.
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SCIENCE

Beings from Outer Space—Corporeal and Spiritual

Since World War 1I, concern with UFQ's from outer space, controlled
by intelligent bemg:, bears much resemblance to concern with the

swlled hysical p .of psychic h after World War L
Spiritualisti dj Jaimed they conld prod of objects
by supernormal forces, including the p dncti of )¢ emana-

tions from their bodies. Today this nonsense is pretty much forgotten
but these manifestations reverberated in the press during the 1920's
and 1930’ and were regarded by many as proof of communication with
beings from another world in the form of spirits of deceased persons.

Belicf in this sort of thing involved many p ional people includi
some distinguished scientists, dergymen, pbysu:lans, wn!em, and men
of affairs, and the psychic sup-

porting papers of a pseudoscientific nature,
A famous casc was that of 2 Boston medium in the 1920’s, who had
2 wide following. She was the wife of an surgeon and claimed
communication with her dead brother. The old Scienfific American
magazine had oﬂemd a pnm of $5000 to nnyone who conld demonstrate
p mal p to a committee of its choosing. At her
request, she was mve:ngated in 1924 by this committee, composed of
several Harvard and MIT professors along with Harry Houdini, I.he
i The d that evid for her sup
powers was inconclusive, nlthough Houdini denounced her as fraud-
ulent, Foljowing wide press publicity, a group at Harvard, of which I
was one, later investigated her in_a series_of seances,_in. the psychological
Iaboratories and found not only that the phenomena were due to trickery,
but also how the tricks were done. Our findings, published in an article
by mc in the Atlantic Monthly of November 1925, resulted in violent
and d i of us in pubbshed pamphlr.ts and
press by her foll Our d her p i
and she gnined more adhereats. She was skxllful in modifying hcr mode
of operation, depending upon the gullibility of her audience and other
circumstances, On several subsequent occasions she was also exposed
by other scientists, but at no time until her death did she lose a
ishir cm‘leof’ d bel
The bnsxc difficulty 1 in any ig of ph such
as those of psychic rescarch-or of UFO’s is that it is impossible for
science ever to prove a umiversal ncgntive. There will bo cases which
remnm unexplained because of lack of data, lack of repeatability, false
porting, wishful thinkis deluded observers, rumors, lies, and fraud,
A residue of unexplained cases is not a justification for mnunmng an
igation after overwhel id has disposed of & h
of supernormality, such as beingz from outer space or cnmmumcanons
from the dead Unexplained cases are simply unexplained. They can
never id for any hesis. Science deals with prob-
abilities, and the Condon i ',_' adds iy dditional weight
to the already overwhelming improbability of visits by UFO's guided
by intelligent beings. The Condon report rightly points out that further
investigations of UFO’s will be wasteful, In time we may expect that

.. UFO visitors from outér space will be forgotten, just as ectoplasm as

evidence for communication with the dead is now forgotten. We may
also anticipate, however, that many present believers will continue to
belicve for their own psychological reasons, which have nothing (o do
wnh science and the rules of evi —] HOAGLAND, F

Foundation for Exp ! Biology, and Member,
AAAS erd of Dlreclor:
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Asgues that DoD pressure for fig-
ures on Sovie? military outlays and
their economic impact has brought
a spurious response.

ECONOMIC INTELLIGENCE IN DEFENSE
PLANNING*
Clyde C. Wooten

In the last few years new requirements for Intelligence data on
costs of present and future Soviet forces and for analysis of the Soviet
economic potential with respect to supporting expensive weapon
systems have been expressed:

o I belicve that It is essential that all -umnh:: of Sovist force lavels
be xequlred to meet ble tests of 1l This means
that NIEs should include cost cstimates and overall budgetary impllmﬁnm
of the estimated forces. It would be very mcful to me to know how the
Saviets are allocating their military expendil

—Secretary McNamara to lhn DCI, 13 February 1863

‘Wo need estimates of costs . . . for several yeasons. Finst, it is very uscful
for top level planners working on the problem of shaping the US defenss
program to know whero the Soviets ara patting their money. . . . Neat,
costs to the Soviets give us some indication of the likelihood of certain
changes. For example, it Is important to know what the Sovist defenss
budget Is as a percentage of gross national product. And, it is also very
vseful to have some fecling for the marginal costs to them of various
changes in thelr programs. . . .

—Dr. Alain Enthoven, 25 July 1863

1t is of course obvious that economic feasibility is an important
constraint on the development of military capabilities. It is one
thing, however, to recognizo that there are limitations on Soviet eco-
nomic capability to maintain modern armed forces and quite another
to measure that capability for the purposc of testing the feasibility
of particular force levels. Or put another way, can stralns" in the

Soviet y caused by ad d | weapon progr be ively

d and the d in a useful way to solution

] of U.S. defense planning problcms? The purpose of this paper is to

i *This is the cditors” d. of n more prok study by the
suthor which is available on reguest.
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examine this question and a broader one implied by the new DoD
requirements for cconomic intelligence: Given the kind of data avail-
able to the economic analyst, what kind of response is it feasible for
him to make?

In order to comply with the DoD requests? it is necessary for
intelligence to develop estimates of:

1, Current Soviet military expenditure allocations within the current
GNP.

2. The cost of Soviet forces by mission, including with respect to
advanced systems the current and future expenditures for both present
and future systems (i.c., present operations and mai costs,
cwrent jnvestment for present and future inventories, current R&D
costs for future systems),

3. The Soviet GNP growth rate or some other measurement of
economic capebility to support defense expenditures, projected s fax
as the estimates to be tested are projected.

Allocation of Expenditures

The Soviet military budget is publicly a one-line item, a single
figure for all military outlays each year. Its interpretation and break-
down, a job for economic intelligence, is not simplified by the Sovict
practice of hiding increments to it elsewhere, much as we hide the
CIA budget.

Figure 1 shows how this overtly budgeted has d
with actual expenditures as estimated by intelligence and with US.
obligational authority for def There is iderable

uncertainty associated with the estimated Soviet expenditures, not only
present and future but also past, as we shell see. But accepting these
figures, we see they give little warrant for extrapolating into the future
on the basis of trend. This is as we might éxpect; military budgets
are a product of cumpromme among contrary influences and subject to
ingly unpredictable fl We are theref: bably not
justified in relying on trend enclysis s a technique for estimating
future military expenditurcs and the economic limitations on them.
A considerable amount of analytical ingenuity has been demon-
strated in tracking down the hidden increments of the Soviet military
budget. Data on industrial production have been analyzed to iden-

‘Cited and discussed in groater detall In W. E. Seldel's “Inteligenco for
Defenso Planning,” Studies VIII 2, p. 10f.
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tify defense production, largely by a residual method, identifying
components which are not defense programs in order to isolate what
may be attributed to defense, There are a number of diffculties
with the residuals approach, but the most important one is that the
resulting figures give little insight into the mission breakdown of the
military expenditures. Such a breakdown has been made an im-
portant objective for cconomic intelligence, which therefore requires
resort to an ive effort at synthesizing Soviet military costs, in
particular costs of Soviet weapon systems.

Sovlet Cosis

Meaningful analysis of expenditures requires, first, data on prices
and guantities, and second, relationships between these and other
prices and quantitles. Neither of these conditions is fulfilled by data
directly available on Soviet military expenditures.

First let us speak of Soviet prices, While it is an oversimplification
to say that prices in the Soviet Union are what someone says they are,
they bear no regular rational internal relationship which could form a
basis for extrapolation. Because the USSR is & controlled and
rationed economy, prices are not a reflection of buyers and scllers”
independent choice in a free market. Ruble costs have no necessary
relationship to real costs. The variations between the two have been
indirectly and approximately expressed by intelligence (and clsewhere)
in terms of divergent ruble-dollar relationships? It may be added
that therc is some divergence among estimates of these divergent
relationships. We shall return to this matter; but for the moment it
is necessary only to note that a ruble is not a ruble in the same sense
that a dollar is a dollar.

This circumstance poses the first of two dificulties in the costing of
Sovict military forces. Because Soviet costs derived from Soviet
prices and quantities are not a true reflection of real costs, it is quite
hard to make simple comparisons between the costs of different
elements of the Sovict forces (either investment costs or, even more
difficult, total cost of operations, maintenance, research and develop-
ment, test and evaluation, etc.), OFf course the difficulty is multiplied
when onc attempts to compare U.S. and Soviet military costs, But
precisely this kind of comparison has to be made in order to estimate

* Sec, for example, the discussion in Alan B. Smith's “Costing Nuclear Programs™
on p. 34 of this fssue, especially footnote 7.

the cost of Soviet clements in the first place, Here arises the second
and mors serfous costing difficulty.

Inasmuch as very little Soviet military cost data is directly available,
it is necessary to synthesize the Soviet costs by estimating the cost-
generating characteristics of the Soviet forces, assigning prices to
individual el and ing the costs of the required numbers.
The long and short of this is that intelligence cannot develop the costs
from economic data available from the Soviet Union. “All attempts
to calculate the costs of Soviet forces™ have depended “upen basic
cost factors derived from U.S. data”3

The costing is thus done primarily by analogy: a weapon system is
costed as if it were produced in the United States by U.S. technology
and methods and with,U.S. personnel. Tor the sake of comparability
the U.S. systems closest to those of the Soviets are used and =re
modified to allow for known differences. Where possible, Soviet
factors such as Soviet labor prices in rubles are used, though this
d homog units, rubles and dollars.

How good are these costs? Since the costing is by analogy with
U.S. practice, it will be useful to inquire how good U.S. costing is.

int

U.S. Costs

The cost of advanced weapon systems has been increasing rapidly
in the United States. Dr. Harold Brown has illustrated this point by
comparing the fly-away cost of the World War II FOF, $9 per pound,
with that of the F4B, to be over $74 per pound.4 The reasons usually
advanced for the increase arc a greatly increased sophistication in
weapon system components and the increased cost of materials and
highly skilled Inbor. It is well known that there are other factors; wo
shall mention three.

The first is inherent in the way the business is done in the United
States, and more particulurly in the defense industry. Suppose there
is a design competition for a new weapon system. Two or moro
companies may carry out very extensive and expensive R&D efforts,
often involving the same general technology. It is not unk for
such competitions to become quite protracted, with resubmissions

E, D. Brunncr, ‘Sovist Air Armaments and Their Costs, 1846-1981 (Santa
Monica, Calif The Rand Corporation, RM-3508-PR (Secret RD), May
1963), p. 1.

¢Statement beforo n meeting of tho Institutc of Aeronautics and Astronautics
in Washington, D.C., 23 September 1884,
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required. Each competitor must demonstrate competence, in terms
of personnel and facilitics, to proceed with the contract after it is

ded. Only one company ultimately wins the contract, The loser
or losers may be reimbursed under terms of the development contract
for part of their cxpenses, in which case this adds to current R&D
costs. Morc usually, the company absorbs the loss, expecting to make
it up through profits on other defense contraets, so that the apparent
costs of succceding systems are increased. There are advantages to
this way of doing business, but saving money is not one of them,

A second factor is inefficiency in R&D. There is a dearth of data
on this subject, for und dabl 3 panies are not likely
to advertise their incflciencies. But efficiency is likely to be of a
different order when limitations on funds require heavy emphasis on

y and reli on the ingenuity of project leadership and per-
sonal incentives, ns against the conventional U.S. R&D practices, with
ot ing, cmphasis on e ion. dotailed
conbf:ﬂ of lower echelons, cte.
Rocent rescarch by Arnold C. Cooper # on the cost of civilian product
develop disclosed no investigations into relative cliciency among
companies of different size, but on the basis of an “introductory ex-
ploration” he hypothesized that *, . . large companies tend to spend

b jally morc to develop particular products than do small firms.”
In interviews with managers he found that most think a large com-
pany “spends from 3 to 10 times as much as a small one to develop
 particular product.” In a case study of a small and a large firm
developing 2 protcctive coating for similar products, the small one
carried out a 12-month part-time project cstimated to cost $1,400, while

the larger's project lasted 38 months and ran $11,000 in direct costs.

Cooper is carcful to rostrict his conclusions to R&D, avolding any
suggestion that small companics are more efficient in production
activity. But it is the very large R&D costs in the U.S. missile and
space ficld, rather more than production cests, that have created a
view here that heavy expenditures are required for substantial prog-
ress, especiaily in the light of competition with the USSR. Such R&D
nctivities arc non-standard and difficult to contral, thereby lending
themselves to rat-hole cxpenditures and enterprises.

*#Arnald C. Cooper “R&D is Moro Efficiont in Small Companics,” Harvard
Business Review, May-June 1084, pp. 75-83. This article was drawn to my
attention by Tom Clennan of the Rand Corporation.

A third factor which pyramids costs is competition for labor and
materials. The missile and space industry in the United States has
over the past few years becn its own worst competitor for talent,
When projects proliferite, new investment in facilities is required,
In & competitive economy the pricing system is the mechanism for
gaining priority in personnel recruitment, capital investment, and
resource sllocation. Thercfore unit costs arc higher on priority
projects.

Implications for Analog Costing

The relative tightness of the Soviet economy suggests that Soviet
R&D is not likely to share the rich man’s results-count-more-than-the-
money attitude. The Soviet design-team approach lends itself to in-
temnal communication and continuity in technology. It has been noted
by intelligence that Soviet design goals are usually more modest, less
prone to press the state-of-thc-art, less likely to incorporato cost-
multiplying modifications after series production has begun, then in
US. practice. Priority scems to be arranged through direct allocation
of resourccs—men, facilitics, materinl—rather then by price adjust-
ment.  There are, of course, disadvantages to this way of operating,
but it scems cconomical in terms of costs on high priority programs.
All this would suggest that we have a tenuous basis for analog costing.

Before we turn to future pon sy a rather imp im-
plication of analog costing of current forces needs to be made explicit.
Costs devcloped by the analog mcthod depend not only on what is
costed (unit costs) but on how much is costed (systems costs), “The
reasonablencss of the results depends, to a large extent, upon the
validity of the order-of-battle cstimates.”S But the objective in cost-
ing was to validate and sct cconomic limits on the order of hattle,
If the validity of the cost cstimates depends upon validity of the
order of battle, how can the order of battle bo validated by the cost
estimatesp?

Let us now consider estimating future costs, The question of future
technology is immediately raiscd, There is of coursc great intrinsic
uncertainty in projecting technology into the future, whether in foreign

*E. D, Brusnez, op. cit., p. 1.

"Tha objection that costs so derived mny bo measured ogainst economi
capabilities wil be met below. Y ¢
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or domestic, militery or civilien epplication, Charles J. Hitch, DoD
Comptroller 1861-1965, has observed:

+ + « the most important thing to understand ebout R and D {s the dominant
role played by uncestalnty. . . . Predictions by “experts” of the sesults or
usefulness of particular R and D profscts are highly unreliable. . . . De-
ents almost always take longer and cost more than predicted (by
factors of 2 to BO), . . . most fall in whols or in part , , ., In addition
to technological uncertainty, R and D shares with other kinds of time-
consuming investment what is called eavh 1] 1
about the kind of new product that will be saleabls or useful in the unknown
environment of the future years in which it will bo availabla®

The matter of military R&D and system cost prediction has received
e considerable amount of study becavse of glaring mistakes in cost
estimates iated with U.S. weapon system proposals. It has been
found that estimates of total system costs made early in a development
program may be Icss than the estimate made when the system is veady
to be introduced into the active inventory by & ratio of 15, 2, 3 or even
higher. Studies indicate that a primery and overriding cause for
underestimating U.S. weapon system costs has been the tendency to
change performance ch istics or the conf] jon of sy
after the cost esth have been completed.?

In the use of highly uncertain data for purposes of comparative
analysis or evaluation, it is desirable that the uncertainties be of the
same order or atherwise comparable. It may then be possible, in a
very vough or crude way, to “factor out” such uncertainties on the
basis of their comparability, Perhaps enough has been said to suggest
that methods used in costing Soviet military forces may not yield the
required comparability ‘with U.S, costs. The estimated costs of Soviet
forces so derived may thus not express the true cost relationships,
either internally or with respect to those of U.S. forces, implied by
the manner in which they are presented in intelligence estimates,
This possibility may be enhanced by the problem of ruble-dollar
conversion.

* Chales Hitch, The Ch of h and Develog in a Comp
Economy (Santa Monica, California: The Rand Corporation, P-1207, 13 May
1858), p. 4.

*G. H. Fisher, A Discussion of Uncertainty in Cost Analysis, RM-3071-FR,
The Rand Corporation, April 1062, p. 5 et pasim. A study of 12 DoD weapon
programs made in DoD some timo ngo revealed that they were undesbid by a
factor of 3.4.

The Ruble-Dollar Problem

Let us suppose that after some difficulty in arriving at a reliable
cost estimate for a Soviet weapon system (and knowing that it is
reliable), we have in hand such an estimate expressed in dollars (or
paxtly in dollars). The next problem is to convert the dollars into
subles. Although there are a number of bad ways to do this, there
is no completcly satisfactory way, There is vo single conversion
factor by any method of caleulation (except of course the Moscow-
pegged exchange rate), and all methods of calenlation have difficul-
tes® The way this has been done in costing Soviet forces, and
indeed the most nearly satisfactory way, is to relate elements of the
military costs to Soviet economic sectors for which ruble-dollar ratios
have been blished and to pute ruble costs by use of these
ratios.

The spme problem in reverse cannot of course be avoided in inter-
preting the cconomic meaning of the aggregated costs derived through
conversion factors, If they are summed and related to costs calculated
for previous Soviet defense budgets, we run into the problems we
have discussed in costing methodology, costing uncertainty, determi-
nation of how and when costs are incurred,’* real costs, ete. It is
quite dificult to draw simple, accurate, and useful inferences from
comparing such costs, say costs of Soviet general-purpose forces with
those of strategic offensive forces or with datz on other economic
sectors, not to mention U.S, costs of similar forces.

Cost-Effactiveness Comparison

Finally, therc is a perplexing problem 25 to how to compare U.S.
and Soviet forces in terms of costs and effectiveness by any system
of analysis when their relative composition, sophistication of equip-
ment, relative austerity, and requirements for support are so different,
Secretary McNamara has inquired “whether the Soviet militery estab-

®Seo Hush V. Greenslade, “Rubles vs. Dollars,” Studtes VI 1, p. 1-11, for o
succinet explanation of the problem of ruble-doll lationships in
with the comparison of U.S. and USSR GNPs.

* The fact that in 1965 {t was discovered that Afrframe Plant No. 30 at Moscow
Central Atifield had been producing MIG 21/FISHBED aireraft since about 1980,
together with the fact that not cnough Infarmation is available to establish
production 7ate, s illustrative of the degree to which distribution of costs,
Including distribution in Hme, must be based on assumptions,
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lishment hos certain expenditure patterns which, as compared to our
awn, provide more military capability for the same cost.” 2

Intelligence has long remarked that the Soviets tolerate crude work-
p where technical I is not required. In the frst
Soviet-produced jet engine the turbine blades were well made but
other workmanship was inferior by U.S. standards. In Soviet systems
the instrumentation and auxiliary equipment also tead to be simpler
than in the U.S, equivalents. Their space vebicles, although larger,
are believed to be simpler than ours. Because they are larger they
also avoid the costs of miniaturization and associated problems of
quality control and reliability.

1t is well known that the Soviets have standards of nusterity in
military forces different from ours, Probably less well understood is
that they also have different needs for supporting forces and facilitles.
As the most obvious illustration of this, Soviet general-purpose forces
are for the most part depluyed in Soviet border areas or in proximity

i

to the homeland a sul ial portion of U.S, general-purpose
forces are deployed at great distances from the continental United
States. This implics substantial diff in support requi

g
of all kinds, In short, the Soviet military problem is not symmetrical
with the U.S, military problem, and this asymmetry has implications
beyond the costs of differing mixes of combat arms.

These two differences—in standards of austerity and in require-
ments for support forces and facilities—are in some degree comple-
mentary, as suggested by Major General Deane, the senior U.S. mili-
tary representative in Russio during much of World War II, in his
deseription of a trip to the Soviet front after the Battle of Vilna:

On the following day we were Brst driven to the headquarters of the Fifth
Army, which was about fifteen miles west of Vilna. Colonel General Krylov
was in command and he received us with his entirs staff. Jt was certainly
a far ory from the Amerean conception of an Army headquartess.
entire staff consisted of fifteen to twenty officers who lived and worked in
a few smell troflers scattered through the woods. There was one huge
hospital tent, well camouflaged, which served both as g conference room
and ss & headquarters mess. Some offices had stenographers at work, but
most of them d!d not. We could not help but think of the enormous in-
stallation and oll the office space and facilitles found at an American Ammy
headquarters. It highlighted some very different concepts in our methods
of operating. . . .

3 Memorandum 12 Jant 1963 to the Joint Chiefs,
uary
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Of course the Russian problem was considerably different from ows. In
the matter of supply they had only one theater to cousider as oppased to
the many all over the world in which we were fighting. Thelr supply
Hnes were confined to an east and west roil and road net, wherens ours
extended back across the ocean. To them a supply deficlency meant a
few days’ delay, whereas we had to wait for the availability of convoys.
In the matter of personnel all Russia’s manpower was close at hand, and
her willingness to accept losses allowed the Red army to rcly on sheer
force of numbers rather than careful planning in order to achieve objectives
with the least Joss of life. In the matter of training Russia had the advantage
of an ograrfian population already hardened and for whom the rigors of
battle were littls more severc than the rigors of peaco. Post Exchanges,
United Service Organizations, doughnut wagons and other morale agencies
which call for overhead were unheard of

This, from the Russian point of view, was a successful army which
had accomplished everything necessary to win a great victory. The
Russians possibly still carry something of this image in their minds
as they build new military capabilitics in 2 new era. 'What this means
in terms of combat capability has not been tested.

Let us review what we have covered. We know that the Soviets
have important resource allocation problems. Military expenditures
can be made only at the sacrifice of other desiderata competing for
the same resources. But the problem of ing ints on
such expenditures, we have found, runs into 2 number of conceptual
and technical problems having to do with erratic trends in military
budgets, insbility to derive mission breskdown from Soviet budget
fgures, methodology of estimating costs, translation of costs into
rubles, and forming judgments about them in the framework of the
Soviet economy.

1t takes & certain optimism to expect intelligence to be able to cost
weapon systems which cannot be described in detailed cost-generating
terms, to do it by methods which have proved to be quite uncertain,
to arrive at dollar costs and translate these into ruble costs without &

isfactory methodology, and to extrapolate all this, by any methed,
into an uncertain future—perhaps five or seven or ten years—and
arrive at system and force costs which have eny useful precision. Or
whose precision can be guessed.

After the costs have been derived, they must be related to some-
thing which serves as a gauge of the “strain” they cngender in the
economy or o measure of cconomic feasibility, They must be meas-

"zlluhnf Russell Deans, The Strange Alliance (Ncw York: Viking Press, 1047),
p. 210 £
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ured against some such standard as GNP growth projected into the
future, or in terms of the sacrifics they would require in some other
Soviet objective, such as investment for GNP growth. The most
impressive effort to date to assess the impact of future Soviet military
expenditures has in fact adopted the Iatter standard. Let us now
examine the attempt to make such assessments in practice.

The Intelligence Effort

The forces postulated in “Intelligence Assumptions for Planning”
have been costed and found feasible and ble from an 1
point of vicw. The forces listed in “Alternative Ten Year Profections
of Soviet Military Forces,” a group of documents produced by a CIA/
DIA Joint Analysis Group,'* have been costed and described as
feasible, The most impressive and comprehensive effort to date, how-
ever, is the report "Soviet Defense Expenditures and Their Economic
Impact Through 1870,” ®

Inasmuch as this latter document is the first attempt to go beyond
simply costing Soviet forces and declaring them feasible,'® it is
important to scrutinize its methods?* and results, Its ultimate meas-
urement of the cost of estimated future Soviet forces is in terms of
sacrifice in economic growth, How good is our understanding of
economic growth?

Intuitively, there can be no question that competing expenditure
programs have an influence on economic growth, and growth on
expenditurc programs. How much is another matter. In 1664 the
intelligence community, noting that “new extensions of Seviet eco-
nomic assistance to 25 non-bloc countries . . . fell to a low of $77 mil-
Tion in 1962 and did not exceed $200 million in 1963, declared, “This
marked decline cannot, of course, be attributed solely to a resource
squecze within the USSR but has almost certainly been reinforced
by the domestic competition for i ingly scarce and by
the overall slowdown in Soviet fc growth. .. Economic aid to

#The establishment of this group was discussed by W, E. Scidel in his asticle
“Intelligence for Defense Planning,” loc. cit,

*CJA/RR MR 64.1, dated December 1064,

¥ No forces otherwise cstimated by the intelligence community as feasible have
yet been declared infeasible on the basls of intelligence cost analysis,

* Parts of the methodology are informally d d by George Ecklund in his
“Guns ar Butter Problems of the Cold War,” Studles IX 4, p. 1 ff.
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nonbloc countries is unlikely to recover the momentum of earlier
ears.”

But in 1965 it had to acknowledge that “the hiatus in Soviet exten-
sfon of economic aid to less developed countries of the Free World
was ended as new credits rosc . . . [to] some $800 million. during
1964 . . . ‘The rate of expenditure has been rising rapidly.” And
the dour outlook for the Soviet economy of 1964, with “chronic mis-
management,” “programs too ambitious for available resources,” and
an economy “too large, too cumbersomely managed, and too complex
to change gears overnight” became rapidly more cheerful

Another example suggests the depth of our understanding of growth
in the Soviet economy.®* On January 10, 1984, the New York Times
reported that <, . . the once impressive 8 percent annual economic
growth rate of the Soviet Union had slipped to 2.5 percent in the last
two years . . " This news & ilable through an unprece-
dented CIA statement to the press following a s fon of i
grain purchases by the Soviet Union, It was grected with satisfacti
by the press but suffered a mixed reception among U.S. and British
academic specialists on the Soviet economy.

To quite a of the specialists, the said both too
much and too little. A central problem was the role played by Soviet
agriculture in the economic downturn. Part of the commentary in-
volved more arithmetic than economics. The agricultural sector has
been counted as 25 to 33 percent of Soviet GNP, depending on the
omission or inclusion of a land rent, adjf 1 With ive crop
failures resulting in 2 severc depression of so large a sector of the
economy, ono might expect the GNP to drop severely. Then it might
riss even morc dramatically with a good arop year. “What a very
bad harvest can wreck,” one observer ked, “a quite moderat
harvest can mend. If in 1964 agricultural production [in the Soviet
Union] equals that of 1961, and other things grow as they did this
year, except that trade and light industry expand slightly along with

#The quitn large misestimate of China's cconomic growth during the “Groat
Leap Forward™ period is well known. Scs, for example, B, B. Rebbechi, “Post-
Mortem: The Chiness Economy,” in Studies VII 1, and Edward L. Allen, “Chinesc
Growth Estimates Revisited,” Studies VII 2.

#Stanloy Cohn, “The Agriculture Sector Weight in an Index of Soviet Gross
Natlonal Product,” The ASTE Bulletin, Winter 1964, p. 13, Tho samo sector
in the U.S, GNP is only about 4.2 percent,
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the 4 d agricultural supplies, the national income will rise by
7%."% It did rise, according to CIA, about six percent. The im-
portant point—that the Soviet Union is faced with a problem of
resource allocation—was obscured rather than illuminated by the
2.5 percent growth figure.?t

The general downward trend in the growth of the Soviet economy
has been attributed largely to incremsed investment in military and
space programs.?? Intelligence has taken note of the enormous costs
of our own modern weapon system und space programs, which
sharpen our appreciation of the economic constraints on the Soviets
in similar endeavors. Thus the general intelligence judgment is
that the Soviets are indeed faced with resource limitations and diffi-
cult resource allocation choices. How much farther can intelligence
go? Let us see how much farther it has gone in “Soviet Defense
Expenditures end Their Economic Impact Through 1970.”

Quantification

Two forces, a high and a low, along with the programs they imply,
are costed on the basis of “a quantitative, physical description™ con-
tained in “NIEs and related d ts.”  “Hi > b many
of the official estimates were not expressed in sufficfent detail or did
not conform to the desired probability criteria, it was necessary to
make @ variety of assumptions in order to provide descriptions ade-
quate for costing purposes.” 2

*Petor Wiles, “CIA Bono—Reflections on the CIA's Statement of Joowary
10, 1984, on the Soviet Economy.” Ths ASTE Bullstin, Winter, 1064,

®Cf. Alec Nove, “2%% Per Cent and All That,” Soviet Studies, July 1964, and
Stanley H. Cohn, “Comment on ‘2% Per Cent and AN That,” Sovist Studies,
Jonuary 1965,

"*. .. perhaps the single most Important factor [contrlhuting to the lag in
Saviet productivity] Is the demand of the defenss program since 1058 for scarce
resources and highly trained manpower.” NIE 11:5.65. It is noteworthy that
two USIB agencles {onc non-militnry) have joined in a footnota to the subsequent
Note to Holders of NIE 11-5-65 and NIE 11.6-65 stating that Soviet defense
spending uncertainties are “toa great to support a judgment os ta tho general
trend of Soviet defense expenditures particularly in recent yoars”

®p. 5. It must bo emphasized that the high and low forces aro not repre-
sented as limits or bounds in o mathematical sense, Yet the synthesized costs
of these forces have been introducod into NIE 11-5-85 s the range of Soviet
military expenditurcs, as wo ses below.
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Neither the systems costed nor the variety of assumptions used in
costing are deseribed in the report. Howocver, the basis for selection
of 13 described as foll

3
If the judgment was that thers was a probabllity of 75 percent that an
item would nppear, it was included iIn both the high and the low “assump-
tons.” 1f, however, the probability was only 50 percent that an item would
appear, it was {ncluded in the high side only, and i the probability of fts
appearance was less than 50 percent, it was omitted from both sides. Then
a second judgment was made conceming the number of jtems that would
be deployed, ‘This second judgment was ranged to reflect a probability
of 75 percent,

The costs of the high forces and the low forces were arrived at
“by simply summarizing the expenditures for all of the high force
‘assumptions’ on the one hand and all the Jow force ‘assumptions’ on
the other,”

Also, 1o attempt was made to take cxplicit sccount of uncertainties about
tho prices used in tho costing exercise, This decision was govemed by
practical considerations, particulatly by the desiro not to obscure the effects
resulting from uncertainty as to physicel posture by introducing ranges that
reflect uncertainty as to cost or price. ‘This decision should not be interpreted
to imply a judgment that the range of uncertaltaty a3 to Soviet costs or prices
is sufficlently nerrow that it can be ignored. .

This, on one page, is all that is told the consumer about the forces
costed, the methods used, the reliability of the data, or the problems
arlsing out of expressing costs in U.S. dollars and Soviet rubles, The
remainder of the report is taken up with summarizing “expenditure
implications” of the high and low forces, discussing the “potential
impact of the expenditure series on the Saviet economy,” and com-
paring the “dollar equivalents of Soviet defense expenditures.”

We shall not try to summarize the 41 pages of text, tables, and
charts, The following extract and the charts in Figure 2 are enough
for an understanding of the general conclusions,

A possible rate of growth of GNP consistent with the high ‘assumption might
average about 5 percent for the whole period; however, the rate for the
period through 1867 might be confined to 4 percent per year. A rate of
growth for GNP of B8 percent, however, wonld be consistent with tho low
assumption.  The empirical basls for theso projections is not extensively.or
rigerously as yet, and the Soviet economy may do efther aig-
nificantly better or worse than projected.®

*p. 17. Thess judg: were Inter introduced into NIE 11-5-65 without
tha ¢ualification in the lost sentonce.

Approved For R;E%;E? 2005/02/10 : CIA-RDP78T03134A000200040001-9

SECRET 15




Bemens AT m ks wens,

o M A ke IR

O O TR

LD i g oo rebone i Wb ch bty

MORE METEORITE EVIDEW

p}'?'fnidlnes difter sligl.ly from thos

e . T Abend in nucleic acids in living cell
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. Last Decembe{r{report by a group
from the N )1 al Aeronautlgs” and
Space AdmipiStration’s Ames Research
Center o finding indigenous amino
acids igsthe Murchison meteorite (SN:
12/5/10, p. 429) has sparked intense
scighitific interest. The’ finding was sub-
séquently confirmed by groups from the |
niversity of Houston (SN: 3/20/71,/
p. 195) ‘and Arizona State Umversxt
(SN: 3/27/71, p. 210).

The Arizona State scientists, Drs

., John R. Cronin and Carleton B. Moore,

also reported detecting the same amino
acids in an intact piece of a similar
meteorite that foll near Marray, Ky., in
1950{ Now the leader of the nAsA group,
Dr. Cyril Ponnamperuma, confirms an
abundance of aniino acids in the Mur-
ray meteorite. Dr. Ponnamperuma told
a meeting of the New York Academy
of Sciences last week that the group’s
use of gas chromatography c9mbmed
with mass spectrometry detected all 18
of the amino acids in Murray that they
earlier found in Murchispa. They also
found the same two pyri 1dmes———4 hy-
droxyp frimidine and /4 -hydroxymethyl-
pyri : {dine—in e/ch meteorite. The

trong evidence gthat the amino acid

cally in space. Although he
speculate,”Dr. Ponnamperumpd suggest
that the existence of identi€al comple
pattenis s of amino aci ;{ and pyrimi
drr}gs in two meteorites’could mean that
this is a basic phase in the chemical
/process leading to-life. The findings in-
crease the likeliiood of life elsewhere
in the universe,

In both meteorxtes, six of the amino,
acids are /'xmong those that are com-
monly linked together form pro-
teins inliving cells; tl??ether 12 are
aming” acids only oc sionally found.
They afe thus not likely to result from

/
terrestrial contammatmn The amino

tures, Earth ‘organisms produce only,
left-handed *amino acids. The mixture
of both types thus appears to)rulc-out}
biological origin and is strong’evidence
for extraterrestrial chemical: origin.
Members of the Ames team also ind
cluded Drs. James Lawless, Keith Kven]
volden, Clair Folsome and Miss Etté
Peterson. asu’'s Dr. Moore also too
part . X

/

For 4 total of 150 hours’ from
MayAhrough July of 1960 the 85-
foot antenna at the Natidnal Radio
Astronomy Observatory in Green
Bank, W.Va, momtored radio
emissions from the nearby stars
Tau Ceti and Epsilon Eridini for .
any cvidence of signals from intel-
ligent extratefrestrial civilizations,
The search,/Project Ozma, turned

* up nothing unusual. But it was the
first time" man had tried to detect
szgnals/from any unknown counter-
parts /on other planetary systems.

Last week engineers and scien-
txs}é gathered at the National Acro-,*
pautics and Space Administration's
Ames Rescarch Center in Moun-
tain View, Calif., to explore the
technological possrbllmes of.4 proj-
ect that would be orders-of mag-
nitude mofe sophisticated than
Ozma. The 11-week -stody, spon-
sored jointly by Ames and Stan-
ford Umverszty, }s ’ called Pro;ect
Cyclops. Its aim is to examine
feasibilities and’ “to educate, not to
recommend -pohcy. There is no in-
tention of inaugurating such a/
project at ‘this time. Decades might
pass béfore it is possible. But sfhe
study: co-directors, Dr. Bernagd M.

Oliver, vice president for r §earch

of the Hewlett- Packard Co.%and a

Cyclops: E'ye on the universe

visiting professor at Stanf éndl
Dr. John Billingham, chiéf of the
biotechniology divisiop/ at Ames,
believe it is not tog early for a
fuller study of the/technology nec-
essary to detect drtifact signals.
Basically, Cyclops envisions an
interconnected array of 1,000 to
10,000 rpdio telescope dishes
spread gver an area perhaps 10
miles acfoss. Such an array shofld,
acco;' ing to one estimate, berable
to detect beamed signals from any
cmhzatron within 1,000 hgkt—ycars
Normal radio “leakage” from the
'regular transmissions of advaiced
technological c1vxlxzanbns might be
detectable from perhaps 100 light-
years. ‘The costs,6f such an array
would have to/be justified by t !
signal searcl} “itself, but the a ay
would als?be an excellent toof for
radio as? nomy. One goal f the o
to explore ways ji1 which
could be produced
che#ply enough to make the id
fedsible. “We would” like to pfi
/d'own the cost of d6mg this,”,
Dr. Oliver. s
As for the Gyclops ary y itself,

e

new drm
Oliver s
seience

acids are of an almost equal mixture off}-
" right- and left-Handed molecular struc-

BEHAVIOR
Whatever happened to UFQ's?

On May 31 two New Hampshire
farmers looked across a field and saw &
spherical, flat-bottomed object hovering
above the ground. As they watched, the
object rose vertically, arced and headed
into the wind on a horizontal path.

This is one of several incoming reports
of unidentified flying objects received re-
cently by the National Investigations
Committee on Aerial Phenoniena (VICA")
in Washington. NICAP secretary-treas-
urer Stuart Nixon says he belicves the
reports may be the start of a recur-
rence of saucer sightings or at least the
reporting of saucer sightings., Nicap has
been a long time waiting. Since 1968
the number of UFo sightings has dropped
off, along with public interest in them.
Last week a Wall Street Journal
article reported that a probable reason
for the decline is the negative social
climate produced by publication in 1968
of the Condon report, the 810-page sci-
entific study of Uro sightings commis-
sioned by the U.S. Air Force and’ di-
rected by Dr. Edward U. Condon of
the University of Colorado. It conclud-
ed that “nothing has come from the
study of UFo’s in the last 21 years that
has added to scientific knowledge.”
And “that further extensive study of
UFO's probably cannot be justified in
the expectation that science will be ad-
vanced thercby.”

This scientific debunking of the Uro
phenomena and the subsequent, though
not necessarily connected, - decline in
sightings presents an interesting be-
havioral pattern. Dr. Ernest R. Hil-
gard, a Stanford University psycholo-
gist who served on the National Acad-
emy of Sciences panel that reviewed the
Condon report, believes the report it-
self is. not wholly responsible for the
falling off of flying saucer interest. “I
would like to fecl that the report quiet-
ed the saucer interest,” he says, “but
I do not think so.” People probably
just Jost interest, he suggests. “These
fads go in cycles,” he explains, and
many persons who would have been in-
terested in extraterrestrial phenomena
have turned to other things: drugs, as-
trology, Oriental religions and various
subjective and philosophic fields. As so-
ciety becomes more affluent man has
time to reflect on his position in the uni-
verse. As he does so he attempts to in-
tegrate himself into and make himself a
more important part of that universe.
Belief in other worldly things is one
method of doing so, points out Dr. Hil-
gard. But national and international
events of the past few years have tend-
ed to make people look inside rather
than outside themselves for answers to
universal questions. This fad too will
pass, says Dr. Hilgard, who predicts

S e e e —————,
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dogs. At NicaP Nixon siuys UFO re-
ports usually run in five-year -cycles
and 1972 should be the start of another
cycle.

Dr. Donald 1. Warren of the School
of Social Work at the University of
Michigan in Ann Arbor has another be-
havior theory on UFo's, In his view
Uro's provide a form of escape. “One
expression of this escape,” he says, “is

. the possibility of other lives, other plan-

ets, other beings like or unlike oneself.”
UFO's “present the opportunity to es-
cape the system without threatening
one’s gains in the immediate social en-
vironment.” Dr. Warren, however,
basced his conclusions on a person’s dis-
satisfaction with his socioeconomic
status. A well-educated person earning
a relatively small salary might not be
content in his situation and would there-
fore, suggests Dr. Warren, be a likely
person to attach importance to himself
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that the uro's will reappear when it

by believing in and sighting flving
saucers,

This theory may have some credi-
bility, but an article by Dr. Warren in
ScieNCE last November advancing these
views received a critical response from
scientists, The controversy, brought on
by a lack of adequate psychological and
behavioral information on the subject,
points out, as does Dr. Warren, “that
this phenomenon has been inadequately
studied by the behavioral sciences.”

In an attempt to coordinate existihg
information, Ni1cAP has instituted Project
ACCESS (Automatecl Clearinghouse for
Collection and Exchange of Sighting
Statistics). All avaxlab]e sighting data
(people, places, times, etc) will be
stored in a computer and made avail-
able to interested parties. If, these in-
puts- are scientific and objective, as
NICAP's Nixon insists they will be, Proj-
ect Access will be a useful tool for
behavioral scientists, . B

nounced nevw, smctc;/ criteria
clear power plant saféty. Prime
hasis in the new stanidards is the
necd for back-up systems in case cool-
ing water systems for reactors fail.
Such an accident coulld conceivably Ie-
sult in overheatifiy of reactor corés,
melting of shxe]dmﬂ and rclease of ra-
dioactivity. Most affected by the new
criteria are’ ‘five plants licensed before
1968. They will have to install the
back-up systems within three years. O

California’s AEC ties

The huge University of California
system has been heavily involved in de-
fense and weapons research since World
War lI&Partly in response to student-
faculty criticisms (SN: 1/16/71, p. 50)
the UC regents last week recommended
changes in the confractual arrangement

DR EAST LB
: "

Now visi?lg, in 3-D

For sonfe years scientists have zepded 7.

in on dn?;/ action at the most igtficate;
cellular/ level. Although they” under
stand /the molecular basis /of acton
for séveral drugs, it is only now, that

j three-dimensional structure” of a
drig has been correlated w:th its bxo-
log:cal action.

: Dr. Henry M. Sobell of, the Univer-
sity of Rochester reported last week
that by using -the technlquc of X-ray
crystllography, he has pinpointed ex-
actly h

Crick-Watson model for bNA was pro-
posed 18 years ago, this is the first
time scientists know visually how any—
thing sticks‘to bNA.

Dr. Sobell, a physncnan-turned-crys-
tallographer, says he crystallized actino-
mycin .with deoxyguanosine, one of the
four bases of bNA. The three-dimension-
al structure of the complex immedi-
a!c;ly’ suggested how actinomycin binds
tg DNA, Dr. Sobell bélieves that the flat
portion of the drug molecule fits in

ctween the nucleotide base sequence,

C, while tht; protein subunits of the-

antibiotic make a hydrogen bond with
guanine rcs:ducs on either strand’ of
DNA. Actinomycin has two-fold " sym-
metry relating to the protein subunits.
This enablcs the drug to bind to a base
sequence in DNA with two—fold sym-
metry. This pattern of .récognition was
first conceived scvepdl years ago by
, who shared the
1965 Nobel Prize with Drs, Francois
Jacob and Andre Lwolf for their work
in biological regulation. Dr. Sobell's
report of the first visual sighting of the
drug-genc contact was made in San

. Francisco at the 62nd annual meeting

he antibiotic actinomycin D . !
interacts with pNa. In fact, since the™

Univ. of Rochester

SobelI and dr ug-DNA molecyle model.

.of the Amencan Socicty of Biological
‘ Chemists,

The medical implications of Dr. So-
bell's work may be far-reaching. Ac-
tinomycin’s repressor-action on DNA, as
revealed in the crystal model, might
explain why. actinomycin works as an
antitumor drug. However, the drug is
too toxic for lavish clinical control of
tumors, precisely becatse of its strin-
gent’ action at the molccular level. But
noWw that scicntists understand how
actinomycin binds to pwa, Dr. Sobell
believes they can probably synthesize

new antibiotics or drugs that would act.”

on tumor cells or viruses, but not on
cells, in the rest of the body. - |}

“between UC and the Atomic Energy
Commission under which the Lawrence
Radiation Laboratory is operated. The
laboratory consists of two units, the
non-secret facility on the hill behind
the Berkeley campus and the more
closely guarded facility at Livermore.
Under the recommendations, t be ad-
ministrative tics between the two units
would be severed. And the ‘director of
the Berkeley laboratory would report
directly to the president of the univer-
sity rather than, as now, to the chan-
cellor of UC at Berkeley. o

"Doctorate oversupply

A new National Science Foundation
study on the supply of and demand for
doctoral scientists, projected to -1980,
indicates an even greater imbalancé of
supply over demand than in, a’study

. done two years ago. Over-all projections

show a supply of about 325,000 doc-
toral scientists in 1980—against an ex-
pected demand for abouf 285,000. The
greatest imbalance is in engineering,
with a projected 40 percent oversupply.
Next greatest is in social sciences, with
a 20 percent oversupply. The life sci-
ences situation is somewhat better,swith
a 9 percent oversupply predicted: “Math-
ematics will see an oversupply of around
10 percent. Only in the physical sciences
will supply and demand be essentially
in balance. g
Oldest mummy., - )
Possibly the .oldest (5,000 years) in-
tact mummy,'éver found has been un-
earthed in 4 tomb in Sakkara, 15 miles
southeast ‘of Cairo. The ancient court

.musician Nofre died in the smth year

of thc reign of King Nie Ossen-Ra. The
dlscovery was_called historically and
scientifically mygre impdfiant than .the
findings of the ankhamen tonib in
1923, < 8]
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A Statement by the UFO Subcommittee of the AIAA

:

To gain a fresh and objective per-
spective on the UFO problem, the
UFO Subcommittee of the AIAA,
from its inception in 1967, decided to
place specific, well-defined questions
. to UFO experts of high scientific qual-
ifications but strongly divergent views.
Surprisingly, the factual answers the
. Subcommittee obtained in a series of
interesting interviews were strikingly
“similar. Differences occurred in cer-
tain quantitative estimates and in the
degree of emphasis, but not in prin-
ciple. ’
" It was at the next step where the
views began to diverge: subjective
judgment as to the scientific signifi-
. cance of the problem and the need to
pursue and explore it. Obviously, such
opinion depends on the criteria applied
" by the individual, and much of the dis-
cord appears to be due to a lack of
analysis of these criteria. It is at this
stage where guesses and speculations
creep into the discussion and lead to
controversy. .
In the opinion of the UFO Subcom-
mittee, such speculations are entirely
premature and no position is absolute-
ly defensible at this point in time. This
applies specifically to statements that
the extraterrestrial hypothesis
(“ETH") is *“the least probable” or
-*the least unprobable™ explanation
(National Academy of Sciences, Re-
view of the “Condon Report™; James
E. McDonald’s statements). There is
no scientific basis for assessing such
probabilities at this time.
The Subcommittee was greatly per-
" turbed by the paucity of thorough sci-
entific and technological analysis ap-
plied to practically all-observations be-
. fore the Condon study. The few, often
" courageous, efforts by individuais to

_ come to grips with this problem

should be viewed more from an aspect
of focusing attention on the problem
rather than of solving it, since there is
little doubt that it takes more than a
personal effort to investigate fully a
problem of such complexity. -

In the opinion of the committee, the

Colorado University study, “Scientific
Study of Unidentified Flying Ob-
" jects,” (the “Condon Report,” Ban-
tam Books, New York, 1969) at this
time represents the most scientifically
oriented investigation published on the
UFO problem. Attacks directed
against the study seem to overlook the
almost insurmountable difficulties

which a shoﬁmgyéhptpﬁkﬁﬁlea

this type face the multi-

November 1970

ing up

OF THE PROBLEM

disciplinary, unbiased talent, accumu-
lating practical experience, collecting
hard information, sorting out the sig-
nal from the noise, applying the best
analytical methods, and writing and
editing a report in less than two years.

To understand the Condon, report,
which is difficult to read, due in part
to its organization, one must study the
bulk of the report. It is not enough to

“read summaries, such as those by Sul-

livan and by Condon, or summaries of
summaries, on which the vast majority
of readers and news media seem to
rely. There are differences in the opin-

ions and conclusions drawn by the au- -

thors of the -various chapters, and
there are differences between these
and Condon’s summary. Not all con-
clusions contained in the report itself
are fully reflected in Condon’s sum-
mary. For example the optical/radar
chapter contains the following state-
ment on the Lakenheath case (1956):

The apparently rational, intelligent behav-

ior of the UFO suggests a mechanical de-
vice of unknown origin as the most prob-
able explanation of this sighting. However,
in view of the inevitable fallibility of wit-
nesses, more conventional explanations of
this report cannot be entirely ruled out.

On Colorado Springs case (1967):

In view of the meteorological situation, it

would seem that AP (anomalous propaga- .

tion) was rather unlikely. Besides, what is
the probability that an AP return would
appear only once and at that time appear
to excute a perfect practice ILS approach.
Condon’s own conclusions have

been widely misquoted. He says:
* ... Scientists are no respecters of author-

ity. Our conclusion that study of UFO re-
ports is not likely to advance science will

* not be uncritically accepted by them. Nor

should it be, nor do we wish it to be. For
scientists, it is our hope that the detailed
analytical presentation of what we were
able to do, and of what we were unable to
do, will assist them in deciding whether or
not they agree with our conclusions. Our
hope is that the details of this report will
help other scientists in seeing.what the

* problems are and the difficulties of coping

with them.

“If they agree with our conclusions, they
will turn their valuable attention and talents
elsewhere. If they disagree, it will be be-
caus€ our report has helped them reach a
clear picture of wherein existing studies are
faulty or incomplete and thereby will have
stimulated ideas for more accurate studies,
If they do get such ideas and can formulate
them clearly, we have no doubt that sup-
port will be forthcoming to carry on with
such clearly defined, specific studies., We
think that such ideas for work should be
supported. .

‘. .. Therefore we think that all of the
agencies of the federal government, and the

rivate fo@u;xfati’ons as well, ought to be
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"
an open-minded, unprejudiced basis. While
we do not think at present that anything
worthwhile is likely to come of such re-
search each individual case ought to be
carefully considered on its own merits.”

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

In reviewing the material accumu-
lated to date, the Subcommittee found
an exceedingly low signal-to-noise ra-
tio, as illustrated by the statistics of
the Air Force’s Project “Bluebook”
quoted in the University of Colorado
study, which showed 3.3% unidentified

* observations (253 out_of 774! avail-
able at, that time*). This figure is
frequently disputed, but its order of
magnitude (5%) appears to be correct,
taking all available reports into ac-
count. The fact that the Condon study
itself arrives at a much higher per-
centage of unexplained cases—name-
ly, at about 30% (35 out of 117)—is -
primarily due to the preselection of
specific cases for investigation. The
precise figure is hard to assess, for the
Condon report does not lend itself eas-
ily to this type of analysis, the same
cases being treated often in different
sections and under different identi-
fications. (*The final figures, according
to our information, appear to be 701
out of 12,618 or 5.5%.) .

. It has been variously estimated that
the reported cases, approximately
20,000, represent only 5 to 15% of the
total observations, since most observ-
ers either. do not go to the trouble of"-
an official report or fear ridicule. In
turn, various polls suggest that 3 to
5% of the U.S. population claim to
have seen UFOs. It follows, then, that
the available reports which can be
classified as *“‘unidentified” represent a
very small percentage of all UFO
sightings on the one hand, but not a
negligible number of observations on
the other.

It is interesting that, contrary to
public opinion, the estimated per-
" ¢entage of “hoaxes” is likewise small
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75%) while 15 to 20% contain in-
sufficient data, In other words, what

may appear to the untrained observer

as strange and unexplainable is in
most cases known and explainable,

Taking all evidence which has ¢ome
tothe Subcommittee’s attention into ac-
count, we find it difficult to ignore the
small residue of well-documented but
unexplainable cases which form the hard
core of the UFO controversy. They
represent only a small .fraction of the
*“unidentified” cases and are charac-
tetized by both a high degree of credi-
bility and .a high abnormality
(*strangeness” in Hynek’s terminolo-
gy). Although none of them offers to
our knowledge quantitative recordings
by calibrated instruments' for per-
manent ihspection, they are often
called *“hard cases.’

The Subcommittee has tned to ex-
plore the nature of this hard-core resi-
due and found estimates to vary be-
twween 10 and several hundred cases,

depending in part on a subjective judg--

ment as to the criteria for a “hard
case.” High credibility is generally ac-

cepted for observations by multiple in- _,
* dependent witnesses of known and re-

liable background or by multiple inde-
pendent sensing systems (reported by
multiple independent operators) or
both; high abnormality or strangeness,
when no known ndtural phenomena
whatsoever stem to fit the observa-
tions. It is clear, then, that the hard-
core residue represents less than 1% of
the total available reports. -

Those used to working under cori-
trolled laboratory conditions find it
difficult to consider seriously any ob-
servation which is not avaxlablc in
recorded form for quantitative in-
spection. As a matter of fact, they
make this a criterion for a ‘“hard
case.” On the other hand, there are
those, including some members of this
Subcommittee, familiar with the in-
tricacies of research in the complex
and uncontrolled laboratory of the at-
mosphere, who find this less of.a de-

terrent. They discover parallels be-

tween the UFO problem and certain
atmospheric phenomena which fall in
the class of rare events. A rare event
always involves at first a question of
the reality of a qualitative observation.
Later, scientific investigation, usually
combining statistics and physics, re-

solves this question one way or the

other,

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

tion extracted by McDonald is added
to some of the cases. In fact, the Sub-
committee finds that the opposite con-
clusion could have been drawn from
its content, namely, that a phenom-
enon with such a high ratio of unex-
plained cases (about 30%) should
arouse sufficient scientific curiosity to
continue its study.

. The issue seems to boil down to the
question: Are we justified to extrap-
olate from 0.99 to 1.00, implying that
if 99% of all observations can be ex-
plained, the remaining 1% could also
be explained; or do wé face a severe
problem of signal-to- -noise ratio (order
of magmtudc 107%)?.

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

If it is already difficult to reach a
consensus on what constitutes a hard
case, it appears even more difficult to
find agreément on the advisability and
importance of continued research. As
mentioned earlier, it is at this point
where the controversy often becomes
heated because criteria for such assess-
ment are not well-defined,.

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

The Subcommittee finds this state-
ment of the Condon report a better
criterion for support of- UFO-related
studies than the claim by some ETH
exponents that UFO research deserves
maximum support as long as there is a
ghost of a chance that UFOs are ex-
traterrestrial vehicles, or the opposite

"claim that proof for the ETH must be

provided before serious consideration
of the UFO problem is justified. Both
opinions strike the Subcommmce as
unwarranted.

We have already expressed our dis-
enchantment with arguments about

ongm of UFOs, since thers i not suf-
ficient scientific basis at this time to
take a position one way or another.

However, in view of tke infancy of our

scientific and technolegical knowledge
(approximately one century), the Sub-

. committee would agree with this state-

ment by Condon: “We must not as-
sume that we are capable of imagining
now the scope and extent of future
technological development of our own

or any other civilization, and so we.

must guard against assuming that we
have any capacity te imagine what a
mote advanced society would regard
as intelligent conduct™ On the other
hand, we find no comwincing basis for*
his statement, “It is saffe to assume that
no ILE (intelligent life clsewhere)
from outside of our soldr system has
any possibility of visiting Earth in the
next 10,000 years.” (thn does one-
start counting?) .

The question afises: whetber there is
a need at all to specultate on a specific
hypothesis, such as ETH, in order to.
decide on the significance of a scien-
tific problem, or whether any known

LY

.

phenomenon in nature is worth in- -

vestigating. We think it is, but we, rec-
ognize at the same time that the UFQ
problem may require expensive tools
of technology. Therefore, the qucstion

. of cost, priority, and welative impor-

tance of this problem within the total
spectruni of research cannot be over-
looked. .

The UFO Subcomrmltce fecls that
the ETH, tantalizing though it may
be, should not be dragged into this*
consideration as it intreduces an unas-
sessable element of speculation; but the -
Subcommittee also stzongly feels that,
from a scientific and engineering
standpoint, it is unacesptable to sim-
ply ignore substantial numbers of
unexplained observatioms and to close
the book about themr en the basis of
premature conclusions.

There is an interesting parallcl bc—
tween the history of the UFQ problem
and the history of weather modi-
fication (“*rainmaking™). After almost

. 20 years of taboo by the scientific

community, weather modification has
now achieved scientific recognition
due to the fact that some colirageous,
high-caliber scientists eatered the are-
na. This has resulted i a revision of
the viewpoint of the National Acade-
my of Science.

The immediate question is how to -

attack the UFO problem without the
pitfalls of past attempts. There is little
doubt that the short-time, one-shot ap-’
proach of an ad koc team is neither

promising nor economsical. This is es-
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BACKGROUND

At the suggestion of the AIAA management, the Tech-

" nical Committee on Atmospheric Environment and the
Technical Committee on Space and Atmospheric Phys-
ics jolntly formed a UFO Subcommittee In 1967.

The Subcommittee was asked to arrive at an un-
blased assessment of the present situation and to serve
as a focal point In the AIAA for questions regarding the
UFO problem. In appointing the Subcommitiee, special
care was taken to insure that none of Its members was
committed one way or another on this issue.

In its attempt to get to the heart of the matter, the
Subcommittes naturally found the UFO problem com-
plicatéd and often buried In what appeared to be a -

_maze of preconceptions, emotlons, blas, hasty conclu-
sions, and excessive and misleading publicity.

The Subcommittee soon recognized that it Is much

. too e’arly to expsct a meaningful Interpretation of UFO
phenomena. Rather than enter the arena of specula- °
tion, 1t directed its efforts toward finding out whether
or not a sclentific problem exists at all. The acccom-
panying report describes the approach the Subcom-
mittee took and the resulis It obtained, - —J.P.K.

~ AIAA UFO SUBCOMMITTEE

Chalrman: Joachim 'P. Kuettner
. Environmental Research Laboratories,
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, Boulder, Cote.

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

Glenn A. Cato
TRW Systems, Redondo Beach, Calif.

Bernard N. Charles
Hughes Aircraft, El Segundo, Calif,

Murray Dryer
NOAA Environmental Research Laboratories

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

Paul 'MacCready Jr.
Meteorology Research Inc., Altadena, Calif.

- Andrew J. Masley
McDonngli Douglas Missile & Space Systems, Santa Monlca. Calif.

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

Donald M. Swingle )
u.s. Arn'ly Electronics Command, Fort Monmouth, N.J.

" Secretary: Vernon J. Zurich
NOAA Environmental Research Laboratories
. /

pecially true if the'study teéam -de-
_cides—as the University of Colorado
. group did—to concentrate on current
rather than past.observations. As the
UFO statistics show, this results in the
devotion of precious time to in-
. vestigating the noise, rather than the
signal. It was mentioned earlier that
the Colorado’ University study faced
formidable odds because of the short

mendation of the O'Brien committee

to negotiate multiple contracts for
continuing investigations had been fol-
lowed, this difficulty would perhaps
have been avoided. There is also little
hope to expect a solution of this ex-

tremely complex problem by the ef-

forts of a single individual.

The Subcommittee sees the only.

promising approach as a continuing,

on improved data collection by objec-

tive means and on high-quality scien- ’

tific analysis. This would eliminate the
difficult problem of witness credibility.
An economic and technically sound
approach involving available remote-
sensing capabilities and certain soft-
ware changes will require some think-
ing on the side of the aerospace engi-
neering community. Proposals along

" this line are already in the hands of

the Subcommittee. The financial sup-
port should be kept at a moderately
low level (It is estimated that a small
fraction of the costs of the University
of Colorado study would be required
initially) until reevaluation of the situ-
ation allows another assessment.
Without such an effort the controversy
can be expected to suffer further pol-
arization and confusion. )
The Subcommittee feels that a
strictly scientific-technological view of
the UFO problem leads to this con-
clusion and that, for a technical com-
mittee, there is no need to stress the
public and social aspects of the UFO
controversy, which may have subsided
only temporarily. and will continue to
clamor for a more conclusive and con-
vincing answer. The Subcommittee is
aware of several books on UFOs to be
published in the near future. What is
needed now is a moratorium in the
UFO discussion—with an objective,
wait-and-see attitude on the part of
the scientific and engineering commu-
nity, the government, and the public.
The approach recommended by this
committee requires not only the atten-
tion of the scientist and engineer, but

also a readiness of government’
- agencies to consider sound proposals in

this field without bias or fear of ridi-
cule and repercussion—or, as Condon

expresses it, *on an openminded, un- .

prejudiced basis.” This perhaps is our
‘most important conclusion.

Finally, the Subcoramittee believes
the decision by the Air Force to di-

vorce itself from the UFO problem *

should be completed by allowing the
files to be archived by a civilian
agency, either government or univer-
sity, after proper safeguards for the
protection - of ‘witnesses and their
names as well as full dec]assxf'catxon
procedures.

This Subcommittee mtends to pub-
lish additional information on the
UFO problem in the ATAA journals
to give the members of AIAA an op-
portunity to form their own opinion.
This information will include typical
examples of the so-called “hard-core
residue” and some potential engineer-

‘ing approaches to a solution of the
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- E. U. CONDON

Professor Condon conducted «
study of Unidentified Flying Objects,
) from' lute 1966 to ihe summer of
1968, ot the request of the U.S. Air
Force. The full report has been pub-
lished * under the title, "’Scientific
Study of Unidentified Flying Ob-
jecls,” in poperback by Baniam
Books, and in hardback by E. P. Dui-
ton and Co. This article is based on
a talk presented before the Ameri-
can Philosophical Society last April. .
The avuthor is professor of physics af
the University of Colorado.

Throughout human history men
have been secing strange and terrifying
apparitions in the sky. The literature
dealing with such experiences is enor-
mous. The word “spectre” is used
generically to describe phenomena of
this type. This word’s eatliest use,
cited in the Oxford English Diction-
ary (OED), is in the title of a book by
Z. Jones published in 1605, “A Trea-
tise of Specters or straunge Sights, Vi-
sions and Apparitions appearing sensi-
bly unto men.” The word “spectrum”
is cited first in 1611 in a passage which
said, “Walsingham hath written of a
fatal Spectrum or Apparition . ,, .
-where sundry monsters of divers
colours . . . were seen.” Sixty years
Iater, Isaac Newton used the word to
describe his decomposition of sunlight
with a glass prism in these words,
“The Sunbeams . . . passing through a
glass prism to the opposite Wall, ex-
hibited there a Spectrum of divers
colours.”

From these two uses of the word
“spectrum” comes naturally the two
meanings which the OED gives for
the word “spectrology”: (1) The sci-
ence or study of spectres, and (2) The
scientific study of spectra. The OED
cites as an example of the first mean-
ing an 1820 quote from Washington
Irving’s “Sketchbock™: “The gloom of
religious abstraction, and the wildness
of their situation . . . had filled their
imaginations with the frightful chi-
meras of witcheraft and spectrology.”
And of the second, an 1862 quote
from the “American Journal of Sci-

6

ence”: “The attention of the French
scientific world is wholly fixed on spec-
trology, for thus do they designate the
experiment with the spectroscope of
Bunsen and Kirchhoff.”

I am the second man in human his-

tory to have written a book on spec-
trology in both of these two distinct
meanings. Donald Menzel was the
first. -

FLYING SAUCERS

Modern interest in UFOs stems
mainly from the observations of Ken-
neth Arnold, a Boise, Idaho, business-
man on June 24, 1947. While flying
near Mt. Raihier in Washington he
reported secing some objects skimming
along which he described in a manner
that led newspapermen to call them
“flying saucers.” Although not all ob-
jects later reported are saucer-shaped,
this term is often used generically, but

.the term UFO is preferable, The Air

Force studies anything seen flying in
the sky which might present a defense
hazard, and thus has been concerned
with the thousands of reports of sight-
ings of UFOs that have come to them
in the nearly 22 years since this first
modern report.

From such study they concluded
long ago that no defense problem was
involved in these reports from the
public. The amount of attention which
the Air Force gave to the problem
after the first four or five years has
been minimal.

In the early "50s the story of UFOs
began to appear in sensational pseudo-
science magazine. articles and paper-
back books. These have had a large
sale. The book by Frank Edwards,
“Flying Saucers—Serious Business,”
probably holds the record with more
than 1,300,000 copies sold. Several
other titles have sold more than 200,
000 copies. The so-called Condon re-
port was given an initial printing of

200,000 copies. In the last three years
40,000 school children have written

the Air Force asking for UFO data.
The principal source of the wide-

spread interest is the contention of

some writers that at least some of the
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things seen may represent flying craft
from other civilizations, either else-
where in the solar system, of even
from a planetary system associated
with some other star.

‘We must be’extremely careful about
our language. Some UFOs may be
such visitors, it may be postulated, and
some writers go so far as to say that

. they actually are. To discover clear, un-

ambiguous evidence on this point
would be a scientific discovery of the
first magnitude, one which I would be
quite happy to make. We found no
such evidence, and so state in our re-
port. But it is not true to say that we
“proved that flying saucers do mot
come from outer space.” All that can
be said is that, of the cases we looked
into cdrefully, we found no evidence in
support of the hypothesis of their ex-
tra-teprestrial origin.

STUDY ADVISABLE

We concluded that it is not worth-
while to carry on a continuing study
of UFOs in the manner which has
been done thus far: that of going out
into the field to interview persons who
say they have seen something peculiar,
The difficulty about using objective
means of study lies in the rarity of the
apparitions, their short duration, and
the tendency of observers not to report
their experience until long after it has
ended. When a known object is the
source of many reports, as in the case
of the Zond 1V re-entry of March 3,
1968, there is extraordinary disagree-
ment among the descriptions of what
was seen by different observers of the
same event. This result shows that no
great certainty attaches to the specific
details of any of the reports.

These difficulties led us to conclude
that it is quite unproductive of results
of scientific value to study UFOs in
the traditional manner. But, contrary
to popular belief, we do not rule out
all future study. We say: “Although
we conclude after nearly two years of
intensive study, that we do not see any
fruitful lines of advance from the study
of UFO reports, we believe that any
scientist with adequate training and
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credentials who does come up with a
clearly defined, specific proposal for
study should be supported.”

This conclusion has been bitterly de-
nounced by the flying saucer buffs who
have been making money from sensa-
tional writing and lecturing to gullible
audiences, and collecting dues from the
membership of their pseudo-science
organizations. One prominent profes-
sor of atmospheric physics has been
giving speeches in which he advocates
that the federal government spend on
UFO study amounts of money which
would “dwaif” that spent on the space
program.

_ Even though nearly a year has gone

by since my work in this field ended, I
continue to be astonished at the fervor
with which many people hold views
that are totally unsupported by objec-
tive evidence of any kind. Many peo-
ple seem quite incapable of recogniz-
ing any distinction between what
might be so and what actually is so.
Some of these are charlatans, in my
opinion, who profess belief in order to
collect royalties from writing and fees
from lecturing. But others are deeply
sincere.

THE CULTISTS

‘We 1an into many more interesting
cases than we could include in the re-
port, already criticized by many for
being too thick. There was a young
airman, second class, at an Air Force
base in New Mexico whose 19-year-old
wife died suddenly of a heart attack.
They were members of a flying saucer
cult which gathered around and de-
cided that the woman’s spirit had gone
to Venus on a flying saucer, and that
she would want her body back when
she returned. So they wrapped it in a
sheet and stored it in a barn rather
than having it properly buried. The
police learned of this by a mysterious
postcard from a woman in Spokane,
Washington. At first they thought the
card was a hoax, but investigation
proved that the young woman’s body
had been by this time stored in that
barn for about three weeks. The young
airman had seen lots of flying saucers
but had not reported any of them, say-
ing: “I didn’t know the Air Force was
interested!”
~ In the spring of 1967 I was visited

several times by a well-mannered man
who claimed to be acting as agent for
the Third Universe (we are the First,

and the Second is inhabited by beings
that resemble polar bears, he said). He
said he was authorized to negotiate a
contract with the U.S. government by
which they would teach us to make
inter-stellar flying saucers for $3 bil-
lion. The first billion was to be paid
after a demonstration to government
officials at Dulles airport, the second
after a major national laboratory had
been built and our scientists and tech-
nologists had learned how to make fly-
ing saucers, and the third after they
had trained our flight crews in inter-

stellar navigation. He was specific-

down to the point of naming the bank
in Arlington, Virginia, where the $3
billion was to be deposited.

He wanted me, in the interim, to
pay him $3,000 as “earnest money” to
be deposited in a particular bank in
Western Colorado to the account of
his organization, which was called the
“Omnific Intelligence Continuum.”
Inquiry to that bank revealed that
there really was such an account.
Asked the size of the account the
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banker cautiously said, “Small sums go
in and out.” Asked about membership
of the organization the banker told
me, “So far as I know Mr. X is the
only member.” Since part of Mr. X’s
story is thus verified, ought we now to
believe everything he tells us?

REAL OR PSEUDO-SCIENCE

The most vivid lesson that I learned
from such experiences is what a nar-
row, wobbly line there is between real
science and- pseudo-science. So far as
the public is concerned most of the
science which they know about they
do not understand. Very few people
can state clearly the grounds for belief
that the Earth goes around the Sun,
rather than vice versa, or for that mat-
ter, for our belief that the Earth is a
“ball rather than flat. Coming to more
modern instances, who among the
many investors in the profitable semi-
conductor industries have the slightest
idea how a transistor works really?

In the given circumstances most of
the scientific ideas that are accepted
by the public are accepted entirely on
faith., To most people, completely
lalking any basic understanding of un-
derlying principles, the proposition
that the configuration of the planets
and stars at the time of our birth de-
termines the course of events in our
lives, seems no ‘more unlikely or pre-
posterous than many of the well-estab-
lished, truths of science which they do
accept without understanding them.
There are some 10,000 astrologers in
America who make their living practic-

ing astrology and only about 2,000 -

astronomers who live by practicing as-
tronomy. If celestial matters were de-
cided democratically by the’ members
of both professions lumped together,
then the “real” astronomers. would al-
ways end up as a depressed minority.

Flying saucers and astrology are not
the only pseudo-sciences which have a
considerable following among us.
There used to be spiritualism, there
continues to be extrasensory percep-
tion, psychokinesis, and a host of oth-
ers. Hanson W. Baldwin in the “New
York Times” has told how the Ma-
rines at Camp Pendleton are trained
for Vietnam in the use of dowsers
made of bent wire coathangers as a
means of locating tunnels and other
underground works of the Viet Cong.

Recently a visitor from a Navy re-
search installation told me that some

December 1969 Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists 7
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admirals had purchased from an'in-
ventor a wholly worthless invention
which it was claimed could detect sub-

.merged submarines by a radarlike re-

flection of electromagnetic waves. This
could not possibly work because of the
conductivity of sea water, and it did
not work when expensively tested. A
test had to be made to satisfy the ad-
mirals and certain congressmen. A
Russian spy in the same Navy labora-
tory got hold of the invention and our
test results and sent them to Russia.
The Russians did more work on the
invention. Although they understood
at once that it must be foolish, they
thought they might be wrong because
the Americans had spent so much
time and money studying this crackpot
invention. We know about this be:

cause an American spy in their labora-’

tory sent to us the story of their work.

These and many other examples
that could be given show that we have
failed rather miserably to give even to
so-called educated people somie feeling
for the way in which science investi-
gates a subject, and the way in which
scientists subject their observational
material {o critical evaluation before
reaching conclusions. The thing that
most people are least able to do is to
refrain from drawing conclusions when
there is not enough evidence at hand
to warrant drawing conclusions.

In ancient times, the future was
foretold in many ways that have gone
out of favor, such as by examining the
entrails of sacrificed animals, or basing
omens on the study of the flight of
flocks of birds. (Cicero practiced this
latter method.) Before you smile, bear
in mind that these views have never

* really had as much scientific study as

have the UFO reports. Perhaps we
need a National Magic Agency to
make a large and expensive study of all
these matters, including the future sci-
entific study of UFOs, if any.

Where corruption of children’s
minds is at stake, T do not believe in
freedom of the press or freedom of
speech. In my view, publishers who
publish or teachers who teach any of
the pseudo-sciences as established
truth should, on being found guilty,
be publicly horsewhipped, and forever
banned from further activity in these
usually honorable professions. Truth
and children’s minds are tco precious
for us to allow them to be abused by
charlatans. '

8

MARGARET MEAD

Publie Policy :

and Behavioral Science

1 am testifying out of long experi-
ence in the application of anthropol-
ogy to contemporary national and in-
ternational problems. During World
War II, I worked within the context
of the National Research Council on
problems of nutrition, national morale,
civilian defense, and cross national
communication with Great Britain. [
was one of the group that developed
anthropological work on cultures at a
distance—notably Germany and Japan
—and after World War II, I partici-

.pated in and directed a series of studies

on behalf of the Office of Naval Re-
search, Rand and MIT, including
studies on the Soviet Union, China
and France. These were interdiscipli-
nary team activities (summarized in
“The Anthropology of Human Con-
flict,” Mead and Metraux in *“The Na-
ture of Human Conflict,” edited by
Elton B. McNeil, Prentice Hall, Inc.
1965). Since 1952 I have devoted my-
self to the study of technical assistance
and political implications of culture
change, education, cross national and
international order and control of war-
fare, population control, environmen-
tal control, urbanization, cross ideo-
logical communication, and recently to
the world wide implications of the
generation gap.

I am here to discuss the possible
contributions that the behavioral sci-

ences together, and anthropology in.

particular, can contribute to national
and international affairs.

During World War II we made 2
fine start in the utilization of this
group of young sciences on a whole
series of problems ranging from ob-
taining a better understanding of the
national cultures of our opponents,
our allies and ourselves, to the deter-

Physical scientists have been vocal
and highly influentic! in Washington
in the shaping of public policy on a
number of fronis since the end of
World War Il. But what has become
of the influence of behavioral scien-
tists in Congress and on Capitol Hill?
Margaret Mead discusses the ques-
tion in this excerpi from her testimony
before the U.S. Senate Foreign Re-
lations Commitiee June 20, 1969 in
“a hearing on the psychological as-
pects of :public policy. Dr. Mead is
Curator of Ethnology ot the Amerl-
con Museum of Naiural History and
Adjunct Professor of Anthropology of
Columbia University.

mination of specific policies within the
armed forces and within the nation,
from the prediction of how Japan
would respond to our treatment of the
Emperor, to a clarification of relation-
ships between the United States and
our principal allies, to an illumination
of the ambiguities in the responses of
the various occupied countries to prob-
lems of civilian morale, to the main-
tenance of the health of the nation, to
an unprecedented mobilization of our
industrial resources, and to a deploy-
ment of resources in post war rehabili-
tation of 4 badly wounded world.
These successes were accomplished un-
der a set of conditions which can be
clearly specified: a state of prepared
ness, mobilization and post war activ-
ity made possible by almost total com-
mitment to a war which could be seen
as a moral effort against almost over-
whelming power and risk; a willingness
of the community of behavioral scien-
tists to give unstintingly of time and
effort, within and without government,

’
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Beings from Outer Space—Corporeal and Spiritual

Since World War 11, concern with UFO’s from outer space, controlled
by intelligent beings, bears much resemblance to concern with the
so-called physical phenomena .of psychic research after World War L
Spiritualistic mediums claimed they could produce movements of objects
by supernormal forces, including the production of ectoplasmic emana-
tions from their bodies. Today this nonsense is pretty much forgotten
but these manifestations reverberated in the press during the 1920
and 1930’ and were regarded by many as proof of communication with
beings from another world in the form of spirits of deceased persons.
Belief in this sort of thing involved many professional people including
some distingunished scientists, clergymen, physicians, writers, and men
of affairs, and the psychic research societies published numerous sup-
porting papers of a pseudoscientific nature.

A famous case was that of a Boston medium in the 1920', who had
a wide following. She was the wife of an eminent surgeon and claimed
communication with her dead brother. The old Scientific American
magazine had offered a prize of $5000 to anyone who could demonstrate
supernormal physical phenomena to a committee of its choosing. At her
request, she was investigated in 1924 by this committee, composed of
several Harvard and M.LT. professors along with Harry Houdini, the
magician. The committee reported that evidence for her supernormal
powers was inconclusive, although Houdini denounced her as fraud-
ulent. Following wide press publicity, a group at Harvard, of which I
was one, later_investigated her in a_series_of seances_in the psychological
laboratories and found not only that the phenomena were due to trickery,
but also how the tricks were done. Our findings, published in an article
by me in the Atlantic Monthly of November 1925, resulted in violent
recriminations and denunciations of us in published pampblets and
press statements by her followers. Our exposure enhanced her publicity,
and she gained more adherents. She was skillful in modifying her mode
of operation, depending upon the gullibility of her audience and other
circumstances. On several subsequent occasions she was also exposed
by other scientists, but at no time until her death did she lose a
diminishing circle of devoted believers.

The basic difficulty inherent in any investigation of phenomena such
as those of psychic research-or of UFO% is that it is impossible for
science ever to prove a universal negative. There will be cases which
remain unexplained because of lack of data, lack of repeatability, false
reporting, wishful thinking, deluded observers, rumors, lies, and fraud.
A residue of unexplained cases is not a justification for continuing an
investigation after overwhelming evidence has disposed of hypotheses
of supernormality, such as beings from outer space or communications
from the dead. Unexplained cases are simply unexplained. They can
never constitute evidence for any hypothesis. Science deals with prob-
abilities, and the Condon investigation adds massive additional weight
to the already overwhelming improbability of visits by UFO’s guided
by intelligent beings. The Condon report rightly points out that further
investigations of UFOQ’s will be wasteful. In time we may expect that

.. UFO visitors from outér space will be forgotten, just as ectoplasm as

evidence for communication with the dead is now forgotten. We may
also anticipate, however, that many present believers will continue to
believe for their own psychological reasons, which have nothing to do
with science and the rules of evidence.—HUDSON HOAGLAND, President
Emeritus, Worcester Foundation for Experimental Biology, and Member,
AAAS Board of Directors
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Unidentified flying objects are not a new phenomenon. In 593 B.C.
Ezekiel recorded a whirlwind to the north which appeared as a fiery
sphere. In 1254 at Saint Albans Abbey, when the moon was eight
days old, there appeared in the sky a ship elegantly shaped, well
equipped and of marvelous color. In 1520 in France there were
sighted a round-shaped object with rotating lights and two fiery suns.
In 1874 in Texas a farmer reported seeing a dark flying object in
the shape of a disc cruising in the sky at a wonderful speed. These
are a mere sampling of the many such events recorded by historians.

The modern era of UFOs, however, can be dated from 24 June 1947,
when a flyer made some strange observations which national news
coverage and authors with a poetic license so played up as to excite
public entertainment of a notion that our planet had been visited
by unknown vehicles from outer space.

Supersonic Saucers

On that 24 June, Kenneth Arnold was out flying in his private
plane. He was looking for a Marine transport that was supposed
to have crash-landed somewhere on the southwest side of Mt. Ranier.
First he flew directly toward the mountain from the west at an altitude
of approximately 9,500 feet, searching all of the various ridges for
the downed plane. Then he made a sweep back to the west, found
nothing, and headed again toward Mt. Ranier. The air was so smooth -
that it was a real pleasure flying; he trimmed out the aircraft and
relaxed, admiring the crystal-clear sky and the terrain. There was
a DC-4 to his left and rear at approximately 14,000 feet.

He hadn’t flown more than two or three minutes on this course
when a bright flash reflected on his airplane. He couldn’t find where
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the reflection came from, but to the left, north of Mt. Ranier, he did
observe a chain of nine peculiar-looking objects flying from north to
south at approximately 9,500 feet. They were approaching Mt.
Ranier very rapidly, and he at first assumed them to be jet aircraft.
Every few seconds two or three of them would dip or change course
slightly, so as to catch the sun at an angle and reflect brightly. They
were too far away for him to determine their shape or formation.

As they approached Mt. Ranier, however, he observed their outline
quite clearly—except that, oddly, he could not find their tails. He
watched them pass the southern edge of Mt. Ranier flying directly
south-southeast down the hog's-back of a range. Their elevation
seemed to vary by as much as one thousand feet, but they remained
very near the horizon, therefore around his own elevation. They
flew rather like geese, in a diagonal chain as though they were linked
together. They seemed to maintain their orientation while swerving
in and out of the high mountain peaks.

Arnold estimated the distance from him to the objects at approxi-
mately 25 miles. Using a Zeus fastener and a cowling tool, he esti-
mated their size to be about two-thirds that of the DC-4. Watching
them pass a high snow-covered ridge between Mt. Ranier and Mt.
Adams, he saw that as the first object was leaving its south crest the
last one was cntering its northern crest. Later the length of this
ridge, and therefore that of the chain of objects, was determined to
be about five miles. Arnold timed their flight from Mt. Ranier to Mt.
Adams, 47 miles, at 1 min. 42 sec., a speed of 1,659 miles per hour.

In a subsequent interview with newsmen, Arnold described the ob-
jects as appearing like saucers skipping on water. This description,
shortened to “flying saucers” by newsmen, gave rise to the popular
term for UFOs. The sighting, like most, was not reproducible for
purposes of investigation; jt involved uncontrollable atmospheric con-
ditions. The Air Force was left with one man’s subjective interpreta-
tion of what he had experienced. Scientists who reviewed Arnold’s
sighting concluded that the objects were a mirage. The smooth,
crystal-clear air that he noted indicated the very stable conditions
which are associated with inversions and a high index of refraction of
the atmosphere.

Although Amnold’s experience could not be reproduced, another
phenomenon in some respects similar and obsexrved in the same area
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found a satisfactory explanation. Navy Commander W. J. Young
reported in November 1948 that on several occasions he had seen over
the Willamette valley and the plains of eastern Washington and
Oregon what could easily have been mistaken for flying discs. One
striking example occurred over the Willamette valley on a clear sunny
day when the ever-present blue haze seemed somewhat thicker than
usual. His aircraft was ﬂying at altitudes between 1,000 and 5,000
feet when bright flying objects appeared, some on his beam and others
on the bows or dead ahead. From time to time they would dis-
appear and new ones appear.

Young finally determined that what looked to be aircraft at various
altitudes were reflections of the sun from the aluminum roofs of farra
buildings at great distance from his plane. The perspective of the
land converging with the sky on the horizon, with limited ground
visibility, made it appear as though the roof reflections were actually
airborne at various altitudes in the haze. Thus one UFO sighting was
solved by the observer himself. Although there is no uniform pattern
3 among reported UFO phenomena, some characteristics of one may be
; found in others, as in Young’s and Arnold’s.

Sign and Grudge

Newspaper publicity for Arnold’s flying saucers started an avalanche
of other sightings. The Air Force began receiving reports from people
in all walks of life. Before December 1947 no specific organization
was responsible for investigating and evaluating these. Without any
basis in measurable data or controlled experiment, the reported phe-
nomena were variously assessed, even within the military structure,
as due to a new aerodynamic configuration, to natural occurrences, to
misinterpretation of conventional objects, or to space ships under in-
telligent control. The military interest touched the fields of air de-
fense, R&D, and intelligence, responsibilities vested in many different
organizations,

To end this confusion, the Chief of Staff directed on 30 December
1947 that a project be established to collect, collate, evaluate, and
distribute within the government all information concerning sightings
which could be construed as of concern to the national security. Re-
sponsibility for the project, assigned the code name “Sign,” was given
to the Air Technical Intelligence Center. In February 1949 Project
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Sign, having completed its evaluation of the 243 UFO cases submitted
to it, issued a report:

No definite and conclusive evidence is yet available that would prove or
disprove the existence of these unidentified objects as real aircraft of unknown
and unconventional configuration. It is unlikely that positive proof of their
existence will be obtained without examination of the remains of crashed
objects. Proof of non-existence is equally impossible to obtain unless a
reasonable and convincing explanation is determined for each incident.
Explanations of some of the incidents revealed the existence of simple and
easily understandable causes, so that there is the possibility that enough
incidents can be solved to eliminate or greatly reduce the mystery associated
with these occurrences. . .. Under wartime conditions, rapid and con-
vincing solutions of such occurrences are necessary to maintain morale of
military and civilian personnel.

With the backlog of cases disposed of, the project was continued
on a reduced scale and under a new code name, “Grudge.” Project
Grudge completed its evaluation of 244 reports in August 1949, relying
heavily on the work of university scientists and other outside con-
sultants, as well as the USAF Air Weather Service and the U.S.
Weather Bureau. The Grudge Report concluded that the UFO sight-
ings signified nothing that would constitute a threat to the national
security of the United States, that they were chargeable to misinter-
pretations of conventional objects, 2 mild form of mass hysteria or
war nerves, and fabrications for the sake of hoax or publicity.

Special Report No. 14

The soothing conclusions of Project Grudge caused very little
comment, and the project was continued on a reduced scale. Never-
theless, the fringe of people that still believed in extraterrestrial
visitation was growing with the popularity of science fiction articles
and magazines. In December 1951 a contract was let to an industrial
firm for a detailed study, unclassified, of the UFO cases on file.
It took three years to complete this study.

Meanwhile, in March 1952, the project was given its present name,
“Blue Book.” During this period numerous books were written about
the UFOs. Some representative titles are The Coming of the Saucers,
Space, Gravity, and the Flying Saucer, Is Another World Waiching,
The Flying Seucers Are Real, Flying Saucers from Outer Space, and
Flying Saucers Come from a Distant World. UFO hobby clubs were
formed throughout the country. Most professed to be studying the
phenomena scientifically, but few, if any, had physical or behavioral
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scientists on their so-called evaluation committees. During the early
fifties it became fashionable to accuse the Air Force of censorship
or of withholding UFO information from the public.

In January 1953, while the three-year contract study was still in
process, a Scientific Advisory Panel was formed to make an authori-
tative quick evaluation. It was composed of civilian scientists outside
the government with well-known and respected names—IH. P. Robert-
son, Luis W. Alvarez, Lloyd V. Berkner, S. A. Goudsmit, Thornton
Page. Following is an extract from their report:

The panel . . . has reviewed a selection of the best documented incidents.

We firmly believe that there is no residuum of cases which indicates
phenomena which are attributahle to foreign artifacts capable of hostile acts,
and that there is no evidence that the phenomena indicate a need for the
revision of current scientific concepts. The panel further concludes that
the continued emphasis on the reporting of these phenomena does, in these
perilous times, result in a threat to the orderly functioning of the protective
organs of the body politic. We cite as examples the clogging of channels
of communication by irrelevant reports, the danger of being led by con-
tinued false alarms to ignore real indications of hostile action, and the
cultivation of a morbid national psychology in which skillful hostile propa-
ganda could induce hysterical behavior and harmful distrust of duly con-
stituted authority.

The panel recommended:

That the national security agencies take immediate steps to strip the un-
identified flying objects of the special status they have been given and the
aura of mystery they have unfortunately acquired.

One action taken on this recommendation was to establish, within
the Ofice of Information at the Air Force Secretary’s level, an office
to answer public questions and release information regarding UFOs.
Throughout the years, the responsibility for releasing UFO informa-
tion to the public has remained with the Office of Information, Secre-
tary of the Air Force.

When the unclassified contract study was ready at the end of
1954, it was immediately released to the news media. It was released
under ATIC cover, because the competent company which produced
it wished to remain anonymous in this field of research. It is com-
monly referred to as Special Report No. 14, the first 13 having been
adminisirative progress reports.

Special Report No. 14 reduced and evaluated all the UFO data
held in the Air Force files. It contains graphs showing the frequency
distribution of sightings by time, date, Iocation, shape, color, duration,
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azimuth, and elevation. It records an attempt to build a model of
the typical UFO and an ultimate finding that UFOs come in all sizes,
shapes, and colors. It concludes as follows:

1t can never be absolutely proven that “Flying Saucers” do not exist. ...
Scientifically evaluated and arranged, the data as a whole did not show
any marked patterns or trends. A critical examination of the distribu-
tions of the important characteristics of sightings, plus an intensive study
of the sightings evaluated as unknown, led to the conclusion that a com-
bination of factors . . . resulted in the failure to identify as Knowns most of
the objects classified as Unknowns. An intensive study aimed at finding a
verifed example of a “Flying Saucer” or at deriving a verified model or
models of “Flying Saucers” led to the conclusion that neither goal could

be attained using the present data.

It is emphasized that there was a complete lack of any valid evidence
consisting of physical matter in any case of a reported unidentified aerial
object. Thus, the probability that any of the unknowns considered in this
study are “Flying Saucers” is concluded to be extremely small, since the most
complete and reliable reports from the present data, when isolated and
studied, conclusively failed to reveal even a rough model, and since the data
as a whole failed to reveal any marked patterns or trends.

Therefore, on the basis of this evaluation of the information, it is con-
sidered to be highly improbable that any of the reports of unidentified aerial
objects examined in this study represent observations of technological de-
velopments outside the range of present-day scientific knowledge.

Investigation Procedures

The objectives of the UFO program, outlined in 1953 by Air Force
Regulation 200-2, remain unchanged:

(1) To determine if UFO phenomena present a threat to the secu-
rity of the United States.

(2) To determine if UFO phenomena exhibit any technological
advances which could be channeled into U.S. R&D.

(3) To explain or identify the stimuli which caused the observer

to report a UFO.

Our Project Blue Book office at Wright-Patterson has a complement
of only one officer, two sergeants, and one civilian stenographer.
The initial investigation of all UFO sightings is therefore undertaken
by the commander of the nearest Air Force base. In its subsequent
analysis of UFQ cases, also, the project office is assisted by many
organizations and’ professional individuals. Project Consultant for
the past eighteen years has been Dr. J. Allen Hynek, astrophysicist
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am? Chairman of the Dearborn Observatory, Northwestern Universit

It is Dr. Hynek, obviously, who has maintained continuity on th);
project, in addition to evaluating all suspected astronomical cases
We h.ave used the services of Dr. Charles P. Olivier, head of th(;
American Meteor Society, in evaluating some suspected meteor cases.

1.7‘01: help on suspected aircraft sightings we have gone to Federa!
Aviation Agency offices, local airports, the Strategic Air Command
and the Air Defense Command. In suspected balloon sightings W(;
have called upon local airports, local weather stations, the U.S
Weather Bureau, Holloman AFB Balloon Control Center, tI;e Natior;ai
Center for Atmospheric Research, General Mills, Raven Industries
Sea Space Systems, and colleges and universities conducting balloori
research. For suspected satellite sightings we use the printed Echo
schedules, NASA satellite reports, the Smithsonian North and South
Equ.atorial Crossings, and the professional services of the Space De-
tection and Tracking System. For suspected missile observations we
go directly to Cape Kennedy, Vandenberg AFB, Point Magu, Wallops
Island, Eglin AFB, Holloman AFB, and Green River. ’ P

For radar analysis we contact one of our internal organizations
For photo analysis we use an internal organization but also Kodak.

in Rochester, N.Y. On physical speci
ster, pecimens we have used the servi
of the Air Force Materials Laboratory, Battelle Memorial, the Foccisl

and Drug Afiminislraﬁon, Libby Owens, Corning Glass, Institute of
Paper Chemlstry, and the Northwestern Geology Department. Nu-
pe;}(:us other li)lrganizations and individuals have helped the project
in the past. No individual, government a i i
has ever refused assistance. g geney, or fndustrial group
As indicated above, UFO sightings are classified according to the
S}Jspected real event that gave rise to each report. The characteris-
tics of these different categories are sketched below.

Prapeller Aircraft

Regular scl-medlfled airliners fly in air corridors, are usually controlled
l:"y FAA: nghtfng will probably be typical red and green wing
lights W.lth rotating beacon. They use landing lights on takeoff as
wel% as in landing pattern. Sighting report may include hovering or
stationary period if the aircraft is in a turn or approachinggthe
obser.ver. Total duration should be consistent with flight maneuvers
not likely to exceed five minutes unless some series of maneuvers is,

being performed. Landing light, blotting out the red and green

| CIA-RDBZAEIA1944008208940001-9
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flashing lights, is often reported as a single light at night. Experi-
mental and unusual lighting effects can vary with the lighting con-
figuration of each aircraft. Color most often reported as white, can
be red. Objects reported in straight flight at certain altitude can be
checked against local flight corridors; then FAA can be checked if
there remains doubt that an object is an aircraft or if positive identi-
fication of a specific flight is required. There may or may not be
sound associated with the visual effect reported. If near an airport,
this type of object is not classed as a UFO; moving lights in and
around airports which could be caused by aircraft are assumed to
be aircraft,

Private or non-scheduled flights have the same characteristics in
general. Speeds may be slower and duration longer. Altitude usually
lower. No sound if the wind is blowing away from the observer.
Duration should not exceed seven or eight minutes unless maneuvers
can account for'additional time. Normally flight is cleared from some
local airport and mnot carried on radar plots through FAA; hardest
type to make positive identification of. Evaluation made on reported
flight characteristics consistent with aircraft.

Jet Aircraft

Airliner and high-altitude missions are similar to conventional flights
in visual characteristics with the following exceptions: (1) The color
is most often reported as red. (2) No sound is associated with the
object. (3) Flight is usually straight or with one turn. Duration is
about three to five minutes, depending upon the length of arc visible.
FAA has designated airways for these flights.

Special low-level military missions are flown at 2,000 feet in known
air corridors. Sighting is usually brief, one minute or less. May be
reported hovering if flight is directly toward the observer. May in-
clude a sudden burst of speed. No sound if wind is away from
observer. Usually reported as a single light, but may be more than
one. Sightings are at night; during the day these aircraft can be
seen too well to be misinterpreted.

Special test or training missions, varying from a single plane to
multiple flights or major air operations, may give rise to reports.
These flights can be determined by contact with local, regional, or
major air commands.

A jet with afterburner in operation, viewed from the side, may give
the appearance of a short flame. It is usually reported as blue and
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tapering. When the afterburner is cut off, the obi

to have either just vanished or zoomed off intob]se;:clzaylgzrg;iool;g?:
usually brief. The sighting is frequently during climb. As viewed
from the rear, the jet may be reported red or orange with some
yellow and of no distinct shape. Here again the disappearance may

be sudd f i i ipt li
repo:;ed.en. If at high altitude, only a nondescript light may be

Refueling Missions

Here lights on the tanker and the multiple airer

new \fisual characteristics. Sightings are Pat nigh:&osgrg-aélzd; ‘;f:
operations would be recognized for what they are. They ma )I’:egat
low or high altitude. Multiple lights will be moving arm)l,nd in
forn'xatmn, going on and off. The basic light formation willi fl
s-tralg'ht for a set distance, then may make a 180-degree tuin Dura}j
tion in an area may run as high as 15 minutes, but any sin'gle ass
should not last more than four or five. Lights may be seen (I))in
one way and then appear on their return path later. The 92§ Ai%
Refuel.mg Squadron at Wright-Patterson furnishes information on
the visual characteristics of night refueling operations, and SAC
:i(:;;:g_ photographed a refueling mission for the bencht of UFO

lfefueling operations are controlled and conducted in specific

fA Fh_ght Planning Guide” issued by the Acronautic C}I:art an?irelif—.
ormatu_)n Center gives the location of these areas and the agency
co}:ntrolhng each. A .phone call to the controller will determine
EV ether an area was in use at a particular time and what squadron
ew the mission. Then communication with the squadron will give
the number and type of aircraft flown and their entry and exit times.

Photo Aircraft

. Anlrcraft using ﬂafe .drops for photo work are most often reported
simply as 'ﬂares. Similarly, aircraft using strobes to illuminate their
target, thlch may work at either low or high altitudes, are reported
as a series of evenly spaced flashes. Duration of these si htiEr)l 5 is
usually less than two minutes, more frequently 30 seconds. EHes

Infra-red photo planes have turbine generators to drive their equip-
me:nt. These nfake a whining noise which can be hcard above tlE)e
nmse: of the engines. Not many agencies do this work, which is often
classified. The planes used are rather slow, less than 195 mph.
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Much of the work is done early in the morning, with landing lights
on because of the low altitudes flown.

Advertising Aircraft

Planes towing targets or banners during daylight hours are not
usually misinterpreted unless they remain at such a distance that
the observer cannot distinguish the tow vehicle and sign. Frequently
in such cases the reports are accompanied by drawings picturing the
towed banner as part of the UFO. Duration is longer than for
other aircraft sightings, and the flight generally includes maneuvers.
The frequently used loud speaker would presumably not be heard
unless the flight were close enough for correct identification. Local
investigators can check for these aircraft, since FAA regulations re-
quire a permit for such flights.

Aircraft with electrically lighted signs have the same essential char-
acteristics except that they are normally sighted at night. On occa-
sion the sign lights have been mistaken for windows of a much larger
craft. Flights are rclatively slow, characteristically maneuvering back
and forth in onc area. Onc usually operates over the same area for
more than one day and can be viewed on successive nights, weather

permitting.

Helicopters

Motion slow, may or may not hover. It needs to be far enough
away from the observer to escape daylight identification. It may be
reported as a black speck moving back and forth, up and down.
During the night weird effects can be caused by the red rotating
beacon flashing through the canopy. Motion will be erratic if the
flight includes hovering. Positive identification is usually simple to
obtain by checking the flight schedules of military and civilian heli-

copters in the area.

Balloons

Flight characteristics here are affected by meteorological factors.
Wind data is obtained from the Weather Bureau. An Air Weather
Service liaison officer assists in evaluating the meteorological data.
Low-level weather balloons are described in sightings as round or
oval, occasionally oblong. The flight may be reported as hovering,
rising, zig-zag, or erratic, but the object must be moving with the
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wind. It will be picked up by radar only if a radar i
at.tached. A frequent time for si}éhtings is atydusk, before trl(:g ?:ﬁf)olrj
dlsz.lppe.ars into earth’s shadow. It is rarely sighted at night: its small
white ?ghts are not visible to ground observers from above 10,000
]fae?tfwml(liout optical aids. The sighting from planes is usually \’rerv
rief, and on occasion even e i i i 5
g o ocos en experienced pilots have attributed unusual
.An upp.er-air balloon may be described as round or oval usually
sﬂv.er during the day and orange at dusk. It will appear s;ationary
or in slow motion. Actually, it moves with prevailing winds at the
alhtufle—six months to the east and six to the west. It will probably
!)e pl'cked up on radar and remain in the area long enough to be
1d:ent1ﬁed by aircraft scrambled or diverted for this purpose. Sudden
dlsappearance is to be expected at dusk, and may be reported as a
zooming off into space. The sun’s reflection through folded panels
can give unusual flashing effects. Every effort is made to pin to a
specd.ic launch any reports attributable to upper-air balloons; this
f}::;t.lce has assisted the scientific community in recovering some of
Upl.)er air research balloons are launched by military and civilian
agencies for cosmic ray and other studies. These are about 100 fect
in diameter, usually of polyethylene. They can be programmed to
fly :itt various altitudes between 80,000 and 125,000 fect or higher.
Their appearance may vary with the equipment suspended below and
ther attachments, but what is visible from the ground without optical
aids is generally the same for all. The speed will vary with the 5ind
from hovering in the same area for some days up to 200 mph in ]e;
streams. At night the balloon will descend as the gas cools and the
next c%ay go back up to the programmed altitude. It usually carries
a ra(.izo beacon which is followed by tracking stations, as well as
running lights and radar reflectors. Occasionally, multi’ple balloons
are u§ed to carry heavy equipment. Pilots scrambled to check on
thls. kind of balloon cannot reach its altitude but can get closc enough
to identify it. At dawn the balloon may appear suddenly, as it
moves into sunlight, and similarly disappear at dusk. ,

Earth Satellites

In .order for a report to be evaluated as deriving from an artificial
satellite, the following criteria must be met: (1) Time of sighting
must be at night and at such an hour that the vehicle can reflect the
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sun’s rays. (2) Object should resemble a star in visnal characteristics.
(3) Direction of flight can have a westerly component only in the
case of retrograde satellites. (4} Duration (considering the degrees
of arc through which the object is observed) must be consistent with
satellite orbital velocities.

Satellites are normally reported as star-like moving lights, most
frequently white but occasionally yellow, green, blue, orange, and
even red. Motion may be steady, hesitating, or zig-zag; portions of
the flight may be seen as hovering or stationary. The path may be
reported straight or arching, and a turn may be ascribed to it at
the beginning or end of the flight. The object may appear or dis-
appear suddenly. The speed should be about 15° of arc per minute,
the average duration threc to six minutes.

When a known satellite has a flight path over the observer’s area
at the time of the report (only Echo and Pegasus schedules are
screened ), and the above considerations are fulfilled, the sighting is
evaluated as of that specific vehicle. There are more than 30 satel-
lites in orbit visible to the naked eye. When a reported object
does not correspond with Echo or Pegasus passages but displays the
required characteristics, it is then evaluated as a probable or possible
satellite.

Astronomical Events

The most common UFO reports are of astronomical sightings—
bright stars, planets, comelts, fireballs, meteors, auroral streamers,
and other celestial bodies. When observed through haze, light fog,
moving clouds, or other obscurations or unusual conditions, the
planets, especially Venus, Jupiter, and Mars, have been reported as
UFOs. Stellar mirages are also a source of astropomical reports.

Other Categories

There are three other classifications used for UFO reports. An
Insufficient Data category takes care of those in which one or more
clements of information essential for the evaluation are missing—
for example the duration of the sighting, the date, time, location, or
position in the sky, weather conditions, and the manner of appear-
ance or disappearance. If there is any indication that such a sight-
ing may be important from the viewpoint of security, scientific or
technical value, or public interest, every attempt is made to obtain
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the additional information necessary before placing the report in
this category.

Another category is a catch-all labeled Other. It includes missiles,
reflections, mirages, searchlights, birds, kites, spurious radar indica-
tions, hoaxes, fireworks, and flares.

And finally, a sighting is considered unidentified when a report
apparently contains all the data necessary to suggest a valid hypothesis
but its description cannot be correlated with any knmown object or
phenomenon.

Through 1965, 10,147 UFO reports had heen disposed of and
classified in one or another of the seven categories. In 1964, a
fairly average year, the figures were as follows:

Astronomical .......... ... ... ... ... .. 123
Afreraft ... ... ... . 71
Balloon ................ ... ... ... 20
t Insufficient Data ........................... 29
Other ... ..o 88
3 Satellite ......... ... ... ... ...... . ... 142
: Unidentified ........................... ... 19
t Total ..oooiiii 562

Policeman’s Report

Loy Wy 5 WA 1

One intriguing, classic case of the 19 listed above as unidentified
will also illustrate how widely government agencies, industrial firms,
and individuals cooperate in the UFO project.

On 24 April 1964 at approximately 1745 hours, 2 Socorro, New
Mexico, police officer, Lonnie Zamora, was headed south chasing a
speeding automobile when he suddenly heard a roar and saw a
flame in the sky to the southwest. He decided to let the speeder
go in favor of investigating the flame, because there was a dynamite
shack in that area and it might have blown up. He turned right
onto a gravel road that ran by the shack.

As he was driving slowly along the road, Zamora saw above a steep
hill just ahead a funnel-shaped flame, bluish and sort of orange.
The base of the flame was hidden behind the hill; there was no smoke
connected with it. He had trouble getting the car to the top of the
hill because of louse gravel; he had to try three times before he made
it. As he reached the top of the hill he saw a shiny object to the
south, this side of the dynamite shack, about 150-200 yards away.
It was off the road to the left in an arroyo, and at first glance it
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looked like a car turned over; but when be drove closer, it appeared
to be aluminum color, not chrome, and oval-shaped like a football.

Zamora drove about 50 feet along the hill crest, radioing back to
the sheriff's office, “10-44 [accident], 'l be 10-6 [busy out of the
car] checking a wreck down in the arroyo.” From this point, seated
in the car, he could not see the object over the edge of the hill.
As he stopped the car, he was still talking on the radio, and while
he was getting out he dropped the mike. He picked it up and
put it back and started down toward the object.

Just then he heard a very loud roar, not exactly like a blast but
not steady like a jet engine. It was of low frequency at first and
then became higher. At the same time he saw a light blue flame,
sort of orange at the bottom. Zamora believes this flame came from
the underside of the object; he could see no smoke but some dust
in the vicinity. He panicked; he thought the object was going to
blow up. In his own words (with slight rearrangements for the sake
of clarity): ’

As soon as saw flame and heard roar, . . . ran away from object but did turn
head towards object. Object was (D in shape. It was smooth—no windows
or doors. As roar started, it was still on or near ground. Noted red lettering
of some type like @- . Insignia was about 2% inches high and about 2 inches
wide, guess. Was in middle of object, like (. Object still like aluminum
white.

[Running], bumped leg on car—back fender area. Car facing southwest. ...
Fell by car and [sun] glasses fell off, kept running to north, with car between
me and object. ... I guess I had run about 25 feet when I glanced back and
saw the object . . . rise to about level of car, about 20 to 25 feet, guess. Taok,
I guess, about six seconds when object started to rise and I glanced back.

It appeared about directly over the place where it rose from.

1 was still runming, . . . [then] about 50 feet from car I ducked down, just
over edge of hill. ... I stopped because I did not hear the roar. I was
scared of the roar, and I had planned to continué running down the hill. I turned
around toward the object and at the same time put my head toward ground,
covering my face with my amms. ... When the roar stopped, heard a sharp
tone whine and the whine lasted maybe a second, Then there was complete
silence about the object.

That'’s when I lifted up my head and saw the object going away from me . . .
in a southwest direction . . . It did not come any closer to me. It appeared to
go in straight line and at same height—possibly 10 to 15 fect from ground,
and it cleared the dynamite shack by about three feet. Shack about eight feet
high. Object was traveling very fast. It seemed to rise up, and take off im-
mediately across country.

1 ran back to my car and as I ran back, I kept an eye on the object. I picked
up my . . . sun glasses, got into the car, and radioed to Nep Lopes, radio operator,
to look out the window, to see if you could see an object. He asked, what is it?
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I answered, it looks like a balloon. I don’t know if he saw it. If Nep looked
out his window, which faces north, he couldn’t have seen it. I did not tell him
at the moment which window to look out of,

As I was calling Nep, I could still see object. The object seemed to Lift up
slowly, and to get small in the distance very fast. It seemed to just clear the
Box Canyon or Mile Canyon Mountain. It disappeared as it went over the
mountain. It had no flame whatsoever as it was traveling over the ground, and
no smoke or noise.

Feeling in good health. Last drink—two or three beers—was over a month
ago. Noted no odors. Noted no sounds other than described. Gave direction
to Nep Lopes at radio and to Sergeant MS Chaves [of New Mexico state police
at Socorro] to get there. Went down to where the object had been, and I noted
the brush was burning in several places. ... I got my pen and drew a picture
of the insignia on the object. . ..

Then Sgt. Chaves came up, asked me what the trouble was because I was
sweating and he told me that I was white, very pale. I asked the Sgt. to see
what I saw and that was the burning brush. Then Sgt. Chaves and I went to
the spot and Sgt. Chaves pointed out the tracks.

When I first saw the object (when I thought it might be a car) I saw what
appeared to be two legs of some type from the object to the ground. At the
time, I didn’t pay much attention to . . . the two legs. The two legs were at
the bottom of the object, slanted outwards to the ground. The object might
have been about three and a half feet from the ground at that time.

Diagnosis: Unsolved

There is no doubt that Lonnie Zamora saw an object which left
quite an impression on him. There is also no question about Zamora’s
reliability. He is a serious police officer, a pillar of his church, and
a man well versed in recognizing airborne vehicles in his area. He
is puzzled by what he saw, and frankly, so are we. This is the
best-documented case on record, and still we have been unable, in
spite of thorough investigation, to find the vehicle or other stimulus
that scared Zamora to the point of panic.

During the course of the investigation and immediately thereafter,
everything that was humanly possible to verify was checked. Radia-
tion in the landing area was checked with Geiger counters from
Kirtland AFB. The Holloman AFB Balloon Control Center was
checked for balloon activity. All local stations and Air Force bases
were checked for release of weather balloons. Helicopter activity
was checked throughout the state of New Mexico. Government and
private aircraft were checked. The reconnaissance division in the
Pentagon was checked. The White House Command Post was
checked. The Commander at Holloman AFB was interviewed at
length about special activities from his base. Down-range controllers
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at the White Sands Missile Range were interviewed. Letters were
written to industrial companies engaged in lunar vehicle researrfh
activity. The companies were extremely cooperative, but to no avail.
The Air Force Materials Laboratory analyzed soil samples from the
landing area. )

The findings were altogether negative. No other witnesses could
be located. There were no unidentified helicopters or aircraft in the
area. Radar installations at Holloman AFB and at Albuquerque
observed no unusual blips; but the down-range Holloman MTI radar,
closest to Socorro, had been closed down for the day at 1600 hours.
There was no unusual meteorological activity, no thunderstorms;
the weather was windy but clear. There were no markings of any
sort in the area except the shallow “tracks” Chaves and Zamora found.
The soil analysis disclosed no foreign material. Radiation was normal
for the “tracks” and suwrrounding area. Laboratory analysis of the
burned brush showed no chemicals that could have been propellant
residue.

The object was traveling at approximately 120 miles per hour
when it disappeared over the mountain, according to Zamora’s best
guess of the time it took. Not an interplanetary speed, at any rate;
and the findings are also negative for any indication that the Socorro
UFO was of extraterrestrial origin or that it presented a threat to
the security of the United States.

SECREI
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INTELLIGENCE IN RECENT PUBLIC LITERATURE

SECRETS OF ELECTRONIC ESPIONAGE. By John M. Carroll.
(New York: Dutton. 1966. 224 pp. $3.95.)

This is a light and rather superficial review of the half century of
electronic surveillance activities which began in World War I soon
after the discovery of the vacuum tube. A short evening’s reading,
it will appeal more to devotees of Popular Mechanics than to Scien-
tific American subscribers. Those knowledgeable of electronic espi-
onage today will not find much of interest in it except perhaps a
reminder that in World War I, as now, the thing was to apply the
latest scientific techniques to espionage. Then it was the first vacuum
tube amplifiers; now it is tunnel diodes and lasers.

The book could have been put together, whether it was or not,
by going to standard reference works for what took place in the
two world wars and then keeping a good file of clippings from
newspapers and magazines to cover events in the last 15 years. The
scissors-and-paste technique gives the reader a series of episodes
rather than a coherent history of the subject.

There are a number of inaccuracies, growing more serious as the
story approaches the present time—“Army Air Force” rather than
Air Corps, “C-47" for C-54, glass “tubes” instead of rods in fiber
optics, and then the retrieval of capsules ejected from satellites by
nets sirung between planes in flight. Illustrations in the section
devoted to ferret activities and overflights are mostly photos of planes
in their conventional configuration, not the aircraft modified for Elint
or technical surveillance.

The account of the Soviet audio penetration of the American em-
bassy discovered in 1964 is almost completely erroneous. It has only
the 8th through the 10th floors bugged, neglecting the 6th and 7th,
and counts only 40 microphones, a 25% error. In several pages
describing the microphones buried deep in the walls, the author tells
us they were attached to long wooden pegs extending almost to the
surface of the plaster to pick up the walls’ voice-induced vibrations,
wooden pegs being used instead of the metal spikes of contact
microphones in order to defeat search by metal detectors. In reality,
these were wooden tubes leading to open holes in the plaster behind
the hot water radiators and so providing an air path to each micro-
phone’s diaphragm. He says the microphones were connected to

MORI/HRP PAGES
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Lditor’s note: With fuis ar- . o
tizle, the Star stacts a- fwe- - Dr. MeDonald: Ladies and

i i pentleren, I am pleased to

L Ies on the fascinating § E® : |
Is):ﬁcif‘ot unidentifled Oyhy - Have ﬂ:xcuﬁmccu\h r‘ilsfu :x&;
objects. At the Washinglon ~ ¥OU BRC LESE E S o
tng of the Ameri what I have found »ia}t;prq -
Sociely of Newspaper Edifors maicly a 12:month intensive
last April, Dr. James B.
MeDonald of the Universily
of Arizona, Spoke at the Invi-
tation of the cditors, faking
as his subject UFQ's. He was

: esting problem of unidentified
flying objects.

. About last April I began lo
take a close look at the prob-

. lem, having been moderately
interested in the problem ior

. some years prior to that. I
have been to Wright-Patter-

“son at Project Blue Book

i three times and I have exam-

sity, The minuies of e
ASNE meeting now being
transcribed and available, t_fxe
Star, because of the speeial

AR S\ TN
wESTLIOL

study of this extremely inter-
iry and all over the world.

public interest in the difier-
ences of opinion between Dr.
McDonald and Dr. Menzel,
- presents the remarks of both.

Dr. Menzel's side of fhe case

will appear Weilnesday. Dr.

fped 150 or so cases in their
files and talked to the sclen-
fific and military staff at
Blue Book.

1 have tafled with people in

- {ne Air Force, hoth sclentific
*. znd militzvy, about other as-
pecis of the problem. I bave
heen around the country dis-
cussing it with independent
groups, sich as NICAP (Na-

McDonald was inuoduccﬂ_by
John Quincy Mahaffey, editor
of ihe Texarkana, Tex., Ga-

2cite.
P

Mr. Mahaffey: And now I 1
should like to present our mittee on Aerial Phenpmena)
first scientist, Dr. James E. here jn Washington. NICAP is
MecDonald, who now holds the {one of tho oufstanding inde-
“position of senior physicist, * pendent groups; it has done
Institute of Atmospheric an  excellent joh over the
Physics, and professer, De-
partment of Meteorologys . einating problem.

University of Arizona. I have, on my own hook,

Bricfly, his cducational interviewed dozens of key
background des a B.AL wil in important cases
in chemistry from the Uni-: around the country and have
versity of Omaha, an M.S. in ; examined hundreds of casts
metcorology  fom Bost_on;in a good deal of detail. T
Toch and a Ph.D. in physies " have gone over Air Force
srom Jowa Slaie University. j evaluations, Dr. Menzel's
e has beem a research: analyses of problems and oth-
physicist at the hUniv&rs;yt.! er evaluations.
of Chicago and has taught® .. . -y

o iver-- gainst that back-
physies at lowa State Univer-: ground that 1 now fell you

hysics 2 wi at 1
ﬂéﬁ.pél:rkmah:esmuézﬁnsztﬁef that the sighting Mr.. Powell

American Meteorological =~ o
Society, the American
Geophysical Union, the Roy;d
Mecteorology Seciety and Sig-
ma Xi.
I am honored to preseat
our distinguished guest, Dr.
McDonald.
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‘tional Iovestigalions Com- + 3 "opcs " yune green men’

, years of digging inlo this fas- -

s g
Debate Lhe

about, Is by no means un-
representative of lho cate-
gorles of sightings that de-
mand immediate serigus sci-

entific attention in this cotl- « oo 2 4he Naval Research

And that §s part of what I
am heve to tell you today.

(Editor's note: William C.
Powell of Radnor, Pa., and a
friend, Miss Muriel McClave,
had already reported to the
edifors on their May 21, 1966,
sighting of what they said was
a saucer-shaped object with

" a slightly raised dome on the

top. They said the bottom
was brilliant red, the top a
brilliant white. They sald they

: saw fie object while flying

near Willow Grove Naval Air
Station in Pennsylvanla.}

‘This is not a nonsense prob-

: lem, as it has been made out.

A Iot of you have had fun, I
suppose, writing feature stor-

and hoaxers and so on. Be-

* lleve me, that is the wrong
. part of this problem to look °
at. : :

In the past week I 'have
spent "all of .my time dis-

Of UFQ’s-

_discussed, and wnich I was

“‘quite interested fo hear i\\’asmnglon. This week

St

think 1 have given 10 talks

¢ and briefings. I am glad to,

say to you that sclentliig

“and official concern is be-

- .

ginning to change. I have

Lzb. I've been at the Penta~
gon twice this week briefing-
civilian, military, Air Force
and other personnel. This

* weck I have also talked to

{ke National Academy people,

* the Natlonal Science Founda-

cussisg my serious comcern .

wilh sclentific colleagues and
with military people here in

[y

tion and other persons whose
influence on the problem I

but whose affiliation I am not
free to discuss with you.

1 bave to say to you that,
as a result of a pretty close
Jook at this problem, I think

believe will quickly show up, (

we bave all missed the boat. *

I think we have been misled.
I think the problem has been
most seriously mishandled of-
ficially for 20 years. The

- problem has been misrepre-

sented by many interacting
factors Including yourselves
and scientists such as myself.

1 have tried to put all of
this down in a rather long pa-
per that is available to you at
the back of the room. It is
entitled “UFO's:  Greatlest
Scientific Problem of Our
Times?” ‘In 20, minutes I
can’t possibly go over ajl of
the details, But I will refer to
the sections of this 28-page *

. paper as I go along. Since I
" know you can't read it now

and I doubt you'll be able to

L‘ozzﬁrhuw

O

’

N

sta};cd in the Air Force; and, ,

cerned with the clogging “of

intelligence ct 1.

vid FasRelaane 2002144704 ;
. good men all — spent .two

; days together, and two days

- {3 just not enough {o look at

- {his problem. They ruled that

there was no evidence for ex-

hostile foreign power” and
suggested that an educational
program be launched. This
was never done, It would

* havebeena £9gd ﬂ.ﬁng, .
H

. Thelr" fourth recommenda-
i} § tion came after sirong inter-
§ ! action with the repre-

DR.JAMESE.M:DONALDs i cnly one outside official Air
3 Fol

Farce channels who has seen ‘| has had very little fo do with couple of months ago in

read it before you leave, 1., mghdo::;ze?tt toMx?é a%l:imi )
hope that all of you will tako 1oode extensive notes From
it, either to read on the air- !j When I asked for a copy
plane or to carry it home to gy 5 subsequent visit, things

4 ¢ jetence of any “artifacts of & _

. sentatives ‘nt the final ses- ,
!sion. (I am in the pecullar °
5 position of belng almost the , problem strongly Indicates

, as near as 1 can o Balderdash, Rot

dx‘ﬂéhgmww 2ARG5818: Book lells you
project which, when 1 was 'and me, as we just heard a.
[here first, involved the ma. jmoment zgo, that there ls
‘jor, a sergeant and a secre. ‘mothing in the unideatified fy-
tary. ing objects that defies pre-
LT -sent-day explanation in terms
Now Maj. Quintanilla has in--jof sclence and technology,
¢ dicated that the Alr Force -thal’s balderdash; it is utler
, draws on other soutces of ex- rot, I assure you. How would »
. pertise, And when we read ‘you explain the kind. ofia
. the press releases from the |dome-shaped object that Mr. .
| Pentagon desk, we do indeed |Powell i
i get the impression that Alr saw? Well, i it was the only

one you ever heard of, you

{ Force expertise, which i not
: z:x::’by any means, has been . would forget about it. But
. ) look at the unidentiffed
cases: Exeter, N. H; Dam- !
on, Tex.; Port Hurvon, Mich.
Lpok at the sightings cnlyia :

*My cxamination of the

that the Air Farce expertise

Project. Blue Book, and that "Davis, Calif. Look at the
this Is the heart of the -cases that simply fit no con-r:
trouble, For instance, In the mventionsl, no sclentific, no

case of radar,.I talked not {known explanation. ;
very many days ago fo the | something s going on here .

. read” and then pass on to

* your sclentific edilors or ae-

¢ ronagtical editors or what

happened, and it bas been
reclassified by the CIA. I
taade no comments abo i

Air Force’s best radar propa-
. gation man, Dr. David Aflas,
" who indicaled fo me he fiad

iof the grealest sclentlfic in- !
erest that has becn. shoved

: have you, The paper goes i, It
- into considerable detail and f?,ﬁys&ﬁalmnﬂ%m&ﬁ
- .explains my point of view. at Blue Book and'inhthe For-
b Technology Division that
I think the problem has fE° ;
 boen Superficially and - I had all these noles. I have

competently - handled by the no_hesitation now to discuss

it in full , . .}

never been brought ints a - a rug: E’iil'c'ﬁied*a'nd‘i

Alr Force, I'have said that in
many open discussions.. I

_to Alr Force generals months
. ago. And I say it again.

The history of the problem,
as Mazj, Quintanilla (Maj.
Hector Quintanilla Jr., chief
of Project Blue Book and-
also a convention speaker) in-
dicaled, began in 1847. The
pivot point in the history of

*_ the UFQ’s was the Robertson

Panel of 1933 — five well-

The fourth recommendation
have-said it lo Alr Force gen- asked for a systematic' “de. .
. erals this week. I said it ;bunking- of the flylng saw’ -UFO's are Is crucial when

-cers” The stated objective
lof ‘the “debtmking” was to
“reduce public interest in fly-
'»lng saucers.”™

1 -
-» No Deception

1 wish to make it very
Clear that 1 do mot regard
this as a ‘dark and sinister
,action of 2 covert body Wying
ito deceive the citizenry. They

* discussions of propagation

anomalies or anything Ike
+ that in all his years at the
Alr Force Cambridge Re-
search Lab. And I could go
on fo fllustrate examples of
that sort.

The .quesiion of what the

. you look at sightings such as
1+ Mr, Powell and Miss

McClave talked about and

when you realize, as I now do
— but did not 12'months ago :
— lhat these are not unrepre- :
-sentative sightings. The close-
range sightings of disks and
cigarshaped objects

4 frequently seen at tens of feet

i in populous areas are on the .

“known scientists assembled | Wanted to get the “nolse™ cutp, increase. There are credible

. by the Air Force and CIA to
- have a look at the problem.
The sceurity agency’s con-
cern that led to formation of
:the group grew out of the
heavy wave of reports of
1952, not- exceeded even by
:last year's 1,000 reports.

+ 1 was startled when I went
into Maj. Quintanilla’s of

;and saw five feet of shelving .,
just devoted to the 1952 . .

waves of sightings. There

,of the “signais” that were|- observers, multiple witnesses. @

yelogging the intelligence]i A case in Beverly, Mass,

. Hence, viewed
irowly from security view-
I_polnts, it made good sense to
fget this *moise” suppressed.,
{ But jt was a sclentific tragedy
, that at that time this problem
‘was not furned over, in the

{face of. nohostility, to” scien- |
fflcc ;tfic groups. It was not, It

were 5o many eases that the ;

SEP 6 1857
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4 where five adults — two of

them police officers — were
l.with!n 20 feet of an object
3'that was right over the’
| middie of the street.In tfie
I back of my paper are 18

cases out of thousands, And
this particular case of last

: springlscited. ..
" {; That sort of thing and Pow-

ell’s observation are repre.

sentative of the Interesting i’ .
.1 It'bagled to = Iot of serious

i

}- sightings. They' are .not con-
{ fined io lhe United States,
| One finds this golng on all |
{, over the world. 1 can’ vouch

} only for the American reports :
that I have checked, and .

i
L

1. 50 on, is very large and I

under

laughed out of court. You andl
your feature ‘writers ‘havef
helped ridicule. it. It's casier
! te write a funny story. And:}

. once the Air Force tells you =

% there i3 nothing to i, what is *
more logical than to say,d
“People see things; there-are *
a lot of nuls around the
1 country?” And that has led fo |
the net cffect that very few
of these are reported. :

For example, Mr. Powell's"

Teport mever got.on the wires
"He told me he, called the :
Naval Air Statlon at Willow .
Grove afler a day's deliber- ,
dtion, and they weren't very ..
interested; and he didn't go *
any further with il.

citizens who have been hurt

s
The number of embitiered

i by Alr Force callous rejec- -

*fion and discrediting, saying
; they saw twinkling stars-and

ihave had firsthand contact
: with many of them.'Ag & citl-
izen I ym 2 little disgruntled
iat this

kind of treatment. If ;

:there were some reason for -
Vit If Ulere were a naﬁong_l 5

- security’ reason -~ but it :

. just incompetence in opera-
-tion,

i students of the problem to
* speculate that there might be
+ somhe consplracy. And 1 haye'

TontTnued

i Iﬁ%ﬂ?ﬁgﬁ’ﬁ?&ﬁ?ﬁfﬁ%?uooss-s

'
1

i
P




/

O

v

O

a

given that very’ arciul
* thought for a number of rea-

¢ “hgs sl d eoibliation of ©

i Echo and Venus — an ex-

sons. The group at JFpPovedFuitiRietbass

here in Washington has bad
much more contact with this
problem than either the Air
Foree or I, and they have
again and again cncountered
cases where it looked to them -
as«if there must be some

really highlevel conspira- . :

. cy.
" Petple have suggested that ©
maybe Blue Book is only a

front organization and doesn't. *

know that il's only a front or--
¢ ‘ganizatlon, Well, I can't begin
1o tell you the sources that I
have checked on this. But I
do.not think it is a graid
coverup. It is a grand foulup, *
a foulup of incred}ble propor-

- surd? as
the official Con-

comes to mind ai the Tmo-
ment because it contalns 2

e fo - O e ooRR

gressman Stanton (Rep. John
W. Stanton, R-Ohio) has been
told that a reinvestigation con-

: ﬁrgm._thxt. That too Is ufter
10!

. I tell you that this sort of
thing has to stop. And you

editors are In an excellent po-"

sition 1o help stop this. by.
* pressing for what I am af-
raid, at this juncture, may
: be the only way {o escalate
serious sclentific ‘concern,
and that'ls to ask for a full
and fair congressional Inquiry
ingo' the past 20 years of

tions; unpr d in my
“experience. -

There have been scientlsts.
who have looked at the prob-
lem — not very many. Dr.
‘Menzel is one, I cannot agree .

. with the optical-physical-as- .

. tronomical principles —~ the

. arguments that Dr. Menzel
uses.

* @ Plasma Phenomena
i Another person  who has

"+ recently looked at the problem

*is Philip Klass, who bhas
thought that’ these, perhaps,
. are plasma phenomena. That

is a reasonable thing to have .

a look at, and I have had a°
look at it, I can't agree with
Philip Klass that any sub-
stantial portion of the cases
s can be accounted: for In
terms of plasma phenomena
associated with coropa dis-
charges on power lines or
t balls of lightning. In the best
i labs in the country it is the
: biggest problem In fusion re-
search to get plasma life-
{imes of more than seconds.’
But how did Mr. Powell sce
this plasma coming along at
. him from ahead and walch it
for tens of seconds? How did
two California Highway Pa-
trolmen at Red Biuff, Calif.,

starid about 150-208 fect from -
a 100-foot-long object that *

had great big bright blinking.
lights on it, that maneuvered
up and down and led them a
.chase 6f aboui 70 minutes?
How did the Portage County,
¥ Oblo, sheriff's deputies last
spring follow for an hour and

. ahalfaplasmaoratwlnkllng!
tanilla,

star_or, as’ Maj. Quin

SEP § l, tion about the- whole UFO _

i problem, I refer you t4 a ;

A diing of this extremely
** important problem.

The scientist doesn't usual-

i ly like fo pursue these kinds
of routes, I don't. You often

i get not only less than you
. hoped for but you also lose
scientific progress. We must
have a hearing that is not
like the one last spring which
was called by Congressman
Ford (Rep, Gerald R. Ford
R-Mich.) as a result of con-
stituents’ concern over Air
Force handling of the Mich-
igan cases that were ex-
. plained in terms of swamp
i" gas, No single explanation
bas brought the Air "Force
; more ridicule, The swamp
. gas theory Is nonsense. And
It still stands as: the ex-
.. planation. This is-the explana-
, tion that came direcily from

* Dr. Hynek, and Muj. Quintan- ~

illa has assured me that it Is
Hynek, not him, with whom
1 must bave any discussions,
And I have, but the explana-
tion has not been retracted.

Y
{Editor’s note: Dr. J. Allen’,

Hynek of Northwestern Uni-
*» versity is the Air Force con-
* sultant on UF0's.)

* When Ford got an investi-"-

— they were al-
most suceessful several times
— to lamch an investigation.
And this, ag I've sald, is
*. needed. We scientists have
. been assured for so long
¢ there Is nothing fo it. As I
+ have gone around the country
and 1 suppose I have talked
to 15 sclentific groups, includ-
ing ‘Rand, the University of
i "Washington, my colleagues in
: the Amerlean Meteorologleal
: Soclety — oJver and over
{ agein I have encountered the
|- conviction that “there can't
! be anything fo this; the Alr

Force has investigated it for

years and.years and ‘shown

that there is not a shred of - :
+ evidence” — the sort of phra- - :

* seology you heard’ a moment

age.
| 2E0 I

This even shows up abroad,

; Jacques Vallee; a French In-
» vestigator of UFO's,. who is
« now in this country, has writ-
ten two fairly good books on
the subject: I asked him;
+ “Why doesn’t the French gov-
crnment, for example, do

3

nozmsﬂ'&"very best selen-
: lists are poing to be very be-

wildered when they examine,
as 1, for example, have ex-
amined, the astounding vol-
ume of evidence that exists

on this problem that has been .

. generally put tunder the rug,
- !

* o Wire Services

The wire service cditors
. know 1t's a ot of nonsense. If
something lappens out in

. Sauk Center, maybe even the

. Sauk Center Gazetfe doesn’t

““report It.-But If It does, the

wire service editor Is sure
disinclined to reportiit. ‘And
so the discrepancy between
what you as editors' suspect

is.the naturs of the-problem -
v and ‘what you see in Hust

Jooking at clipping service

. coverage — where you get all -

the Sauk "Center Gazetle re-
ports — is, well, If’s almost
incredible.

1 couldn't believe it when
last spring 1 saw the -NICAP

* clipping service coverage. I

something? He replied, -.

. “When we go fo the French .!

‘. government, they say the
i US. Afr Force has béen
.. spending a Iot of money for

! many years on this and has ..

i shown there is nothing to it.
. Why should we spend French
" money?” And so this image

of expertisa that has baen
° behind it zero — is holding
.. this problem In a Iimbo that
.. it must be blasted out of."

Although' I saw some prog-- ’

xess this week <~ progress of -

. an entirely different sort =~ I
" .don’t think (we are really go-
Ing to get the serious concern
among many topsotch scien-
tists, What we .need’ are -scl-*
entists who are much better
ipped than myself to look

gation, who d 1t? The
+ Armi mmittee.
0 tified? ee

i Forcerelated people, period.
1 That we can't have. We must
have what NICAP, for ex-

? for years.

o The Best Source

I you want to get the .

single best source of informa-

A edRbicRisle sV IHE3,
-pproveiz ‘%g’ﬂ Uthgre:yidppce.’?{ki?

t

ample, has heen pleading for -

thought I knew something

about the problem, but the °

pumber of incidents in
Shamokin, Penn. or Custer,
Wash., or whathave-you —
you never hear of them, and
nobody else hears of them. If
you' read ‘the New York
Times and -your own- paper,

:+ you won't have heard of them,

i
I

: 3}
. suread. abroad —- which has_; because we have collectively

helped the Alr Force forget

* about this somewhat uncom-

fortable problem. And you
have helped. Yet, the evi-
dence I3 simply astounding.

Well, I much prefer fo talk

about the purely sclentific as- §

pecls of some of these ex-
planations, I have no starl-

ling sclentific Mumiriation of *

the problem. It's baffling to

me. Nothing in my scleatific !

- education prepares me 1w

. give you a pat explanalion of :

" at this problem. This has to. |

go fo the top-caliber scientists
all over thef world, because
. something is favolved here
* that is of -concern to’ all of
us. It is not a simple prablem.

mean, obviously, how am I
.. going-lo explain a 30-, 40-, 50-
* foot disk that goes by an ex-
* perlenced pilot like Mr, Pow-
ell, who,” I understand has

what Is golng on here, *

There are hoaxes; there

are misinterpreted pheno-
i Inena;

there are all these

. things, of course. But there *
s are not advanced lest ve-

hicles, believe me. No Air

1+ Force fest vehicle is going to

i

; go for five miles behind a

loaded gas truck in Oklahoma
— this sort of thing — fand-

e o Just 30 i 108 1n 8 middl of clfe. No
: might see a Cadillae 2 few - e FEnued |
& (4% S EIOt369R000200240055- BT 8¢ |

American” test vehicle is go-

dng {o be tested in Brauzil or .

New Zealand and no Rusyjpgyr
test vehicle is going to he tg?

, ted in the United States or

>

D

England, There is every rea-
son to believe that the phe-
nomenen is global, They are
not advanced test vehicles;
they are not hallucinations. I

have had three sessions with -

‘psychologists and I have
asked them, “Is there any-
thing {n your clinical ex-
. perience that would match
this?” The answer is, “No, it
certainly doesn't sound like
anyihing psychological.” All-
er all. there are cases involv-
ing dozens of wiinesses and

* others involving radar Sight-
ings — although if the Air
: Force is Involved, the sight-
i ings are disclaimed and .
t blamed on weather, elec- |
tronic malfmetions and so
on; al least that’s how they
have been so attributed since
1 1953. If you want to get all
. the Afr Force radar sight-
ings, you go back before the
;_'C_I.# request for a *debunk-
*'Ing® policy and Air Force
Regulation 2000-2.

"o A Beginning

Well, what is to be done?
The Colorada Program (an
. “Alr Force-sponsored study) Is
1 a beginning, but I am uneasy
about the Colorado Program.

. There Is not nearly enocugh :

- sclentific talent on- that pro-
° gram. 1 have said thal quite

openly — withont intending fo -,

- carp — to many people in
Washington. It should be
beefed up i

; electromagnetic

dlately. What

continue to try, as one scien- .

tist, to pursue it in other

the military. And by their
own statement, with which
agree, there is no clear-cut
evidence of hostility, But
let's get it into a scientific
agency.

Amusingly, all my efforts
{o interest NASA in this gives
me the feeling that they think
it's nonsense too. I think they

+ have been aoodwinked and

sort of unintentionally brain-
washed for years and years,
And all this is not as a result
of any highJlevel conspiracy,
I’s just a foulup. But a fou-
lup of really incredible pro-
portions, We must launch a
new level of investigation.

There are very specific |
things. Radar Es already depl-

oyed. The trouble is it's com-
promised by present regula-
tions. There-are many radar
sightings. This would be an
immediate objective source
of information that could be
put-into scientlfic terms and
be very useful.

There are a number of
effects
. known in the evidence — car-
stopping cases, for instance.
In Texas, in 1957, the fascl-

nating case, nine diffevent ve-

hicles stopped. But this is go-
ing on all the time. NICAP
* must have 150 examples of

_ this. It's going on In Aust- °

* ralia, England and soon.

. Associated with this are
apparently interference cf-
fects, radio and TV,

_ we need [s much more atten-

* tion to this problem, and that,
unfortunately, requires money.
But it also requires people
and that Is what is short out
at Colorade. I'm afraid they
have not taken the problem.
seriously enough fo muster
the sclentific talent to do jus-
tice {o that.

. We need an immediate es-
: calation of the problem. Con-
gressional inquiry, if you can
press for it, will perhaps’do
the trick; it might also send
the problem awry. I don’t
have great confidence in a

congressional inquiry belng

the greatest solution. Il
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The whole question of the

! pre-1%¢7 sightings, which I

ooy 4 AERD
oéﬁmﬁﬁgwq‘ ng?mdﬁu?g be 1o05§5%33§:m0

cal scholars as well as stu-
dents of the history of tech-
nology, to examine the inter-
esting question of whether
sightings that appear to con-
stitute 2 contintum at low
Ievels, running back to the
turn of the century at least,
are the same phenomena. NI
CAP is coming out with a vol-
ume in 2 few months, one
that represents a good compi-

. lation of evidence. But histori-

magne-
a lot of

ence knows a lot about elec-,

tromagnetic sensing devices, *

and many things could be
done quickly if only the prob-

. Jem were taken serjously.

o Airline Reports

There are many airline re- '

poris in the old evidence. But

"once the Air Force began to:

* discredit pilats — and they
have,
mercifully discredited them
— that source of information

_preity much dried up.

.bile teams need fo° be pre-
* pared to get out ints the ficld
in a hurry with a Jot of gear.
And this can be done. .1 dis-
cussed this in the Pentagon
.last week with the people

. about that sor!
; Ido.

in some cases, un-*

That can be changed. Mo-,

cal sophistication is needed
. lo assess the evidence. That
is a very Imporiant thing to
do, because the whole na-
ture. of the problem is quite
different, if it is the case —
and I lean in this direction
— that aside from the marked
increase beginning in 1947,
there appears to be the same,
phenomenon of craft - like,
i machine-like objects oper-
i afing In our cnvironment for
¢ tens of years. .

‘The heart of the problem is”
. the *ridicule 1id,” and you're
;-sitting on it. Yow're sifting on
it in a way that is very im-
portant. Get off that lid! That
is,
people to take it seriously;

+ Jook 4t the problem yourself; i

cxamine it for yourself and
get off that lid, because that

: is a big part of the problem ! argue that the peculiar prop-

. ow,

You don't know, whether
changes in the frequency of
sightings is a real change, or
whether they -occur just be-
cause you have given it
serlous credence in  your
area, which makes people
come out with rcports that
they wouldn't otherwise have
told a soul about.

You are on the Iid. Get off

it. Ask for congressiomal in- ,

vestigation.

My report lists 18 or 20 edi-}
torial comments. It shows’
that some of your colleagues-
have already pressed for thig
— too faintly — in the past,
Have a look for yourself at’
the evidence. You will find an
astounding picture of-
enormous _interest that has
been mishandlied and mis-
represented for far too long. .

get your wire service

%
OZOQZ&DPMave examined

the evidence and 1 have
drawn slightly different con-
clusions from those presented
by the previous speaker.

(ile previous speaker was
Dr. McDonald, who said that
. he had concluded, after a 12-
“menth study of “the ex-
{ tremely intcresting problem
- of unidentified flying oby
jects™ that a proper ap-
proach was being taken
toward them by the Alr
Force or others, and that 2
-closer look should be taken.
‘Dr. McDonald said, “Some-
thing Is going on here of the
greatest  scientific  interest
that has been shoved under a
rug, ridiculed, and laughed
at” Dr. McDonald's viaw 1§
that UFO’s very well may be
visitors from space.}

. Similar sightings of flying-
& saucers go far back in his-
-tory, where they have as-

““#iery chariols, wills-o’the-
wisp, jack-olanterns, {ire-

- drakes, fox fire and even the |

devi! himself.

And now we are having ur-
i ged on us a new legend fo
* explain a rash of mysterious
1 sightings. Certain UFO buffs

erties and maneuvers of
* these apparitions, as reparted
. by reliable people of all dif-

¢ ferent kinds, are so remark-.”
ex- ¢

+ gble that only one
planation for them is pos-

sible: they must be vehicles

from outer space, manned
1 by beings far yaore intelligent
| than we, because the opera-

tors have clearly built ve- ~

hicles capable ‘of something
far beyond anyihing we can
conceive of. This is the argu-
ment that we are asked io
« aceept.

On the face of it, it sounds

* much like the reasoning of
Sherlock Holmes, who said on
'several occasjons, “It is an
old maxim of mine that when
you have excluded the impos-
sible, whatever remains, how-
1 ever improbable, must be the
“fruth” 1 am willing to go
aleng with this formula, but

* only aiter. we have followed

Holmes and cxcluded every
possibility but that of manned
UFO's, And we must also
s show that no {further possi-,

{ bt
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“sumed different forms for dif- *
ferent people. Old records re-
. fer to them as flery dragons,

y,
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The believers, 1 il
much too eager to reach a
decision, Their method is

quite simple. They try to find -
someone whom they can es- :

- tablish as an authority, some-
ione who will support their
,views, Then they quole and

soften misquote “various au-

thorities, or they misquote
;one another, umtil they be-

Yeve what they are saying, :

:Having no real logic on their
iside, they resort to innuendo
!and ridicule and try to dis-
seredit those who fall to sup.
port their view. The UFO.

magazines all refer to me as *

the archdemon of saucer-

dom! - M
To the bufts all sightings | Qther Reasons

are true UFQ’s unless proved -
otherwise. N E

Deceptive Reasoning
trovel

“but the chances are that if

life history. of our solar sys- -
tem. The number of habitable

you have heard, including
mine, are just guesses, 1

. have gucssed thal cur ewn .
Milky Way many contain ag :

many as a million such plan-
ets. Thal sounds ke a lot,

this figure js right, the near- |
est inhabited planet would be «
so far away that if we sent
out 2 message to it {oday, we «
should have to wait about 2,- -
800 years to get a reply. *
Alas, the evidence is poor for
intelligent life in our solar *
system, although I would
rather expect to find some
ﬁw forms of life on planet

ars,
)

With respect to UF(’s,

.. Position is simply this: that
I concede that the concept : Other natural explanations .i states that fhere is no evi- ' With @ nearby flying object,

} of manned spaceships is not -+ exist — Dr. McDonald to the
+ an absolute’ impossibility. * conlrary — for the unex-

e b2 s dos

‘ploited these Ideas, and soon”
various UFO clubs came into

have heard, a committee of
scientists headed by H.P, Rob-
¢ erfson of Cal Tech met at
to consider a pumber of
-"the Air Force's most convine-

personnel who had worked on

:EGAMRBSBSD389R0?D_2DD@4QP§§J§C:"

; ing cases. These cases were - speed.
+ supposedly the ones that had. .
convinced the Air Force ;

' 5

X ther, shinin,
brightly in the sun, floating E p
mere 20 feet overhead may,
to someone on the ground,
seem to be a distant object
moving at a very high

Conversely, a pilot ma
think the bright ob';::ct on t.hZ

them as the 20 fo 30 most _horizon, in reality a star or

oulstanding cases, the ones
that looked as if there was
absolutely np other ex-
planation except UFO's from

outer space to account for the .

Robertson

Jintal

planet, that lies Just beyond
bis wing tip is a UFQ, 'Soyme- e
times' a layer of ‘Wwarm air,
sandwiched between two lay-
ers of cold air, can act as a

_:-.lnqs,_proju:ung a pulsing,

sightings.  The
Commitee 1

sol- :

vividly colored sam- .

ved a number of them. The
rest they could not solve only

s T

. because of poor or in-°
* sufficient data. The question-

cer-like image of a planet. (I -¢
bave seen this phenomenon
mysclf, despite the fact that
the previous speaker in his -
lengthy ipt tries to

naire again! They
that all cases had a natural
solution. And the report

discredit my sighting.) Pilots,
thinking they were dealing

1 dence 1o support the idea that . have often tried to intercept

UFO’s are vehicles from an-

such images which evade, of

Neither are the concepts of ° plained sightings. The Alr  other warld, « course all attempts- to -cut *
ghosts, spirits, wilches, falr- =~ Force bas given me full ac- N o the * UFO .- them off, The distance may
ies, elves, hobgloblins or the ; cess to their files. I concur , , Nevertheless, the i seem to change rapidly as

+ buffs believe, almost as an

LY s
arlidle of falth, that e star fades or increnses in

deviL The only trouble with | with Dr. "MacDonald that N
¢ Intensity, Because, 2s the pi-

this last list is the fact that * there is no vast conspiracy °;

i-they are somewhat outof

by either the Afr Force or

i date, We live in the age of "~ the CJA to conceal the facts
space. Isn't it nalural that 3 from the public, as many

¢ observers, such as milltary
or airline pilots, couldn't pos- *

sibly mistake a meteor or a

. lot flies along, the star may °

even be completely cut off at
times by a mountain or by a

beings from onter space ups have charged. . planet or 3 star, 2 sundog OF  forest and it will seem to
should extibit  simllar Infer-\ o e OB ) 3 mirage for a UFO. This  bum in and out from fho
est in us? But when we con- Air Force has made its viewpoint Is absolute non- | plane, attacking the plane.

sider that these beings — if
indeed they are heings —
; have been bugglng us for
¢ centurles, why should not one
have landed on the White

. self o the President of the

' United Stales, to a member '

mistakes, They never: have
had enough scientists in the
project. They have. failed to
follow up certain sightings of .

_ special importance. To me i

their questionnalre is ama- °
teurish, almost cleverly de- °

signed in cerfaln cases to get .

sense, and the Air Force files
bear witness to its falsity!

ved cases — sightings by the
same kind of “reliable indi-
viduals,” like ‘the pilots, But
such persons’ have often
made huge errors in the

.

They contain thousand of sol- .

1i's realistic and very fright-
enirig.

The observations of this
type .fortify the UFO Jegend
‘that these objects “maneuver

. -as if under intelligent con-

trol.” But the pilots fail {0

.gfithe Natlimtall Actaligmy,of . g:':kwmng answers and lose ; identification: . :y;"mﬁm?eﬁ::hmﬂ
Scientes or at least to some of the facls, The Alr i w
e o you eitors? Force'is aware of my it : Meteor Mistaken themselves, and I think that

Now, please don't misun- ' Cism. Aod-at Major Quin
derstand me, I think it is very *
possible that intelligent life, :

hopefully more infelligent

than we — may exist some-.

t where in the vast reaches of

* outef space. But it is the:’
very- vastness of this space’;

« that complicates the problem.

: The distances are almost in-:
. conceivable. The time re-
- Quired fo reach the earth —.

even at speeds comparable to

years for some of our nearer
neighbors. And it takes light
some billions of ‘'years to

reach vs from the most dis- -

tant galaxies, times compa-

. ‘gir Fotﬁ]etgmup had con-
s rable with that § uded that extraterresirial
¢ rable with, fhat for the entire i tes were the only expla-
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nilla’s invitation I have been
making construclive criticisms

and frying {o help them in a ~, may even imagine that his b

¢ plane is hit by the backwash

revision of the questiomnaire,
1t s not an easy job.

From 1947 until 1954 a be- :
- wildered group of Air Force

personnel fried honestly and
sincerely to resolve the UFQ-
problem. uany highly re-

. liable persons had reported .
that of Jight — range In um- | Sceing objects moving at fan-
dreds, if not thousands, of :

tastic speeds and apparently
taking evasive aclion in a
manner jmpaossible for known

zablé number of those in the

i miles -away!

A huge meteor flashes by in
the sky! The copilot thinks it
is going to strike the plane
and takes evasive action. He

from this UFO. The pilot dis-
agrees, the pilot i3 right. The
0 proves 1o be a bright

the Air Force personnel of
Project Blue Book sHll do
not appreciate this important

. UFO phehomenon.

i pari

Mirages aren’t the only ap-
itions that appear bo

. maneuver. I think I was the

tireball or feteor a-himdred '

first person o point out that
a special kind of reflection of
the sun (or moon) from ice

such ocetr- © crystals, somictimes called a

rences are frequent, not rare, ; sundog {or moondog), can

Distances, especially

. Space, are bard lo estimate,
.: l'yow're In the air, a thing |
s you might think is 100 feet |

T awa!
terresiial ralt. By 1052 8l ¥ from sou actually may

i &
b

be a star that is'clear back
in the firmament, °

;

also perform evasive action, .
Layers of ice crysials are :
necessary like those found in |
cirrus clouds. An aviator, fly-
ing through cirrus, somelimes

! sces a peculiar metallic-ap-

pearing reflection. The reflec- *
tion often has a reddish tinge -
on ane side, a reflection ‘of
the sun or moon, He ma;

ached,

mAdEr v )
A )

. UL PHUL IGVELBLY CUHLDG |
*  and the object scems fo exe- !
* cute evasive action. As the |

But there are still a few- that when you look at a sud-

other phenomena that can

pilot runs out of ice cEpkovVed PRI Y 200811104

the UFO will scem to put on *
a burst of speed and dis-
appear into the distance, It is

. the ice-crystal analogue of a
Tainhow.

" Material Causes

But such bebavior does not
imply, as the UFO addicls
iry to Imply, the presence of

. an intelligent pilot to guide
it

As we look aver the Air
Yorce files, we find that
some 50 per cent of the sol-

-~~—. ved cases result irom the
presence of material objects
. in the atmosphere, reflections
. from planes banking in the
sun and balloons — child's
' balloons, weather balloons,
s Hghled or unlighted, especial-
1y those enormous plastic bal-
. loons as large as a 10-story
* building, which carry scien-
. tific instruments sometimes @
.« to 100,000 feet — reflecting |,
. full sunlight while the earth
* below lies in dim twilight.
Such balloons shine more |
brilliantly than Venus. Ad- .
vertising planes or illumi-
nated blimps frequently be-
come UFO0’s. &

i
: DBirds, by day or night, of- !
ten reflect light from thelr !
- shiny backs. Windblown kites,”
, hats, paper, plastic sacks, |
° feathers, spider webs, seed :
pods, dust devils have all
contributed their share of
. UFO sightings, Insects — 3,
. single insects or insects in .
swarms ~ saucer-shaped
clouds, the reflection of a i
scarchlight on clouds, special
space experiments, such as
rockef-launched sodium vaper *
releases or balloons launched *
from rockets from Wallops
Islend, have also produced
* spectacular apparitions, vis- :
ible alt up and down the East |
Coast. Ball lightning and the |
aurera horealls occasionally +
contribute. t

Refleclions  from  pow-

, eclines, insulators, television
antennas, radars, radio {ele- }
scopes, even apartment win-; :

: dows! These foo have, in,;
; thelr turn, produced realistic®
: UFO's and I could’ go on ad-. .,
ding almost indefinitely lo
this list, : s
1

‘i

H

i

But the chief point that I
wimt to make is that a;
simple phenomenon lke any:
ufI lr;hc ;beove have tricked in-
Lelligent people inlo regorting’
4 UFQ. RPPF%.,V
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as far as I know, the Air
Foree still does not recognize
and I think I am bringing
them to the public’s attention
for the first time today.- You
will see occasionat reference
to some of these phenomena
but only indirectly.

Let me quote from an ar-
ticle on “Vision” in Volume
14 of the McGraw-Hili En-
cyclopedia of Science and
Technology: *. . .any obser-
vant person can detect swirl- .
ing .clouds or spols of ‘light’

in tolcl darkness or -whie !

looking: at a homogeneous
field such as a bright blue
sky.” So, if you want to see
flying saucers, just Iook up,

It you don't see them, you

probably

aren’t “obser-
vant.® ~
1

1 can see them most clear- ;

Iy in a dark reom or on a
moonless night with the sky

* even darker with heavy

clouds, I find the background
of stars on a clear night
somewhat distracting. Just-
lie on your back, open your
yes and see the saucers
spin. You will almost surely
see bright irregular paiches
of light forms. Some of them
seem¥ gray-green but I occa-
sionally .see silver or gold
and occasionally red. I can
even Imagine ‘windows: in

. some of ihem. As you move

your eyes, they will cavort
across the sky. To speed up
the action, just rub your eyes
like a persen coming ont of a
sleep. Oceasionally, the whole
field will become large and
luminous. Now, I ask you,
how can you be sure that the
UFO reporied by an airfine

pilot is not just one of these ..

spurious images? And even if,
an alerted copilot confirms it,
he might also be responding
to' a similar effect in his own
eyes, since we don't know
that he is seeing exactly the
same thing .that the other

.t man is reporting.

Eye Errors
The chemistry and physi-

1 ology .of the human eye are

certainly responsible for

‘ many UFO sightings. The eye

responds in a different way
o different kinds of stimuli.,
Taken a sudden burst of

. bright Iight like taat coming
* from a flashbulb. -You news-

aper editors, and especially

first row, would know

den flash you will have an

SRR Ao Ao ifon200 B £l tila

duces immediate change in
the so-called visual purple of
the retina. In a sense the ret-
inal spot where the light fell
on the eye becomes fatigued
and, for some minutes after

. the flash, you will be able to
\see a bright usually greeaish}.

floating spot which cowld be

mistaken for a UFO by some- ;

one unfamilfar with the prob-
Iem.

But let me take an acfual

case which is fypical of a }

large number in the files of ,

Project Blue Book. A child i’

going to the bathroom turns !
on a bright light and acciden- .

T once had another similar
experience, I suddenly glanced
up and was surprised to sce
a whole flotilla of UFO's in
formation across the sky.

They looked like after-im-

ages, but I hadn't been

conscious of the visual sti- <
mulus responsible. I quickly:

retraced my steps and found :

it: sumlight reflected from the
shiny surface of the fender of
a parked car.

I am sure that many

UFO's, still unknown, belong !
i in this class, Look fixedly at”

the full moon for at least 3¢
seconds and then turn away.

{ A greenish balloon will swim

over your head and perform

tally awakens one of this par- ' | mancuvers’ starfling or Im-

ents who is biinded by the:
sudden illumination. The
child turns off the lght and’
the parent, for some reason,
also gets up and just happens
{o glance out of the window.’
He is startled to see @ pecu-:
liar spot of light floating over
the trees and making irregu-!
lar jerky motions. He watch-
es the UFO for a minute or
two until it finally dis-
appears. He can't be blamed
for failing to realize that the
erratic and often rapld move-
ments. of the UFQ are due to

similar movements of his ;
own eye. The UFO simply ap- ¢

pears in the direction in
which he happens to be look-
ing, and that's all. And yet

he may describe # graph- .

‘ically as a luminous object

‘‘cavorting across the
sy

_Many such stimull are pos- !

!

sible by day and night. A few :

weeks ago I was driving to- i}

ward the setting sun.. I
came 1o a bt and

3
1
}
1
i
'
1
i
i
{
'
H
1

possible for-any real object.
T have Heen able fo attain the
same effect with the planet
Venus when it is near maxi-
mum brilliance. Yet most ob-
servers will swear that such
UFO's are true objects. And
the "Air Force questionnaire,
failing fo recogunize even the
existence of this kind of UFO,

contains not a single question ;

that would help them identify
it. In fact, the words signify-
ing UFO, unidentified flying

object, showed the state of

mind of the Air Force person-
rel who invented this abbre-
viation. What I am saying. is
that the UFQ's are not un-
identifiable. They are often
not fAying and many are not
even objects. It is.this point
of view, to regard the appar-
jtion as actual solid objeects,
that has returded the solution
so long.

Aiter-images possess still
another complicated charac-
teristic. Colored light tendg to
produce an after-image of

looked out the side window.f
the car. I was startled to see

a large black ‘object shaped :

something like a dirigible
surrounded by dozens of

: small black bailoons. I sud-

denly realized that .these
were after-images of the sun.
The big one was where I had
been looking more Iixedly.
The spols were images where

: my cye had wandered. A

UFO buif could have sworn
that he was seeing a “mother
ship” and a swarm of UFOQ's
in rapid flight.

y  color. A
green flash will cause a red
after-image- fnd vice

sa. i

Color-blind persons and per-
song with defective Vision will
often experience effects dif-

g1

foiFnoed

b
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- actually lh'at of the eye.it ’

ferent, from those of people “No, it is not,” said they;
with normal cyesight. « wyou will sec it turn around

Another optical phprevedEhrReiSEle S5 1164

non that can produce an illus-

fon: you may forget that the Hour after hour passed and
eycball jumps a litle every as the planet continued its
time that you blink, Walking
{ransmits vibrations “to the
cyc at every step. Many indi-
viduals think they sece stars, _of deviating from its course.
planets or satellites oscillat- We went out from time to
ing when the movement is _ time tolook at the sky.

“There it is,”” said one of

watchers began to get a liltle
nervous. It showed no signs

: self. the observers at length point-

: character, We spent two
" nights and a day at Fort

* had been seen by all of them

ing to Capella, which was

just rising a little to the East
. of North; “Were is the star

On_our retun across Min- ; setting”
nesota we had an experience | . N :
which I have always remem- ~ “’gfe're ii: thi? :iar ::dhav’e
bered as Dlustrative of the o Tooking at te in.
fallacy of all human festimo- } c::gpimousg o era;“"{hg‘“x; o
oy ahout ghosts, rap;n?gs 3,“ r.: dian, and that star which yon
other phenomena o 2| higk 55 sefting fs really Tis
ing and will scon be higher

»

Let me give you this quota-
tion from a book:

Snelling. Some of the officers .
were greatly surprised by a A very lille additional

lestial p of a, hing showed that na_de-
very extraordinary character, viation of the general laws of
which had been observed for  Nature had occurred, but that
several nights past. A star the observers of previous
bad been scen, night after . nights had jumped at the
night, rising in the East as * conclusion that two cbjects,
usual, and starting on iis. widely apart in the heavens,
course toward the South. But ~ were the same.

instead of contiming that "o Gids came from a

colrse across the m A ol
as stars invariably had done. 2?"; :Eed “Reminiscences

To thls moment 1 haven't
mentioned still another meth-
©od of detecting saucers - one

: GIA RN P eRDBARRN0Z0

the human eye, I mean ra-
dar, Radar is a machie. It

can’t make mistakes. Or at -

gument advanced by the UFO
buffs, .

‘The previous speaker in his

document violenlly discredits

my work and reveals his ig-
norance of the phenomenod of
radio propagation of these ra- |
dar waves. It so happens that
during that three-year service
in the Navy, which has al-
ready been referred o, and
22 years since then as’ con-
sultant to the Ceniral Radio
Propagation Laboratory of
the National Bureau of Stand-
-ards, I have had a little ex-
perience with this particular
. Phenomenon and the condi-

regular course, the other * least that is the common ar- ..

radar sightings. In view of
the physical properties of the
cye, the surprising fact is
that so few cases have been

- reported.

° Time won't permit me 1o

tions. Radar is cursed with -

all of the potential afflictions

that, any complicated elec- :.

irical gadget can suffer. But .

Ict me mention only one: mi- .

rage.

Let me explain briefly what

a radar does, It sends out a

pulse of radic waves. We

know the direction, northeast

. for example. We know the
. elevation above the horizon. |

. An echo returns. From the

jrom the oldest antiquity, it
B o s anj IO was In charge of the
iinally set mear the wnorth, American Nautical A.lm,annc
point of the horizon. Of office from 1877 unti] 1897,
course, an explanation was This event adlually eccurred
wanted. in 1860, The similurity io
modern UFQ's is over-
My assurance that there powering, A star cavoriing
must be some mistake in the
observation could not be ac-
cepted, because this erratic
course of the heavenly body -

cers, as reliable and respon-
sible witnesses?

Light Reflections

so plainly that no doubt could For you who wear eye-
exist on the subject. The glasses, tha:e is still another
men who saw it were not of way of seeing a UFO. I:.ook
the ordinary untrained kind, directly at some bright light.
but graduates of West Point, There are a lot of theml
who, if anyone, ought o be around the room here. Keep
free from optical deceptions. your head turned slightly to
1 was confidently imvited to ° the left or right and you will
look out that night and see undoubtedly see
for myself. We all watched roundish, out-of-focus spot.
‘with the greatest of interest. This is light reflected from
. the front ‘surface of your eye-
In due time, the planel pap- hock to the lens and
Mars was seen fn the

* then back into the pupil of
making its way towards the P!
South, ““There it is!"” was the ; gro side and slightly behind
exclamation. < you, can also reach g:u; eg]c
f s through reflection from the
“Yes, there ¥ Is,” said L . the: spec-
“Now, that planet is going to "_’;ﬁi“l‘g‘:“m“ °t. !
keep right on its course fo- -

South.”
ward the South Approved For Release 2003/11/04 :
SEP 6 1967

in 2903 by Simon l‘fewcomb, :

“acrosg the sky! Military offi- |

your ¢ye. A bright source, to-

interval b the trans-

mission and the refurn of the

signal we know how far away

the object is that reflected |
s the pulse, We think, there- ~
- fore, we detect a plane — or

relevant phcnonfcnou. The
Air Force appears {o have
neglected completely the ‘psy-

chological angle of mass hal-

lucination. Back in 1919, in
Spain, a nnt varelated phe-
nomenon’ occurred, Thousands
of people — reliable people —-
swore that they had seen im-
ages of saints rolling their
cyes, moving their hands,
dripping drops of blood, even

. stepping out of their papels.

One person would call jout,
“Look, there it goes!” and
everyone else would look and
they would sec this pehnome-

non, ‘There were many simis |
!;lar eveats recorded through

 history.
i Many Hoaxes

Then there are hundreds

“and thousands, perhaps, of

a UFO in flight — because “~

. the radar directs its pulse up-
ward.

-But we haven't any way of
following the pulse ir iis
. path foward the farget. A
layer of warm, dry air or
i tven a Jayer containing a few
tbubbles of “warm air will
bend the radar-beam back to *
carth. This is what we call

The reflection of, the beam

s after it has been directed

backward comes back from a
distant building, a train or a
ship. No wonder that planes
that were sent out to inter-
cept the radar UFO found
nothing, In one such cass a
well-known wriler on' flying
saucers wrote: “The dis-
covery of visible saucers had
been serious enough. The dis-
covery now of invisible flying

ofgﬂmmé‘adgssmnomouonss-a
lghten anyone.”

hoaxes, like that at the Uni-
versity of Colorado when
some enterprising pranksters
made hot air balloons from
candles and plastic bags and
it gave the university officials
who were Investigating the
UFQ phenomenon an oppor-
imity fo sée how poor the
evidence can be, a fact well

* known to the legal profession,

. This is still another point that

! fhe Alr Force has sometimes

failed to realize. Moreover,
their poor questionnaire has
only further confused an al-
ready confused picture.

¢, Several times during this

parlial trapping and this is, - ¢
+ for example, what happened
. In Washington in the famons .
sighting in 1952,

a faint, |

talk I.have used the phrase
“UFQ's cavorting across the
sky.” 1 did so deliberately be-

elatorate on- still another :

T
%a%% no reliable cases
aleous visual and

cause it scems o be a favor- .
-ite phrase of my good
° friend, Dr. J. Allen Hynek of

Northwestern University, and -

consultant to the Air Force

. Project Blue Book. He “has,

sometimes cxpressed doubts

; about the UFO because stars

5 don't “'cavort”

across the

od

. b o

O

O

SEP
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optical “sthnuli ean produce

welrd effects, With all these

kinds of phenomena masque- -

rading as UFO's, many of
them, like these related to
the psysiclogy of the human
eye still practically not in-
vestigated, I think I can rea-
sonably claim, applying the
criterion of Sherlock Holmes,
that we have not excluded zll
of the impossibles. I have
shown that the arguments ad-
vanced in favor of the In.
, terplanetary nature sf UFQ's
are fallacious. Their alleged
high speeds and ability to
maneuver, their alleged short
distances are completcly un-
derestimated and they have
- natural explanations.

I think it is time for- the

* Alr Force to wrap up Project
Blue Book. It has produced
1ittle- of sclentific value.
Keeping it going only fosters
the belief of persons that the
Air Force must have found
something to substantiate be-

. lief in the UFO’s. In making -
I am-

this recorhmendatio:
+ not criticizing the present or
recent administration of the
.. project. But it’s time that we
put an end to chasing ghosts,
hobgoblins, visions and halflu-
cinations.

As for the true believers,
Lléss thelr little hearis, let
them go on belleving in
UFO’s, fairies or Santa
Claus, if they want to. Noth-
ing will change their minds,
They will go on forever de.
manding more dollars for in.”
vestigation and more congres-
sional. investipation of the
UFO's and the Alr Force,

Incidentally, I would like'to
mention that a complete dis-,
cussion of many of thess;
phenomena appears in' the'
book, “The World of Flying!
Saucers” by Lyle G. Boyd
and myself. ) AN

H
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- UFO ENCOUNTER Hl

Sample Case Selected by the UFO
Subcommiitee of the AIAA

By G.D. THAYER
Oceanic and

The Lakenheath
England, Radar-Visual
UFO Case,

August 13-14, 1956

Introduction

The following story—a second exam-
ple of the type of observation which
Jorms the core of the UFO issue
—has been selected by the UFO Sub-
committee of the AIAA for publica-
tion not only because of its puzzling
content, but also because of the mul-
tiplicity of, observations. The author,
a former member of the “Condon
Committee” (University of Colorado
UFO study team), discusses the case,
but does not offer an explanation.
The same was true for the first case,
published in the July 1971 A/A,
where the principal observers were
highly qualified professionals making
sightings in their line of duty. Both
case studies are intended to give the
reader a flavor of the observational
residue material which underlies the
UFO controversy. We hope he will
give it his independent assessment as
engineer or scientist.
On a pleasant August evening in
1956, the night-watch supervisor at
the Lakenheath, England, Radar Air
Tralflic Contro] Center (RATCC), a
U.S. Air Force noncommissioned of-
ficer, was startled by a telephone call
frem the Bentwaters GCA (Ground
Controlled Approach) radar installa-
tion (see map) asking, “’Do you have
any targets on your scopes traveling
at 4000 mph?” Thus began one of
the and most disturt
radar-visual UFO episodes on record.
There is a very large, confusmg re-

was the name of the U.S. Air Force
UFO investigation). At least three
separate times unidentified radar
echoes (UREs) were tracked by the
GCA unit at Bentwaters before the
telephone contact with Lakenheath;
and although these are highly inter-
esting events in themsclves, they did
not involve confirmatory visual and
airborne radar contacts. A detailed
account of these first three radar con-
tacts can be found in an earlier
paper by James McDonald (FSR 16,
“UFOs over Lakenheath in 1956,”
1970, pages 9-17). “Scientific Study
of Unidentified Flying Objects”
(Bantam Books, 1969; hereafter re-
fered to as the “Condon Reporl')
no of these b
the pertinent Bluebook files were ob-
tained too late for inclusion. The
Condon Report does contain an inde-
pendent account of the primary inci-
dent at Lakenheath, as reported by
the night-watch supervisor, rot found
in the Bluebook file; this scparate
report forms the most coherent ac-
count of the events at.Lakehheath,
Following a bricf description of
the events at Bentwaters based on the
Bluebook file, the Lakenheath inci-
dent will be described here based
mamly on the night-watch super-
visor's accouiit.

Account of Observations

The four events at Bentwaters
GCA (see map for plots of these
radar tracks) took this order:

1, At 2130Z a URE (No. 1 in
map) was picked up on the Bent-
waters AN/MPN-11A GCA radar
about 25-30 mi. to the ESE. (Note

that Z time—zero meridian time—,.

or GMT lS also local time in the

port on the Lak

. a:lp ent m the U.S. Air Force Project

‘ area.) This
E moved steadily on a constant

contact was lost about 15-20 mi. to;

the WNW of Bentwaters. The radar , ! i

the
specd of the URE as 4000 mph. but :
the transit time of 30 sec yields an
estimate of 4800-6000 mph, and the
operator’s estimate of 5-6 mi. cov-
cred by the URE between PPI
sweeps (2 sec apart) gives an esti-'
mate of 9000-10,800 mph. “The;
size of the blip when picked up was :
that of a normal aircraft target. [It] -
diminished in size and mlcnsnty to
the vamshmg point bcforc crossing
the entire radar screen.”

2. A “few minutes later,” say
roughly 2135Z, a group of 12-15
UREs was picked up on the PPI
about 8 mi. SW of Bentwaters (No.
2 in map). These echoes *“appeared
as normal targets,” and “normal
checks made to determine possible
malfunctions of the GCA radar
failed to mdlcate anything was
technically wrong” These URE's
appeared 1o move os a group toward
the NE at varying speeds reported as |
80-125 mph. The group covered ai
*6-7.mi. area” on the scope. These
echoes “faded considerably” at a
point 14 mi. NE of Bentwaters, but
were tracked to a point about 40 mi.
NE of Bentwaters when they merged
into a single strong echo “several
times larger than a B-36 return
under comparable conditions.” This
single eche remained stationary at
the point 40 mi. NE of Bentwaters
for 10-15 min,, then moved to the
NE for 56 mi., stopped again for:

3.5 min., and finally moved out of ®
range (50 mi) of the radar atj his
2155Z., The average apparent spccd of
of the URE group for the time it was | 1 th

in motion can be readily calculated .
as between 290 and 700 mph (58 mi.
n 5-12 min—again differing from*
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tion or d

changes varymg in indicated length
from 8 to 20 mi., with stationary epi-
sodes of 3-6 min intervening.

There were visual sightings at
Lakenheath during this time, but
the reports of these are confusing
and inconclusive. Perhaps of greater
significance are the investigating
officer’s statements that “two ra-
dar sets [Lakenheath GCA and
RATCC] and three ground observ-
ers report substantially the same,”
and “the fact that radar and ground
visual observations were made on its
rapid acceleration and abrupt stops
cerlain.ly lend [eredence] to the
report.”

After “about 3045 min g or 2340
to 2355Z, the RAF

as 50-60 mi. for targets
at 5000 ft or above. Second, the
watch supervisor rclates that the
Venom was vectored to the then
stationary URE (No. 5) at a position
about 16 mi. SW of Lakenheath, and
that this was the aircraft’s first and
only contact with any UFO. Accord-

ft about 16 mi. SW of Lakenheath.
Shortly after Lakenhezth told the
pilot the URE was onc-hall mile
dead ahead of the’ interceptor, the
pilot radioed, “Roger, . . . I've got
my guns Jocked on him.” (The pilot
refers to a radar fire-control system.)
Thls pllot later told a U.S. Air Force

ing to the Bluebook “the
a/c flew over Lakenheath and was
vectored to a radar target 6 mi. east
of the field (No. 6). Pilot advised
he had a bright white light in sight
and would investigate. At 13 mi.
west [of Lakenheath] he reported
loss of target and white light [N.B.
—this implies that the pilot bad the
unknown on his airborne rader as
well as having had visual contact].

heath RATCC i him

de Hsvx]land “Venom™ night fi ghter
aircraft to investigate the Laken-
heath UFO,

(At this point, the account of the
Lakenheath night-watch supervisor
and that of the Bluebook report
diverge. First, the watch supervisor
says the aircraft was from a field
near London and was picked up on
the RATCC radar inbound from the
southwest at a range of 3045 mi.
from Lakenheath. According to the
Bluebook file, the fighter took off
from Waterbeach RAF station (see’
map), which is only 20 mi. SW of

to (presumably) another target 10
mi. east of Lakenheath and pilot
advised target was on radar and he
was “locking on.” This target would
be URE No. 5, identified by the
watch supervisor as being about 16
mi. SW of Lakenheath. Except for
this discrepancy, the account of the
Lakenheath watch supervisor agrees
with the Bluebook file from here on
in virtually every detail.)

The Venom fighter was vectored
by the RATCC radar to the sight of
the URE, which (according to the
night-watch supervisor) was station-

BENTWATERS-LAKENHEATH URE/UFO CONTACTS

investig: that the URE was “the.
clearest target 1 have ever scen on
radar.” There was a brief pause after
the Venom pilot said he had gunlock
on the URE and then he said,
“Where did ke go? Do you still have
him?” The Lakenheath RATCC in-
formed him that the URE had made
a swift circling movement and had
gotten behind the Venom. The pilot
then confirmed that the target was
behind him and said that he would
try to shake it. Since no tail radar is

the pilot p Ly
saw the UFO behind him.

The pilot of the Venom intercep-
tor tried numerous evasive maneuv-
ers, but he was unable to lose the
URE, which the Lakenheath
RATCC radar continuously tracked
as a distinct echo behind the aircraft:
echo; this implies that the separation
was greater than about 500 ft. Ac-
cording to the Bluebook report,
“Pilot advised he was unable to
‘shake’ the target off his tail and
requested  assistance.” After about
10 min., the first Venom pilot, who
reportedly sounded “pretty scared,”
said that he was returning to base-
because he was running low on fuel,

Auguat 1314, 1958, He asked Lakenheath RATCC to
No. Tims Radar conlasts Visual contacts Remarks tell him if the URE followed him on
lhek radar scopes. According to the
Lakenheath watch supervisor, the
1 mz %r}!;::z‘s’(fk. Mot canfimed. Not AP. URE appeared to follow the Venom
. only a “short distance™ as the pilot
2 ~2135-2155Z Bentwaters GCA. Not confirmed. Possiblo AP, headed SSW toward London [or
- Waterbeach], and then it resumed a
. stationary aspect.

3 oz Beninatars GCA- Wt conflrmod. E:r‘n:Fa'spr?:.s l:‘y A second Venom was vectored by
heath RATCC toward the
4 22557 1. GCA. 2. Not AP: No. 5 position of the URE; but before he
contzol towsr, could have been got close enough to pick up any-
3.C47 a/c at 4000 same “object.” thing, he radioed that he was ex-
:";:; ‘:;‘;;'_ periencing engine malfunction and
ontly sama timo was returning ‘to his base. The fol.
as radar contact. lowing conversation was monitored
by the Laksnheath watch supervisur

5  0010—0330Z 1. Lakenheath Ground observa. Not AP or radar between the two Venom pilots:
RATCC, CPS-5. tions not confitmed.  malfunction; may Number 2: “Did you see any-

2 Laknnhoalh GCA,

3. Vonom alrborne,
A-1. All coinci~
dental at various
imes {alrberna
conlact when a/c
was on scene).

mmmun—mss&ﬂ%ﬁbﬁd&f

4. Pilot of Venom
made viaual con-
tact coincidental
with the thres
sadar contacls,

have been No. 4
{rom Bentwatars.

thing?”

Number 1: “I saw somiething, but
I'll be damned if I know what it
was.” | .

Number 2: “What happened?”

Number 1: "He—or ll— ot be-
g I could
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3. At 2200Z another URE (No. 3
in map) was picked up about 30 mi.
cast of Bentwaters and tracked to 2
point about 25 mi. west of the sta-
tion; the tracking period was about
16 séc. The radar operator estimated
the apparent speed of this URE to be
“in excess of 4000 mph” but the
time and distance figures indicated
a speed of roughly 12,000 mph. All
the returns “appeared normal, ex-
cept for the Jast, which was slightly
weaker than the rest.” The radar
operator indicated that the *[re-
turn] disappeared . . . by rapidly
moving out of the GCA radiation
pattern.” No further UREs are
mentionced in the Bluebook report
on the Bentwaters incident; and
considering the confusion prevailing

.in reported times in Bluebook re-
ports and the similarity of the

-reported tracks and speeds, possibly
this URE and No. 4, which insti-
gated the phone call to Lakenheath,
maay in fact be the same.

4. According to the Bluebook re-
port on the Lakenheath incident, the
Bentwaters GCA radar, at 2255Z,
picked up a URE 30 mi. east (of
Bentwaters) moving to the west at
an appatent speed of “2000 to 4000
mph.” In the map shown at right,
the track of the URE appears identi-
cal with No: 3 except for the vanish-
ing point. This URE then “disap-
peared on scope 2 mi. east of station

. and immediately appeared on scope
3 mi. west of station . . . it disap-
peared 30 mi. west of station on
scope.” If the word “immediately”
means that the URE was picked up
on the same PPl sweep, after 180
deg. rotation from ecast to west, it
would imply that the apparent
motion covered 5 mi. in 1 sec, an
inferred speed of some 18,000 mph.
At this rate the URE would have
covered the 60 mi. teack in about 12
sec {6 PP] sweeps). As pointed out,
this may have been URE No. 3 from
the Bentwaters Bluebook report,
which is estimated at 12,000 mph,
although the reported times arc
different.

At this point, someone at the
Bentwaters GCA station called the
Lakenheath RATCC station asking
the night-watch supervisor there if
he had any “4000-mph targets” on
his scopes and describing the track
of URE No. 4. The caller staed that
the control tower at Bentwaters had
reported seeing “a bright light pass-
ing over the field from east to west

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP81R00560R000100010040-0
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pilot of a C47 aircraft flying over
the station at 4000-ft altitude re-
ported a “bright light streaked under
his aircraft traveling east to west at
terrific speed.”” The Lakenheath

Jess than 40-50 knots, the radar
personnel could detect “no move-
ment at all” from this URE. The
watch supervisor called the GCA
unit at Lakenheath to see if they had

watch supervisor, although admit-
tedly skeptical of this report, “im-

diately had all llers start
scanning the radar scopes . . . using
full MTI (moving target indicator),
which eliminatzd entirely all ground
returns.” *

Shortly after this search began,
one of the controllers noticed a sta-
tionary echo on the scopes at an
indicated position 20-25 mi. SW of
Lakenheath (No. 5 in map). Note
the position of this initial contact on
the map; it is almost directly in line
with the path of UREs 3 and 4 from
the Bentwaters report. Although the

at terrific_speed abqut 4000-ft _ MTI should have climinated the
S SBBrANER EQE Halnase 2000404162 nEiAg
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the same echo on their scope and
“they confirmed the target was on
their scope in the same location.” As
the Lakenheath RATCC p 1
watched this URE, it suddenly began
moving in a NNE direction at a
speed that they subsequently calcu-
lated to be 400-600 mph. In their
words “there was no . .,. build-up to
this speed—it was constant from the
second it started to move until it
stopped.”*

The watch supervisor contacted
local AFB command personnel and
kept them informed of the happen-
ings from this point on. The URE
‘made several changes in direction

at
61
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the damnedest thirig I’ve ever seen.”
The pilot of Venom.Number 1
also stated that he had radac gun-

lock: for beveral seconds so *'there -

was something there that was solid.”
. Pollowing this strange *“chase,”
the URE did not immediately disap-
pear from the Lakenheath RATCC
radar. In the words of the night-
watch supervisor, “The target made
a couple more short moves, theh left
our tadar coverage in a northerly
direction—speed still about 600
mph. We Jost target outbound to the
north at about 50-60 mi., which is
normal if aircraft or target is at an
altitude below 5000 ft (because of
the radiation lobe of that type radar
[a CPS-5]).” The time of Ioss of
contact was not given by the watch
supervisor; according to the Blue-
book file the time was about 0330Z.

The night-watch supervisor also
stated “‘all speeds in this report were
calculated speeds based on time and
distance covered on radar. This
spéed was calculated many times
that cvening. . . .”

Discussions

sighted visually and by radar, the
meteor hypothesis must be ruled
out.”

The Condon Report in its analysis
of this incident states: “In conclus-
jon, although conventional or na-
tural explanations certainly cannot
be ruled out, the probability of such
seems low in this case and the proba-
bility that at least one genuine UFO
was “involved appears to be fairly
high.” The meaning of this last
statement (by the present author)
has puzzled some later investigators;
in this context a *“‘genuine UFO”
was meant to imply precisely that;
théfe was a material object, it was
flying (in the sense of moving
through the ait), and it was (ob-
viously) unidentified. Hence, the
conclusion that there was a “genuine
UFO" was not meant to imply, for
example, that the UFO was neces-
sarily of extraterrestrial origin.

In Chapter 5 of the Condon Re-
part, “Optical and Radar Anelyses
of Field Cases,” the analysis of this
report concludes” with: “In sum-
mary, this is the most puzzling and
unusual case in the radar-visual files.
313_: apparently rational, intelligent

The interp and y
that have been made of this intrigu-
ing UFO incident are almost as

as the i i them-

selves. The investigating U.S. Air
Foree oflicer wrote: “My analysis of
the sightings is that they were real
and not figments of the imagination.
The fact that three radar sets picked
up the targets simultancously is
certainly conclusive that a target or
object was in the air. The maneuv-
ers of the object were extraordinary;
however, the fact that radar and
ground visual observations were
made on its rapid acceleration and
abrupt stops certainly” fend [cre-
dence] to the report. It is not be-
lieved these sightings were of any
logical or ical ori-

of the UFO suggests a
mechanical device of unknown ori-
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apparently moving either almost op-
posite to or across the prevailing
winds, ruling out ground objects
seen by partial reflections from
moving clevated inversions (or
other layered structures). Such re-
flections produce false targets that
appear to be at twice the range and
twice the height of the reflecting
layer, and appear to move in the
direction of the prevailing wind but
at an apparent speed twice as great.
Thus the group of echoes (No. 2)
obsetved from 2135 to 2155Z moved
generally from the SW (exact azi-
muth not given) at “80-125 mph,”
commensurate with winds of 40-63
mph from the same direction. The
actual winds are given as 260 deg/
45 mph at 10,000 ft and 260 deg/
63 mph at 16,000 ft. Although the
reported stationary episodes of the
merged echoes at the twa points
shown an the map would, taken at
face value, rule out the moving-
Iayer reflection hypothesis, there
remains a possibility that this may
have been the cause of the No. 2
URE contact at Bentwaters. This
hypothesis can be ruled out, how-
ever, for the other URE cpisodes at
Bentwaters, and particularly for
those at Lakenheath,

The “di * of URE No.

gin as the most probabl )

of this sighting. However, in view
of the inevitable fallibility of wit-
nesses, more conventional explana-
tions of this report cannot be en-
tirely ruled out.”

4 as it overilew the Bentwaters GCA
station was mentiored in the Con-
don Report as being “‘suggestive of
AP" [anomalous propagation], and
so it is. The elevated-layer partial

flecti kb that causes

Philip Klass (private i
tion) beli that the Lakenheatt
RATCC radar was malfunctioning
because of a faulty MTI unit; he
feels that once the rndar evidence
has been explained, the rest can be
accounted for by either confusion
of witnesses or conventional causes.

The reader may draw his own
conclusions as to which of the above.
“explanations” secems the most
likely. However, a few things are

in.” We quote this
although these are hardly the words
of a careful, scientific investigator.
J. Allen Hynek, the well-known
UFO consultant to the Air Force,
wrole in part: “It seems - highly
unlikely, for instance, that the Per-
seid meteors could have been the
cause of the sightings, especially in
view of the statement of observers
that shooting stars were exception”

worth pointing out in y:

1. The possibility that meteors
might have accournted for these
events seems to be easily ruled out.
and it was so discounted by early
investigators.

2, Visual mirage is ruled out by

this type of AP involves a reflection
coeflictent “that is typically propor-
tional 1o the inverse sixth power of
the elevation angle of the radar
beam (cf. Wait, 1962; Thayer 1970).
Thus caused by a moving layer, if
such a false target appears 1o ap-
proach the radar site, the signal will
drop below the noise level when the
beam elevation exceeds some critical
angle; the false target will often re-
appear on the other side of the radar
when the beam angle once more
drops below the critical value. With
a fixed-elevation PPI display radar,
this results in a ““zone of invisibility”
around the site with a radius on the
order of 5-15 mi. in which the target

the Jarge angles (i.e.. si y

‘seen over a control tower and under

an aircraft) at which the UFOs were

g?senfcd a?d by the manner and
o .

ally num that ing, thus
implying that they were able to dis-
inguish the two ph Fur-

ther, if any credence can be given

3. Anomalous propagation of
radar seems equally unlikely as an
aver-all explanation. All but No. 2

Two additional factors seem to
point to AP as a possible cause for
URE No. 4:

1. Radar operators who are fa-
miliar with theic sets will. not norm-
ally report the “disappearance” of a
target unless they do not expect it,
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Going abroad?
...think of us!

The AIAA now malntalns two fully
chartered student branches In Eutope—
one at the Von Karman Institule In
Brussels, and the other at the Institule

which would preclude targets that
enter the radar’s normal “blind
zone” (if it has one).

2, The target was “lost” at 2 mi
cast but reacquncd at 3 mi. west,
an that ible wi

brating or rapidly rotating target
will show up on MTI radar even if
it is not otherwise in motion.
Thus, none of the conceivable
snmple" explanations for the events

at B and Lak seems

Y ith

AP but not usual wnh ' radar “blind
zones.”

However, a strong factor argues

against the AP hypothesis in this

the URE was moving al-

of A at the L of
Naples. In addition, we are now forming
additional branches In Europe, Asla
and Africa. In arder to provide more
services 1o these student branches, we
are establishing an Intemational Speak-
ars Bureay,

Wae are asking all AIAA members who
are planning to be abroad during the
next six months and who aré willing to
speak o a college audlence about a
technical or gensral asrospace toplc
to compiete and relurn the following
form,

AAA
INTERNATIONAL SPEAKERS BUREAU
REGISTRATION FORM

Ratumn to: AIAA Student Programs

1290 Avenue of the Amerlcas
New York, New York 10019

most opposite 1o the prevailing
winds. In addition, because of the
apparent speed of the URE, it should
have reappeared sbout 3.5 mi. west
of the radar on the second PPI
sweep after “losing” it 2 mi. east
(on the first sweep it should have
been almost over the radar, and
probably not visible to it), so that
the *“asymmetry” can be assigned to
the “digital” sampling by the PPI
sweep-scan display. It is therefore
most unlikely that URE No. 4 was
caused by AP, a conclusion also
reached in the Condon Report.

The Lakenheath episode (URE
No. 5) is even more unlikely to have
bel:n causcd by AP ‘That the com-

to hold up under investigation.
Moreover, the credibility of the
accounts is increased by the number
of redundant radar and visual con-
tacts made coincidentally. The wble
on page 62 summarizes these re-
dundancies, which are seen to be
present primarily for events No. 4
and 5 (Bentwaters URE-UFO No. 4
and the Lakenheath UFO).

One slightly disturbing aspect of
these contacts is that the Loken-
heath RATCC radar operators failed
to “pick up” Bentwaters UREs 1
through 4, even though they should
have been well within range. (A
target at 5000 ft, for example, should
have been visible anywhere west of
the coastline in the vicinity of Bent-
waters). Note that URE No. 1 was
headed almost directly at Laken-
heath at the time it was lost by
Bentwaters GCA. Of course, it is

ible that the radar did pxck up

de-
scribed by lhc Lak:nheath night-
watch supervisor could have been
caused by AP returns, and at that
on two different radars operating
on different frequencies and scan
rates, is almost inconceivable. Ghost

‘echoes have often been observed that

will appear to “tail” an aircraft echo
the radar will even

NAME

TITLE

track a jet-exhaust plume—but such
echoes never stop following the air-
craft and becomc stationary, as did
the Lakenk

COMPANY ADDRESS

oy . SAle 4F

In summary, ahhough AP may
possibly have been a factor in the
No, 2 Beniwaters sighting, it is not

ible 10 assign the rest of the

TELEPHONE _

TECHNICAL SPEGIALTY

DATES OF TRIP

COUNTHRIES TO BE VISITED

LANGUAGES OTHER THAN ENGLISH
{SPOKEN)

1 WILL BE ABLE TO ADDRESS STUDENT
GROUPS IN:

A mtlarcmss | AM NOW SCHEDULED-TO

8. OTHER CITIES IN THE SAME GENERAL
AREA o

SIGNATURE
- 2 S T Tt bYW Sy G T A B

events reported to propagation ef-
fects, even aside from the visual
confirmations.

Passible mnlfum:hon of radar

malfunction of the MTI ‘on_the
Lakenheath RATCC radar, has been
suggested es a cause of these UREs.
It is true that a malfunctioning MTI
unit could conceivably produce false
echo behavior similar to that ob-
served at Lakenheath. However,
the coincident observation of the
URE by the Lakenheath GCA radar.,
a different type, and later by the
Venom's aitborne radar, seems to
rule out this hypothesis. The detec-
tion of an apparently stationary tar-
get while the radar was on MTI is
not as surprising as it seems. A vi-

_ ¢sApproved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP81R00560R0001 0834834050 teromantics
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. counts, combined with a high degree

these objects and-that, for various
possible reasons, the operators did
not notice or report them

Conclusions

In conclusion, with two highly
redundant contacts—the first with
ground radar, combined with both
ground and nirborne visual observ-
ers, and the second with airborne
radar, an airborne visual observer, °
and two different ground radars—
the Bentwaters-Lakenheath UFO
incident represents one of the rhost
significant radar-visval UFO cases.
Taking into consideration the high
credibility of information and the
cohesiveness and continuity of ac-

of “strangeness,” it is also certainly
onc of the most disturbing UFO
incidents known- today.
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NEWS RELEASE /AN _EPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

OFFICE OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS

PLEASE NOTE DATE s 0 Washington 25, D. C.
IMMEDIATE RELEASE July él, 1960 NO. 812-60
OXford 75131
- FACT SHEET

AIR FORCE UFO REPORT

A total of 173 sightings of unidentified flying objects or aerial
Phencmena were reported to the USAF quring the period ) Jamuary to 30 June 1960.
Of these 173 cases 139 have been analyzed and’'3% are pending.

Of the 139 cases cnalyzed 51 were cctegorized “"Insufficient Evidence.™
Of these 51 cases 37 were so cctegorized because there were no additional
witnesses. It is the Air Force policy to attempt to determine the probable
cause of these sightings. However in keeping with good scientific practices
they are categorized for stotistical purposes as "insufficient evidence." To
glve full credit to these perticular sightings would be camparable to accepting
as fact the results of an experiment which was conducted only once.

During this some period for 1959 the mumber of sightings reported to the
Air Force was 175. Due to the fact thot several reports usunlly reach the Air
Farce after the end of a period, it is safe to ossume that the 1 Jon - 30 June
period of 1960 will slightly exceed that of 1959. However, the 173 cases for
the Ffirst holf of 1960 represents o slight decrease from the 189 cases re-
ported to the Air Force for the period 1 July through 31 December 1959.

During the perii.'ad of this report there were 41 coses reported from foreign
countries. The majority of these sightings took place in the Pacific and For
East ocrez.

¥t is apparent thot the public is toking the reporting of unidentified
aerial phenomena more seriously. During this reporting period there wos only
one instance of an actual hoax.
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The total_ mmber.of: sighti y
1947 ave ae fol?gss.r of: sightings reported to the United States Air Force since

YEAR OBJECTS SYGHTED AND REPORTED
okt e
1948 143
1949 186
1950 169 o
1951 121
1952 22-1501
1953 ka5
195k k29 ,
1955 Lok it
1956 778 sl
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Reporting, investigation, analysis and evaluzxt:{on procedures have improved
considerable since the first sighting of unideubifféd‘flyins object was mrde on
27 June 1947. The study and annlysis of reported sid:rtings of UFO's is con-
ducted by a selected scientific group under the superiision of the Air Force.

Dr. J. Allen Hynek, Head of the Departwent of Astronomy and Director of the
Observatory at Northwestern University, 1s the Chief, Scientific Consultant
to the Air Force on the subject of Unidentified Flying Objects.

The selected, qualified scientists, engineers, and other persomnel in-
volved in these analyses ore completely objectlive and open minded e the subject
of UFO's. They opply scientific methods of examinntion to all eases in reaching
their conclusions. The attempted ldentification of the phenomenon observed
generclly must be derived from hmon impressions nnd interpretations becouse
sclentific devices or measurements are not available. The dote in the sightings
reported are clmost invariably subjective in nature. However, no report is con-
sidered unsuitable for study and cetegorization.

‘General categories of identification are balloons, aircroft, astronomical, i
other, insufficient dotn, satellites and unidentified.

Approximately 4,000 balloons are released in the U. S. every day. There are
two general types of balloons: weather balloons and upper ailr research balloons,
B'.u_loons vill vary from types 3 feet in diometer to lorge types 200 feet in

1
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country; and finelly, no physical or material e nce, n
ment of @ so-called "flying saucer” or space ship hes evern been found.

The Air Force emphasized the belief that if more ijmmedinte detailed objec-
tive observaotional dato could have been obtained on the unidentified or unex-
plained sightings, these, tooc, would have been expleined satisfactorily. :

The Air Force, assigned the responsibility for the Air Defense of the
United States, will continue to investigote all reports of unusual serial ob-
jects over the U. S. including objects that moy become lobeled Unidentified
Flying Objects. The services of qualified scientists and technicians will con-
tinve to be utilized to investigate and analyze these reports, md periodic
public stntements on the subject will be mede as warranted.

The Air Force Inspector General's Brief, doted 24 December 1959, contained
a notice to all unit Commenders that UFO reports are serious business since they
are vitally involved in the Air Force's air defense mission. This Brief stressed
that Commanders are responsible for seeing that UFO sightings are investigated
ond evalusted guickly, thoroughly and accurately. The Brief referred to Air
Force Regulation 200-2 concerning unidentified f£lying objects which outlines the
Air Force's obligation to keep the public adequately informed on this subject
and also stresses the fact that UFO sighting reports are not to be classified.
If an UFO report is classified it is classified for other peasons than the UFO
sighting itself.

The Air Force is cherged by mony private UFO groups with possession of
classified information which coneludes or proves that space ships from other
planets exist and are vislting our atmosphere. Nothing could be further from
the truth. The Air Force possesses no informotion, classified or unclassified,
which proves this contention. Many individrals assoclated with these private
UFO orgonizations are self-appointed aunthorities on UFOs and consider them-
selves entitled to be unofficial advisors to the United States Air Force Intel-
ligence Commmity. Since they are not charged wmder law with these responsi-~
bilities it would be entirely unappropriate and even dangerous at times to
exercise the Intelligence system in order to give them, or their organizations,
any notoriety or publicity. It is an interesting fact that most of these
individuals fail to recognize the fact that there is such a thing as legitmate
classified security information. For the past thirteen years these groups have
repeatedly stated that their organizations possess documented evidence proving
the existence of space ships from other planets. However, when asked as
patriotic citizens to deliver this evidence to the United States Alr Force or
other govermment agencies they have refused to do so. The obvious conclusion
is that they do not possess this information or evidence proving the existence
of space ghips.

From time.to time the Air Force has been asked the cost of conducting the
UFO program. It is impossible to estimate the exact amount of funds expended
by the Air Force in investigating reported sightings of unidentified flying ob~
Jects because In addition to the entire facilities of the Aerospace Technlesl
Intelligence Center, the entire facilities of the nation’s scientific and tech-
nical community are at the disposal of the evaluvators, and the degree of use
varies with each case. Also, investigation in the field ecan involve individual
Alr TForce base personnel and special investigative units and again, in these
instances the amount of time expended and the mmber of personnel assigned to o
specific sighting will vary with each case.

END
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CONFDENTIAL

HEMORANDUM FOR; Plans and Policy Staff, 0/DCI
ATTERTION | | s, 25X1
SURIROT : Stoly "BRATHWASHING® '

The repart you requested on "BRAINNASHING* 18
attached,
FOR THE DIRECTCR OF TRAINDNG:

L Chief . 25X1
Mr, Baird: .
25X1 [ lof Mr, Bissell's Staff called and requested a

copy of the Etudv "BRAINWASHING", As a matter of courtesy I
25X1 cleared withbesd Iacting Chief of PP, prior to

sending it, He indica'bed that any Ageney person having e

legitimate interest might receive a copy of this report, I

sent this report directly, since | |stated he 25X1
needed it immediately and would send for it by special courier,

otherwise I would have transmitted it through your office,

25X1

-

25X1

LOMHDENTA
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Lo-beoy
CONFIBENFHAL

JUL 14 1950

MEMORANDUM FORf M)« Uen. Richard C. Lindsay, USAF
Direstor of Flans
Daputy Chief of 3taff, Operations
Readguarters, U. S, Alr Foree

SUBJEDTS Brainwashing

1. Attached are sopiss numbered 18 and 19 of a study of
Bratmwashing. Copy 18 is for the referencs and retention of
you and youy staff. Copy 19 is anclosed an the assumptiom you
my wigh t0 gond it to Yr. Albert D. Plderman, Project Officer,
Intellipence Ressarch Branch, Maxwell Alr Foree Base, ilsbams,
who,; I undeystand, is working on a similer project for the Adr
Yoree.

2. Appreciction is expressed for ths coopsration of L§. Col.
James L. Monros of your steff in making accessibls much dala,
which helpsd greatly in the preparation of this report.

"R THE DEPUTY DIRECTOR, PLANI:

Attachmarta
As mpntioned above

cc: OTR~2
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C%TIA L 1% November 1985

MEMCRANDUM FOR: |
: Li.h‘ulu Asalstant o DL

SURJECT: ~ Assessmant and Evaluation Staff, CTR,
SNudy on "Brainwashing”

1. Subject study was prepared by the Assessment and Evaluation
Biaff at the specific request of PP-DD/P.

2. B is my waderstanding thaf [reproduced the study
asd, though I kave act read the reproduction, 1belisve it is essentially
the same &g that prepared by the A &k E Staff, I do not know what dis-
tribut staff has made of the PP edition of Brainwashing,
wat I axn sending| |a cepy of this memorandum: and assume
that ke will advise you what distribution bhas been made,

3. With the permission of Chief, PP, the Office of Training has
made distribution of the original study to the following individuals:

¥

Mr, RKobert Amory

Assistant Director for Scientific Intelligence
Assistant Director for Currest Intelligence
Chief, Fi ,
Chief, FE

Chief, SE

Chief, NEA

Chief, EX

Chisf, SR

DD/P
| l

Chisf, Medical Staff

| |USAF

Approved For Release 2003W-R , 00100040010-4
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SUBJECT: Brdunlhi;g i COMQBENFI’A l

4, You remarked that the Director read the study on Brainwashing,
bwt you did not add whether he thought the study had merit or further
uséfulness, Sometime at your convenience, I would be giad to hear
what the Birector thought of the study.

S

MATTHEW BAIRD
Director of Training

ec: C/PP

MB:lbc

rig, - ST
orle: & i - C/PP Z‘g?"a%oéldg) %M&wsz, 91 ROV 1? i

1 - DTR (yellow)
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CONFIDENTIAL,

MEMORANMDUM FOR: Director of Central Intelligence

SUBIECT: Brainwashing

© i, Attached is Copy ﬁo. 1 of a study entitled "Briinv_nahiug. "
This study was undertaken by the Assessment and Evaluation
Staff In my office at the request of Chisf, PP, It is transmitted

‘to you &3 2 matter of information,

2. The principal author of this study is] | |

. Princeton '48, a rslatively asw member of the Assesament and

Rvaluation Stafl, Altbhough did the lion's share of the work,
the product can be taken as representing the coordinated opiaions
of the Assessment and Evaluation Staff., This staff is currently
headed by| |

~

3. W‘hﬁn the opinicns expressed in the mdy mmay act be cen~

. sistent with some which are widely held, the study does represent

the real affort at & psychological analysis of this complex problem.
R also triss to present the problem in proper perspective. This

. is of particular importance siace brainwaghing is an emotionsity

toned topic about which there is wide public misconception. While
1 am in no position to evaluate the professional sspects of the work,
Iam imp:und with the way in which the material is integrated and
presanisd, and with the complete honesty of the effort,

SIGNED

MATTHEW BAIRD
Director of Training

-¢e: DDCX (w/Btudy Copy No. 2)
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From: The CIA and Overhead Reconnaissance,
' The U-2 and OXCART Programs, 54-74.

25X1 by |

Secret [:I 25X1

Chapter 2
72

As the deliveries of U-2 airframes to the testing site increased, a
major logistic problem arose: how to transfer Lockheed employees
25X 1 from Burbank[_____ lwithout arousing a great deal of curiosity.
The project staff decided that the simplest approach would be to fly
the essential personnel [ lon Monday morning and return 25X1
them to Burbank on Friday evening. Frequent flights were also neces-
sary to bring in supplies and visitors from contractors and headquar-
ters. Therefore, a regularly scheduled | i | 25X1
25X1 | flight| ___|aircraft began on 3 October 1955. 25X1
James Cunningham promptly dubbed this activity “Bissell’s
Narrow-Gauge Airline.” Less than seven weeks after it started, a
25X1 [ Taircraft j crashed on 17 November, killing all 25X1
14 persons aboard plane, including the Project Security Officer,
25X1 four members of his staff, and personnel from
25X1 Lockheed and| | This crash represented the greatest single loss
of life in the entire U-2 program.*

U-2s, UFOs, AND OPERATION BLUE BOOK

High-altitude testing of the U-2 soon led to an unexpected side

effect—a tremendous increase in reports of unidentified flying objects

(UFOs). In the mid-1950s, most commercjal airliners flew at altitudes

between 10,000 and 20,000 feet and military aircraft like the B-47s /
and B-57s operated at altitudes below 40,000 feet. Consequently,

once U-2s started flying at altitudes above 60,000 feet, air-traffic con-

trollers began receiving increasing numbers of UFO reports.

Such reports were most prevalent in the early evening hours
from pilots of airliners flying from east to west. When the sun
dropped below the horizon of an airliner flying at 20,000 feet, the
plane was in darkness. But, if a U-2 was airborne in the vicinity of the
airliner at the same time, its horizon from an altitude of 60,000 feet
was considerably more distant, and, being so high in the sky, its silver
wings would catch and reflect the rays of the sun and appear to the
airliner pilot, 40,000 feet below, to be fiery objects. Even during day-
light hours, the silver bodies of the high-flying U-2s could catch the

USAF review(s) sun and cause reflections or glints that could be seen at lower alti-

completed. tudes and even on the ground. At this time, no one believed manned
flight was possible above 60,000 feet, so no one expected to see an
object so high in the sky.

" OSA History, chap. 7. pp. 17-19(TS[____ 1 25X
Seoret Approved For Release 2004/07/08 : CIA-RDP80B01676R004000110001-7
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Not only did the airline pilots report their sightings to air-traffic
controllers, but they and ground-based observers also wrote letters to
the Air Force unit at Wright Air Development Command in Dayton
charged with investigating such phenomena. This, in turn, led to the
Air Force’s Operation BLUE BOOK. Based at Wright-Patterson, the
operation collected all reports of UFO sightings. Air Force investiga-
tors then attempted to explain such sightings by linking them to natu-
ral phenomena. BLUE BOOK investigators regularly called on the
Agency’s Project Staff in Washington to check reported UFO sight-
ings against U-2 flight logs. This enabled the investigators to elimi-
nate the majority of the UFO reports, although they could not reveal
to the letter writers the true cause of the UFO sightings. U-2 and later
OXCART flights accounted for more than one-half of all UFO reports
during the late 1950s and most of the 1960s.”

HIRING U-2 PILOTS

In authorizing the U-2 project, President Eisenhower told DCI Dulles
that he wanted the pilots of these planes to be non-US citizens. It was
his belief that, should a U-2 come down in hostile territory, it would
be much easier for the United States to deny any respon51b111ty for the
activity if the pilot was not an American.

The initial effort to find U-2 pilots was assigned to the

Directorate of Plans Air/Maritime Division (AMD). The DDP had ex-

25X cellent contacts with]| A

which had a number of pilots trained by the US Air Force. AMD op-

25X1eratives, therefore, contacted[_ land asked that discreet

) inquiries be made to see if any US-trained fliers were interested in a

25X1 high-paying covert project. Seven[____|pilots were selected and

brought to the United States for training. Meanwhile, AMD hired an

expatriate Polish flier residing in England, and he also came to the
United States for training.

In theory the use of foreign pilots seemed quite logical; in prac-
tice it did not work out. The Pole could barely speak English and
could only fly light aircraft. Language was also a barrier for the
25X1 Elthough several were good fliers. Because Lieutenant

25X1 olonel Geary had taken a class of |::|cadets through flyin
: school at Randolph AFB in 1950, he got the job of training thelfg_—l

- v v v >

25X1

" Information supplied by James Cunnifgham to

L _________lv
Approved For Release 2004/07/08 : CIA-RDP80B01 673&3610001 10001-7 Secret
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Director's Meeting

Wednesday, 18 April 1951

The Director inquired as to why an NSCID on economic intelli-
gence was being prepared. He questioned the advisability of such
directive and advocated getting agreement among the agencies without
writing a directive, /7 AW ERTEPOZD ComnIFBVERSY  WOVLD LENSuv:

Mr, Dulles reported on the status of NSC 26/5 and said thet
his office was preparing a memorandum on the subject of o0il denial
in the Middle East.

The Director asked why certain items in I::] daily were 25X1
not in the CIA Daily, particularly Trygve Lie's interview with Tito,
the Austrian item, arnd the Yugoslav item., He said that he would check

daily which should be forwarded to 0/CI to indicate the items
which he believed should be in the CTA Daily.

Mr. Dulles raised the question as to whether the CIA Daily
should comment on the general situation if there was no specific report. 25X1
The Director stated that there should be no comment on a press report
unless there was some urgent reason,

Mr. Dulles reported that he_and Mr, F————1had mgt‘ with Matthews 25X1
and Joyce of State and discussed the r projects,

The Director suggested that operational reports such as the progress of

[::' should be put into the CIA Daily.

The Director inquired as to the status of the directive
establishing a new Projects Review Committee. Mr. Dulles said that he
would present it to him on 19 April. He also said that he was worried
about the cross dissemination of information in the agency.

) Mr. Dulles said that he had received proposals from 0/50 and
0/PC to establish unified basés for USSR operations. It was agreed that
this should be adopted.

Mr. Dulles presented a request for promotion of Lt. Gol, 1—__{;‘ 25X1
The Director stated that such requests for nromotion should be presente

after the individual had served some considerable period of time in the

2£ency.




Approved For Release 2003/03/28 : CIA-RDP80B01676R002300050013-0

t 1 .
fae el Y

NCI's, 18 April {cont.)

Mr. Jackson asked whether he should continue on his survev
of O/PC. The Director said yes", but that Mr, Dulles' survey of 0/30
should suffice.

There was discussion of the [ ] project for training cersors
to detect secret ink. The Director stated that we should write to [ |
and tell them we didntt have the money to do it.

There was discussion of the status of the request on Defense
to train 150 officers a year. The Director said that he would call
General Bradley on this once again.

There was discussion of the status of liaison with State on
Administrative matters. The Director:said he would call Mr. Humelsine
on this.

There was discussion of the agency draft policy. The Directcr
stated that the policy should be to allow all persons to be drafted
except the individuals who had peculiar qualifications and on whom we
could make a good case. He pointed out that the individusls drafted
or called to active duty as reserve officers could be reassigned te
the agency.

X

Approved For Rele? 2!'?03]03128E ,E;IA-RDPSOBO’I676R002300050013-0
eLul

25X1

25X1
25X1




I

Approved For Release 2003/05/23 : CIA-RDP80R01731R000300010083-5

= . ;
EETA i

Central Intelligence AE}}@X@!}‘MQ
. B0JuL 1958

Office of the Director

Secretary of the Air Force
Information Service
Washington 25, D.C,

ATTN: Major L.J. ‘J.‘ggkgr/

A check of our files does not
reflect any contact by CIA employees
with the persons named on page 2 of
‘Mr. Maney's letter,

STAT

Assistant to the Director

Enclosures:

DOCUMENT O, gf% y)

NO CHANGE N CLASS.
3 DECLASSIRED

Cry
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EYEL
§0JUL 18 .ﬁ
¥r. Jopes &mzy{
STAT
Dear M. ey
Slnce the United Cintes &ir Fuise is the
Jegartnend of the Fedom: Gowornoeent which dsuls
with reporta of wnldandtified fiylng chjects, .
e lebbar of 21 Jaly bhas Leen rederzed to Thet
deparbwnt Jor gepropriste astion.
FLrcorely,
ANED
¥ . . STAT
Ive Bricer
STAT : 0/DC1y rad 30 July 59

Distribution:

Orig - Addyessee

1 - JSE T

1 - Me). », USAF, wfbasic

1 - e

—2 - ER w/cpy basic

{fh!‘( “uﬂ" fotaceit A ""VE A '} ’,.

\tn ooh.$§ L xa.-u.:.hu at i ‘f T f ‘
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Doar Mr. Dulles:

I am Doputy Director of the Interplametary Intelligence of Un-
idenptified Flying Objectn, an organization interested in a scignti~
fic and objective study of unidontified f£lying objects (UFO), comm-
only known &3 "flying saucers%W, with an ultimate goal of determini-
ing their origin and nature.

Of late, many civilian UFQ researchers have been alleging that
the Contral Inielligence Agency has become invelved in the subject
of "flying saucers". I shall now list several such allegatiens,

In the book Flying Saucera from Quter Space by Donald E. Keyhoe,
I quote from page 242:

"It's another argument for slamming the 1id down on saucer
stuff,

"You mean they've dome that?®

"No, but the Central Intolligence Agency reccomended it,"
sald Rremrapd, "At leamt that's what I heard,"

"How did the CIA get into this?® I asked. -

“"The Air Force gave some of their top men a secret brisfine,
The CIA people advised them to put out a new repert, debunke-
ing the maucers tho way they did in '49 -~ tell the public the
project was ended, and then carry it on underground, It'd
probably be top secret.?

"Thoy'd nover get away with it -- not with all they'’ve let
out now,"

"I don't think they'll even try. Some of the Intelligenmce
boys were as mad as the devil.at CIA for even suggesting it.
Well, that's the picture. I thought you'd probably like to
hnow =< it's turmed into a knokkdown fight.®

From the Saucerian Bulletin, published by Gray Barker, Box 2228,
Clarksburg, West Virginia, Volume 3, Number 4, Issue #19. I quoute
from Page 22, a letter from Richard Carl Ogden, 1233 9th Ave, West,
Scattle 99, Washington, to Mr, Barker: ‘

"Anyhow, the FBI knows I have traced this whole plot tc hush
up paucers to the Central Intelligence Agencys Consequentlvy,
it looks as if I will be getting a call this week from govera-
ment agenta who will probably try to silence me."

From Flying Saucers, published by Ray Palmer, Amherst, Wisconsin,
Issue #31, FS-#8. I quote from Pages 13-14, an article hy Corai
Lorenzen:

"Some of the individuals wh 550
Ap}ﬁh‘@dﬁ'ﬁortﬂeiﬁﬁsemlqﬂz%ﬁem O pro

Eﬂ???ﬁiﬂ@@ﬁdhﬂﬁoése&ﬁ acew

lem while afriliated with




Appromﬂwmemm

Allon W. Dulles
21 July 1959
Page Two

the Air Force (Edward Ruppelt and Albert Chop, for instance) are
now on the outside and talking their heads off. But oone of
thece men have furnished the full answer, Why? Because -~ it
seems that the Alr Force has been playing ‘'patsy’ for eleven
years to the Central Intelligemce Agency. The men who work

Tor that department are the cream of the imtelligence crop.

They don't transfer out of the service, and they are released
only by death. They don't talk...thay can't talk...they've

been trained not to talk."

Mr. Dulles, I would like request that you anawer the tollowing
gUOBLAONS.a . you must understend that your answers will be published,
in the eofvicial publication of IIOUFO.

l- Is the CIA rosponsible for the official secrecy on UfQs?

2- VUas the CIA responsible for the cancellation of the plannad
public showing of the authentic motion pictures of unidentified

filying ebjects tuken by Varrant Officer D} C. Newhouse, USN on
2 July 19527

STAT

3- Since 1853, mapy civilian UFO investigators have heen visited

by three men. ordering them to ge_g@g_xmmn.m_mn_m“_un——l

STAT | I pretty good circumstancial evidence i

STAT . at leAst was vigited by the United States Governme::# Ir
CIA filec disclose that any CIA personnel held any connunxtatzon
withk the above-named persons.

4- fJccording to Wavemy Girvim, author of Flyving Saucers .o
Comntn Senme, Mro Ceorge Ademski was visited by twe CIA ageny
on 17 December 1953, warning him nof to mention the TUVArie

ment a ain. Ig this true?

Sincorely,

JAMES MANEY
Deputy Director
IIOUFO

fr. Allen V. Dulles, Dirsctor
Central Iateliigence Agency
vaghingtes 23, . C.
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY
OFFICIAL ROUTING SLIP
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3
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ACTION DIRECT REPLY PREPARE REPLY
APPROVAL DISPATCH RECOMMENDATICN
COMMENT FILE RETURN
CONCURRENCE INFORMATION SIGNATURE
Remarks:

) Before I refer this on to the Air Force
which is our normal procedure, will you please
check and see if any of your people have ever
had contact with any of the individuasls named
in the last few paragraphs of this letter?

P of v

Suspense date - 3 Aug 59

FOLD HERE TO RETURN TO SENDER
FROM: NAME, ADDRESS AND PHONE NO. DATE
Asst to the DCI 7/27/59 ‘
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Aircraft and Components (Continued)
657.140 Trainers

457.141
657.142

657.143

657.144
657.145
657.146
657.149

Reciprocating

Turboprop

Including shaft turbine and free turbine.

Turbojet
Including turbofan.

Ramijet and Pulsejet
Rocket

Nuclear

Other

657.150 Reconndaissance

657.151
657.152

657.153

657.154
657.155
657.156
657.159

Reciprocating

Turboprop

Including shaft turbine and free turbine.

Turbojet
Including turbofan.

Ramjet and Pulsejet
Rocket

Nuclear

Other

675.160 Tankers

657.161
657.162

657.163

657.164
657.165
657.166
657.169

Reciprocating

Turboprop

Including shaft turbine and free turbine.

Turbojet
Including turbofan.

Ramiet and Pulsejet
Rocket

Nuclear

Other

657.170 Helicopters

657.171
657.172

657.173

657.174
657.175
657.176
657.179

MARCH 1967

Reciprocating

Turboprop

Including shaft turbine and free turbine.

Turbojet
Including turbofan.

Ramjet and Pulsejet
Rocket

Nuclear

Other

657,180 Vertical Take-Off Aircraft and Converti-

657.181
657.182

657.183

657.184
657.185
657.186
657.189

657.190

657.191
657.192

657.193

657.194
657.195
657.196
657.197

Planes
Reciprocating

Turboprop
Including shaft turbine and free turbine.
Turbojet

including turbofan.
Ramijet and Pulsejet
Rocket
Nuclear
Other
Unidentified Aircraft (May 62)
For unidentified flying objects, see 657.260.
Reciprocating (May 62)
Turboprop (May 62)

Including shaft turbine and free turbine.
Turbojet (May 62)

Including turbofan.

Ramiet and Pulsejet (May 62)
Rocket (May 62)

I.\luclecr (May 62)

Other {May 62)

657.200 MISCELLANEQUS AIRCRAFT

657.210

657.220
657.230

657.240
657.250

657.260
657.290

pproved For Release 2003/05/05 : CIA-RDP81S00991R000300150001-4

Utility Aircraft

Including artillery spotting, crop dusting,
liaison, sport, private transport, etc.

Flying Boats, Amphibians, Seaplanes

Drones

Including target planes.
Gliders
Lighter Than Air

Including balloons, dirigibles, etc.
Unideniified Flying Objects (UFO)
Other

Including unusual and wunconventional
aireraft, e.g., parasite planes.

PAGE VI- 33



_ Circumterrestrial Station (Continved)
662.300 COMMUNICATION SATELLITES {May 62)
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663.270 Ground Support Equipment (May 62)
663.275 Space Ship Structures (May 62)

Including passive reflector-type satellites.

For radio networks utilizing communications
satellites, see 589,154, television networks

viilizing communications satellites, 591.540;

general networks utilizing communications

663.276
663.277
663.278
663.279

Re-Entry Structures (May 62)
Shielding (May 62)

Deceleration Equipment (May 62)
Landing Structures (May 62)

i satellites, 585.640; fixed radio neiworks ufifizing
! communications satellites, 589.247; radio
telephone networks utilizing communications
satellites, 589.755.

663.000 Galactic Vehicles (Feb. 61)
663.100 SPACE AND PLANETARY PROBES
6463.110  Launching and Propulsion Power Plants

633.120 Navigation and Conirol Systems Equipment
663.130 Ground Based Equipment

663.140 Probe and Probe Vehicle Carried

Equipment
663.156 Ground Support Equipment (May 62}
) 663.160 Probe Structures (May 62)
: 663.161 Re-Entry Structures (May 62)
-’ 663.162 Shielding (May 62)
i 663.163 Deceleration Equipment (May 62)
‘ 663.164 Landing Equipment (May 62)
663.180 Probe Auxiliary Equipment (May 62)

663.181 Reconnaissance (May 62)
Including photographic and electronic.

663.182 Weapons Launching (May 62)

663.183 Communications (May 62)
For telemetering equipment, see 677.200.

663.184 Space Vehicle Launching (May 62)
663.185 Data Gathering Equipment (May 62)
663.1892 Other (May 62)
663.200 MANNED SPACE SHIPS
663.210 Power Plants

663.220 Launching Vehicle Power Plants
663.230 Propulsion Power Plants

663,240 Navigation and Control Systems Equipment
663.250 Ground Based Equipment
663.260 Space Ship Carried Equipment .

663.261 Manval Control Systems (May 62)

663.280 Space Ship Auxiliary Equipment (May 62)
663.281 Reconnaissance (May 62)

Including photographic and electronic.

663.282 Weapons Launching (May 62)
663.283 Communications (May 62)

for telemetering equipment, see 677.200,

663.284 Space Vehicle Launching (May 62}
663.285 Data Gathering Equipment (May 62)
663.289 Other (May 62)

664.000 Astronautic Vehicle Counter-

measures Equipment
For countermeasure systems, see 385.800;

specific anti-ostronoutic vehicle weapons, see
also 690.000.

664,100 EARTH LAUNCHED (Feb. 64)
664,200 SPACE VEHICLE LAUNCHED (Feb. 64)

J. COMMUNICATION AND NAVIGATION
EQUIPMENT AND ELECTRONIC DEVICES

665.000 General (May 62)

For communication systems, see 585.000 et
seq.; elacirical quantity measuring instruments,
651.150; electron microscopes, 649.400;
electronic physics instruments, 649.300;
international communications organizations and
conferences, 183.165; non-electric signaling
equipmeni, 691.500; radio engineering,
electronic, 371.300; electronic, telecommunication
manufacturing machinery, 633.490; reconnaissance
and communication equipment carried by
astronautic vehicles, 662.000 and 663.000;
communications wire or cable, 624.270.

665.050 SPARE PARTS NOT OTHERWISE IDENTIFIED

(Feb. 64)

666.000 Telephone
666.100 STATION EQUIPMENT

Including handsets, booths, special military
telephone instruments, etc.
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1233 Ninth Avenue West !
Seattle 99, Washington
February 22, 1959

4 Lire Allen'l, Dulles, director

CINTRAL INTELLIGINCE AGENQY
2430 E Strest NoWe.
Weshington, D. G..

Dear Mr. Dulles:

George Adamskl, Star Route, Pelomar Terraces, Valley Center, California has named
the CIA in an exclusive interview I had with him here in Seattle as being guilty of a
conspiracy to silence him on December 17, 1955, Acting in behalf in the presense of
Mr, Adamski, Mr. Honey, Ademski's business agent filled out & questionnaire answering
the following questions with the approval of Mr. Adamski,

1, With respect to the interview by Mr. Bill Ballance on radio station KX
in Los Angeles on December 7, 19535, three agents of the U.S. Goverrment
came to your home on December 17, 1953.

ae TYou told me that one of these egents was from the FBI, can you
tell me where the other two agents came from? Mr. Honey's replys: "Q.l.Ae" -

t- What are 'Ehe names of these agents and which .one made thi-eats
against you? Mre. Honey's reply: "Can't reveals"”

Upon further questioning of Mr., Ademski, I managed to get him to admit that it was the -
OIA sgent that made threats against him but he said he didn't know his neame but that he
did know the name of the FBI., However, he said this man had nothing to do with it but
vas under orders of the OIA, and so because the FBI agent was a personal friend, he
didn't want to name him, since he wasn't responsible for the plot. to silence him,

ce Did the government agent mentlon any particular law that he said |
justified the Attorney-General signing a warrant for your arrest
or just what did he sey you did wrong? Mr. Honey's reply: PNo." .

de Was the real purpose of this visit a conspiracy to intimsdate you
into silence so as to discourage you from telling the American
people the truth about flying saucers and the people who ride
in them? Mr. Honey's reply: "Yes."

Bear in mind the fact that Mr. Adamski also said, "Yes," to this question verbally,
Mr. K. Honey -acted.as his agent in signing writien answers to those questions.

In a book called FLYING SAUCERS AND COMMON SENSE by Mr. Waveney Glrvan, the
English publisher of Adsmski’s FLYING SAUCERS HAVE LANDED, the story waes first given
of hov government agents had warmed Mr. Adamski to keep quiet and not mention the
goevernment or its services. He was further warned that a warrant had been signed for
his arrest. and that the next time a thing like this happened he would be arresteds
Ih error, Mr. Girvan said that the agents vwere all from the FBI, Mr. Adamski later
corrected this errore It seecms Mr., Girvan got his information from a letter Mr.
Adamski had sent him, and apparently he had sald government agents and this got to
mean Gemen, and finelly it got into the book as FBI..

Anyhow, FBI records. show that I have had them under investigeation since 1956
regarding the part they played in this hoax on Mr., Adamski, f su;gest you check my
0
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to my first inquiry to Mr. Hoover, his secretary, Helen Wo Gandy, tried to dodge my
inquiry by glving me false and misleading informetione 8he to0ld me to write the
Better Business Bureau of Los Angeles for anmswers to my questions on the matter.

A letter from them revealed they had no information and & was referred back to the
Department of Justice. The Better Business Bureau was never named by Mr., Girvan
in his book and Mr. Ademski wes not. in business in lios Angeles, Therefore, when
Hoover's secretary asked me to write them, I knew before I even wrote the Better
Business. Bureau that this was foul plays So I sent another letter to Mr. Hoover
about this and he sent FBI agents 1o my home on August 23, 1956 to give me so more
false and misleading informatione Mre Zander told me that Mre. Adamski had claimed
on a radio broadcast on December 7, 1953 at Los Angeles that his book had been
cleared by the FBI and that this was false. He said this was in violation of a law,
Title 18, U.8. Code, Section 709, "False Advertising or Misuse of Names to Indicate
Federal Agency,” and this accounted for the visit, However, he refused repeatly to
put his claims in writing. And for this reason, I didn't believe a word he told me
because if he was telling the truth, he wouldn't have been afraid to sign written
statementss Iiwas told by the other FBI agent that I could investigate saucers all
I wanted to but to leave the FBI out. He told me to forget this story,. -

I'vent to the law books to check up on Mr, Zander and the law he sald Mr.
Ademski violated. I discovered that amendment passed August 27, 1954 by Uongress
amended section to bring in the use of the name or initials of the FBI, But the
radio interview in question took place in 1953, Mr. Zander then got a phone call
from me on September 11, 1957 and I confronted him with this information, He
answered by seyings "What are you-a lewyer®’ I, of course, said, "No." However,
neither am I a fool, because his story wasn’t checking out with the factds He
then dénied heving accused Mr,. Ademski of violating any laws I came back by saying
that he had the law written down on a small plece of papen and thet this was the
sort of thing I feared vhen insisting at the time they put their story in writing
so there won't be any ba cktracking or misunderstandinge To this he had nothing te

saye-

Then on August 22, 1958 Mr., Adamskl came up here to Seattle on lecture end
I had him bring with him the tape recording of the broadcast of December 7, 1953
to find out if Mre. Adamski had claimed that his book had been cleared by the FBI.
Mr, Zander was still holding to this portion of his story==a story, mind you, that
I was told came from Mr, Hoover himself in response to my letters. Upon listening
to the tape, Il discovered that he never made any such cleim and that the vhole
story given me by the two FBI agents was a vicious hoaxe I am enclosing a transcript
to bear out this fact,

On August 26, 1958 I received an wnsuspected phone call from an FBI agent,
Mr. Edward G. Gough, who claimed he wanted to interview me concerning my letters to
the Department of State regarding the "Straith Case.” I told him I wanted a taped
interview plus an witness, Mr. Gribble, of Aerial Phenomena Research Groups This
was not agreeable with him. The reason I wanted this was because I told him how these
agents had come to my home to run down the character of an innocent man and give me a
false story and now Zander begin to change his tesiimony about vwhat was said. He
knows I can't prove what was said, but this is not my faulte They cleverly refused
to put their story in writings. Hr. Hoover oould have written me a letter and given
me the story but he sent FBIi agents to glve me a story verbebly and if T proved it
a hoax, they could always change their testimony. Anyhow, Mr. Gough said he would
investigate this and call backe He never called back and refused my phone ¢all to him
on February 18, 1959. However, I did get in touch with Mr. Zander only to have him
tell me the matter was none of my business or his owm and that he didn't want amythirg
to do with it. He said the FBI was too busy to bother with imy problems. He wasn'%t
interedkd in hearing what the tape said nor did he want a copy cf it %o prove the
story given me vippanediEor Release 2003/05/05 : CIA-RDP80R01731R000300040016-2
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Lst me say right here. There is no law saying I can’t investigate the FBI, your
agency, or any other agency of Govermment, and I do consider the matter my business
and I will not honor reguests to forget it. I am doing this investigating because my
informetion ie going into my book AIR FORCE EVIDENCE CONFIRMS ADAMSKI STOKY under the
titles "Expose!'of the Bilence Group.”

Furthermore, I do not bleme Mr. Hoover, Mr. Zender, or Mr. Willis, or Mr. Gough
for this plot to silence Ademski or to give me the false information I received,
After all, your group represents the top intelligence agency in the country and Mr.
Hoover must take orders from yous I personally feel upon careful econsideration of
this whole matter that Mr. Hoover is honest and would not have deceived me if he . |
hadn't received orders from the OIA to cover up for its operations. So my complaint
is not against the FBI but against you and your group. Mr., Adamski doesn't blame the
FBT either for its part in this affair because the one FBI agent was under ordsrs of
the CIA.. The facts show that it was your group that was responsible for what I
believe was one of the dirtlest hoaxes I have ever seens I am even told by Mr. Adsmskd
that his attorney made an investigation end founded out that the QIA agent had lied
about any warrant being signed by the Attorney-General and on the wey to Oalifornia.
Y6u and your group should be dissolved by Gongress, for I fail to see that it is
serving any worthwhile purpose at alls Not only that but you try to use the FBI
to do your dirty work as a "front™ in that it was never revealed by the two FBI agents
that the OIA was the one responsible end. I wouldn®t have kmown this if Mr. Adamski
hadn't told me. :

Personally, I think that the FBIL. is. honest but I can' say the same for your
group, You have used the FBI as a tool and I am glad that Mr. Adamski got the facts
t0 me as to who was to blame for this vicious hoax so thet an imnocent party-=the
FBI wouldn't get blamed for something it wasn't responsible for..

Now that your organization has been revealed by Mr. Ademski to be the "Silence
Group," the finger of suspicion falls on your men as being the ones who tried to
silence Mr, Albert K. Bender, who headed the International Flying Sauder Bureau of
Bridgeport, Connecticut, and who was warned that if he didn'%t close his organization
and shut up on the subject of saucers, that he would go to Jail, These threats were
mede by three men in black clothing of which Mr. Bender was too scared to neame, T
can wnderstand why George Adamski was warned not to mention the government or its
services in that he wasn't suppose to reveal the identity of the agents that visited
him, Mr. Bender wasweither but Mr. Adamski has now talked and the truth is at. last
out, This sort of action taken ageinst Mr. Bender end Mr, Adamski is illegal, The
Government has no right to silence anybody on this subject and it is ‘oo bad Mr.
Bender never made this a court case, TYoéu couldn®t send Mr. Bender or Mr. Adsmski to
Jjeil and you know it. This plot to silence Bender took place in September 1953,
while the plet against Adamskl took place in December 1953 and also by three men.

Vhy is the government afraid of the flying saucers? Does the answer lie in the
fact that there have been cases where planes and lives have been lost and the cause
associated with the UFO? There must be some reason why such extreme measures would
be employed to scare people like Mr., Ademski and Mr. Bender.

Of course, this idea of Government agents trying to frighten and bluff people
into silence because they lmow something is not news to most of the world. It has
been in practice for sometime by the ruthless Soviet Sscret Police, but it is news
for America that this sort of thing is going on here too in violation of the GCone
stitution.

By the way, James V. Moseley, editor of SAUCER NEVS, Fort Lee, New Jorsey was
going to print the answer to the flying saucer mystery and gave notice to this effect
Approved For Release 2003/05/05 : CIA-RDP80R01731R000300040016-2
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in the October 1954 issue and was going to print this in the November issue, but it
seecms government agents got to him before he could get the information published. It
seems that just about everytime someone finds the answer, the agents get to him first
end silence him. Now I wonder if your group has Moseley working es an informant,

{I" do indeed have certain information that supports this idea), and that his magafine
ic being subsidizing by the Government, * Instead, of stopping his publication like
in the caso of Bender, he is being allowed to continue publishing but told what to
printe. What do you have to say about this theory?

With respect to the mo-~called State Department letter to Nr. Ademski lmowm as the
"Straith letter,™ this was definitely an inside job by someone who knew a lot about
State Dopariment office procedurss. Mre Trench of ELYING SAUCER REVIEW, published in
England, suggests that your group was responsible for this letter for the purpose of
trying to discredit Mr. Adeamski., Is this true?

Both r. Ademskl and Frank Scully claimed that someone tried to bribe them if
they would ohly sign statements that their books were fiction. If they had aeccepted,
the govermment could have got them on mail fraud. Was your group behind this too?

It scems you -had a hend in stopping a law suit between & Mr,. Thomas Eickhoff
over Adamski®s book in that you threaten to get injunctions to prevent witnesses
from testifying--these witnesses being government scientists Mr.. Adamskl saild went to
outer space with hime Apparently, there is just nothing your group won'™ do in order
to stop the truth from reaching the people. .

I realize that because I confront you with these issues thet you may try to
silence. me and yet while Ii believe I have made a careful investigation concerning the
plot to silence Mr. Adamski, I do think that it might be an injustice not to confront
you with these issues before having anything printed about your groupe I do seek the
truth and I know that if I don’ confront whoever the charges are being made against
and give them an opportunity to reply could mean that what It think is true may not be.
But I do have that tape recording, Mr. @Girven's testimony, Mr. Ademski'b testimony, end
FBI testimony and I have spent almost three years on this thing, so I do not believe
that anything sald in this letter is: in error but I am willing to give you an opportumity
to state your case in my booke But I must have your reply in writing so that testimony
will be documented and if you reply by the end of March 1959, I will put your reply in
my book so that my readers will be able to read both sidese As I say, because I bend
over backwards to be fair and confront you with my complaint, I know I run the risk of
being silenced like Bender but I wlll just have to take that risk in order to be fair
abecut this thing., However, I am sending copies of this letter to several individuals

just in casel
Sincerely yours,,

Richard Ogden

ENULOSURE: Tranescript of a radio interview on KNX on December 7, 1953 and KEFV
TeVe of Docember 26, 1955, Tremscription done by Times Square Steno Service of
414 Olive Way, Seattle, Vashington. )

l\ Approved For Release 2003/05/05 : CIA-RDP80R01731R000300040016-2
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Since you have the reputation of asking questions and answering none, I do not expect
en enswer to this letter. On the other hand, it would not be fair to have charges
printed against you or your group withoui at least giving you the opportumity to
enswer before my book goes to press in England or this coumiry, Therefore, my letter
has been sent by registered mail to prove to my readers that you have been confronted
with this issues I do not believe thet there has been any error in my long investi-
getion of this metter but if you arc of the opinion that error does exist, then this
is the opportunity to state your case. If I do not hear from you by March 22, 1959,
I will send oy book to the publisher end assume that you have nothing to disprove
anything said in the enclosed letter. If you desire to answer, I must insist that
your answers be in writing or if you send agents to explain your position, the in-
torview will be taped with or without their permission, since everything must be
documented rather than having testimony that can be changed MH'

2
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ENCLOSURE:

This is a direct copy of a tape owned by William St. Olair, 6531 Philomen Avenue,
Vay Nuys, Oalifornia. It was copied Dy the House of Sight and Sound, 13513
Victory Boulevard, Van Fuys, Oalifornia. Mr. St. Clair tock this recording on
the night of the radio program. He did it automatically by the use of a timer
of the programe

This is We Je Daly at Punic, Oalifornia, and the following is a tape recording of an
interview of Mr. George Ademski over Radio K.N.X.. from 11:40 p. m. December 7th to
1:00 a. m. December 8th on the Bill Ballence program. As I was listening to the
interview it occurred to me to record this interview but about five minutes after
the start of the program--and a break in the recording will be noticed as I started
to record at fast speed and changed to slow speed latere.

BALLANGE: Heré's a George Harris who wants to lmow why has Robert Cole Gardiner
spoken out against "Flying Saucers Have Landed"?

ADAMSKI: I don't lmow, I haven!t heard Mr. Gardiner, so I cannot answer that:
question, but I will say tiat the picture which has been used on a
T.V. last week and also I understand in a lecture - and I would like
to make this correction just now, not because they're against anyone,
but just because of their truthful information, so that we may not get
all confused and fouled up on this great truth that!s coming our way.
Ah, the picture of the little man between two great @G-men, standing
chained, almost chains as big as the litile man, enough to squash hin
down, has been, I understand, taken in Germany and Munich, and was
made there, gh, for the purpose of a joke for a April Fools Day, and
it was brought to this country and it has been promoted on the basis
of truth, which there seems to be no truth, Aind yet, mey I adso say
something in behalf of our F.BeI.? I hate to see the F.B.I. being
used that way because they're gentlemen as far as I am concerned -

I have many dealings with them and they're wonderful people, and yet

to be used as brutes over a little men like that doesn't .... well, it

kind of belittles them, and I'd rather see that picture not used at |
all aayvhere.

{This is the only place in the program where Mr. Adamski made reference to the FBI.
Unlike Hoover's version of the story given me by Mr. lembert Zander and Mr, Galen
Willis, special agents of the FBI, Mr. Ademskl never salid his book or his theories
had been cleared by the FBI., But the mere fact thet he did mention the FBI was
used to distort the truth and to send government agents to his home on December

17, 1953 in order to try and meke him think he had done something wrong by mentioning
the FEI. THIS)IS A STRANGE WAY FOR THE GOVERNMENT TO HIT BACK AT SOMEONE WHO PRAISED
THE FBI~w~e=RQ0,

(on the other side of the tepe, an interview of Mr. Ademski that took place on
December 26, 1953 that consisted of a panal on KFFV T.V.. was recorded)

FRANQIS: Getting back, for a moment or two, I understood Mr. Adamski through his
book to say that much of the informetion he had received was limited in
putting it out by Military? I think Mr. McKay has a question along that
line. ’

McKAY: Yes, Mr. Adamski, let us assume, for the moment, that there is a great

deal of Lrubhr1n QUL <2o8trai0kTos ?E|3?§W8&8?7§?R’0% 3bboadtRcEly true
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and that there's a good deal of truth to all these reports about £lying
gaucerss Then, what conceivable object could our Government have in
suppressing this sort of knowledge?

ADAMSKI: Well, I'm not at liberty to answer that.
HMcKAY: tho is prohibiting you?
ADAMSKI: There I can't say, I'm not at libertyto even say that.

McKAY: The denial to whose? That sounds like a violation of the Constitution,
freedom of speech, or something like that, I wonder about that a little
bit. Mr. Ed Baltimore again, I believe you've had your hand up there for
a moment?

(In my interview with Mr. Adamski, he named the Central Intelligence Agency as being
the one prohibiting him from answering these questiorp as a result of himself belng
silenced by the three govermment agents on December 17, 1953. Thus, here is proof
of a plot or conspiracy to silence Mr. Ademskl end as Mr. McKay points out, this
sounds like a violation of the Constitution. Mr., Adamski told me he had explained
before going on the air about the visit by government agents and why he couldnlt
answer the questions. So the questions were brought up in order ‘o show that he had
been silenced.-—=RCO)
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OGC Has Reviewed

ODP 8-1636b
26 September 1978
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STATINTL

MEMORANDUM FOR: m
gsslstant Appeals Coordinator, IPS
STATINTL
. e
ODP FIO Officer

"

SUBJECT : FOIA Litigation - Ground Saucer Watch, Inc.
v. CIA
REFERENCE ; CA No. 78-859

1. The Office of Data Processing (ODP) has conducted
a reasonable search of its files responsive to the stipu-
lation connected to the subject litigation. No material
pertinent to this litigation was found.

2. In addition, no one currently working in ODP
can recall that this Qffice has ever been regquested or
has knowingly provided computer support to any UFO-related
project. Illowever, this does not mean that ODP's computers
have not been used in this regard by a CIA employee or
contractor who has direct access to ODP computers through
our Interactive terminal system. We have no way of monitor-
ing the content of computer files developed independently
by ODP computer users in support of their missions. Indeed,
ODP policy prohibits this type of monitoring in orxrder to
protect need-to-know compartmentation of computer files.

Att: FPOIA CA 78-859

cc: C/MS/0DP
DD/P/ODP
DD/A/ODP
C/SPS/ODP

STATINTL 2
oGC

_Distribution:
Orig - adse

l - ea
STATINTL 1Apprgggg ﬁe@@glg;ge 2002/01/24 : CIA-RDP83T00573R000100070006-1
2 - 0/D/ODP
o/D/00? /M : cc/°-28-78

STATINTL
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15 September 1978

MEMORANDUM FOR: Executive Officer

ocessing

SUBJECT ¢ File Search for Documents Pertaining to
UFO's or UFO Phenomenon

1. This is to advise you that the files in Processing
have been searched for documents pertaining to UFO's and the
UFO Phenomenon and that no documents of any kind on that
subject were found.

2. It should be mentioned, though, that the Headquarters
Data Conversion Branch, Production Division, did report that
documents pertaining to UFQO's are handcarried to that facility
by an ODP customer for input keying to the customer's data
base. The documents are retrieved by the customer after

rocessing by DCB/PD and none are retained by that organiza-
Eion . ng oy / Y g STATINTL

METR e
.fktchf;z; 7‘/*4//67%(6'&575». er, ow 1§ 5997 73,

She gaid Fhal #Hhprigecs 1= puestion was aol' el Fed s any
wdy te UFO ts Sk cvas a classifred KRS tard /7ros e/

STATINTL
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QbP §-18636a
11l zeptember 1878

STATINTL

AEMOPANDUM FOR: —
Asst, General Counsal
FROM : F
5]

SUBJECT : POIA Litigation ~ Crouend Saucer Watch.
Inc., v, CIA {CA fo. 78-3359)

STATINTL

REFERENCE : OGC 78-53734 dtd 23 Aug. 78

#ith regard to the sabject litigation, the
sffice of pData Processing (ODP)] estimates.

l. The dats of dooument search
complation will be 19 Soptemuer.

2. The date of documant ?0IA procsssiag
conplation by UDP will e 2& Sept.

STATINTL

¢cec:. IPS

pistribution:
Qrig - adse
1 - ¥IPS
1 C/SPS w/ref.
1 C/AS w/ref
. l C/MS w/ref
A =P

1l - DD/A/bDP w/ref
1 - ODF Registry
~2 - o/b/0DP

STATINTL
Ao R N 5591 24 LciE8RDPS3T0057 3R000100070006-1
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LIST OF ORIGINAL FOIA REQUESTERS

FYI, the following is a listing of the FOIA requesters
and requests on which the revised complaint was based:

BRYANT, Larry: unlogged 1973 request
F-77-1239
SPARKS, Brad: F-75-3659
E-76-253
E-76-267
E-77-272
TOMASHEVSKA, Dolores F-76-530
ZECHEL, John F-77-757
F-78-081
F-78-171
SPAULDING, William F-75-3653

Approved For Release 2002/01/24 : CIA-RDP83T00573R000100070006-1
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LIST OF ORIGINAL FOIA REQUESTERS

FYI, the following is a listing of the FOIA requesters
and requests on which the revised complaint was based:

BRYANT, Larry: unlogged 1973 request
F-77-1239

SPARKS, Brad: F-75-3659
E-76-253
E~76-267
E-77-272

TOMASHEVSKA, Dolores F-76-530

ZECHEL, John F-77-757
F-78-081
F~78-~171
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OGC 78-5734
29 August 1978

MEMORANDUM FOR: Chief, Information & Privacy Staff

TATINTL
S FROM :

Assistant General Counsel

SUBJECT : Ground Saucer Watch, Inc. v. CIA
, Civil Action No. 78-859

1. Attached is a copy of a restatement of the FOIA requests
of various members of the Ground Saucer Watch Corporation which
have become the subject of litigation. This restatement of the
request found directly below "STIPULATION" is a reasonable
restatement of approximately ten separate requests from five
different Ground Saucer Watch Corporation members. It does not
appear to exceed the scope of the total of these requests. I
intend to advise the .U.S. Attorney's office that the Agency finds
this "STIPULATION," including the "Definitions" and "Reasonable
Search", a reasonable basis to continue the litigation.

2. Since most of the searching required has probably already
been accomplished in response to the approximately ninety FOIA
requests the Agency has received since 1975, I assume that the
completion of the search and processing will not require any
unreasonable delays. I request that you obtain from each of the
components an estimate as to (1) the date of search completion
and (2) the date of document FOIA processing completion. Since
the Agency has been in litigation in this case since December 77,
I do not expect that deadlines beyond sixty days will be regarded
as reasonable by the court.

3. Please keep me informed as to any significant develop-
ments and particularly let me know when significant increments
of releasable documents become available. If there is reason to
expect significant delays, the Agency might wish to consider
incremental releases rather than holding responsive documents
until all of the processing is finished.

oD
.

«

STATINTL
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ROTHBLATT, ROTHBLATT. SELIAS & [PESKIN
(91 EAST 10! ST STREEFT
BRONX, NEW YORK 10481

HENRY B. ROTHBATT (21D DAL-HOOL
LORIDA X Yo CALYP., » D. €. NARS 5
JOSEZPH SEMAR NEW YDORK. N. Y. 10088
STEPRAN H, PREXIN 23y WEST END AVENUE
oL V. b D. C. BARM . 12122 T87-7001
JON 3, KOTHBLATT

(AN

HOLLYWLOD, FLORIDA J002@

RONALD <. GOLDPARR 1909 HAKRISON ATREET
v - K00
MICHAEL TORRRES
SLITE 218
EMMA ALDEN ROTHBLATT 1308) 0251000
. ¥, CALLP.. & PLA. RARSR
ROBERT L. GARDNER WASHINGTON, O. C. #000e

BERTRAM £ ADAMS 1620 K STREET. N. W.
HUITE 830

PETER A. OERNTEN
. . 202 225-2890
ARTHUR D DECKELMAN .
CFLOIMDA & X, V. BARS

August 23, 1978

William H. Briggs. Jr. Esq.,
Assistant United States Attorney
U.S. District Courthouse

Room 3438-A

Washingron. D. C. 20001

Re: GSW v. CIA

-

Dear Bill: ’

Enclosed plzase find the stipulation my client has agreed to along
with what would be considered a reasonable search.

If you have any questions don't hesitate to call me. Thanks for the

cooperation. '
BN ’ ’
Ve ly y s/ !
_f;y"f-'&cu BOES
Peter A. Gersten
PAG/ab
enclosures

-
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STIPULATION

-

All documents (1) in the possession or under the control of the CIA from wherever
obtained, relating (2) to Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs) (3) and the UFO Phenor

“. .

Definitions

(1) Documents - definition contained in the Interrogatories - 'Definitions and
Instructions’ paragraph B

(2) Relating - as used hereir should be synonymous with the following terms:
referring to) associated with: pertaining to; mentioning: descri.

-and any and all like terms.

This definition should be construed liberally to achieve all
purposes and objectives of request

(3) UFQOs - definition contained in the Interrogatories - 'Definitions and
Instructions’ paragraph F and shall also include all 'unidentified

alarms’'; ‘unidentified images': 'uncorrelated targets’; ‘and
'uncorrelated sensor indications’.

{4) UFO Phenomena - commonly known as the 'flying saucer craze' and includ
but not limited to; CIA involvement in the phenomena,

either directly or indirectly; sociological and psycholog
implications; surveillance, monitoring, infiltration and
manipulation of the phenomena; UFOQ civilian organizati:
UFO researchers; alleged abductions and abductees; all-

contacts and contactees.

REASONABLE SEARCH

A reasonable search should include the following areas:

(i) (a). ClA Strategic Warning Staff, including. but not limired to: unidentified
alarms registered by the sensor systems managed by the national
indications, warning and surveillance office.

(b). CIA Operations Center, including but not limited to: 1) the 1975 sightin:
of UFOs over SAC bases; 2) the August, 1976 Tunisian sighting: 3) the
September, 1976 Iranian sighting: and 4) the Seprember, 1976 Morocca:

sighting.
(c). ClA Office of Legislative Counsel, including but not limited to: 1) the 1¢
/’@Bmdﬂbﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬂ@éﬂﬂg’§%@F@§P%7?§@%w%%o%a contact with
Richard Hall; T
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(d). National Foreign Intelligence Board records including, but not limited
to, historical documents of predecessors (USIB, IAC, USCIB).

(2). National Foreign Assessment Center components:
(a). Imagery Analysis Service documents of processing, analysis, and

routing of unidentified objects registered by the overhead reconnaissa
systems of the NRO. .

! (b). Committee on Imagery Requirements and Exploitation (COMIREX) Sto
! ' including, but not limited to, documents of requirements, disseminat’
and exploitation planning directives, about unidentified objects regist.

by NRO systems.

STATSPEC
documents including, but not

(c).

' ' (d). Office of Current Infeﬂigence: documents of current intelligence
| - about gightings, incidents. and flaps; and historical records, ie..

briefings.
(e). Central Reference Service
(3). Directorate of Science and Technology (DD&T) components:

(a). Foreign Missile and Space Analysis Center (FMSAC/OWI) documents
including. but not limited to, those inherited from OSI and new docum

{ recelved from all sources, and all finished intelligence on UFQOs,
including estimates, policy papers. etc.

(b). Office of Electronic Intelligence (OEL) documents of unidentified elec
magnetic radiations received, processed, analyzed and/or disseminz
to and from all sources, including NRO systems.

(c). Office of Research and Developments (ORD) and Office of Developmer
and Engineering (ODE): cdocuments of basic scientific research on Uk
research and design studies of UFO intelligence collection systems,
contractor studies. systems implementation evaluations, and basic U
intelligence reference materials; historical files of ODE predecessor

as pertains to preceding documents.

(d). Office of Scientific Intelligence (OST). National Photographic Interpre:
Center (NPIC). and Office of Technical Service (OTS): including,
but not limited to. old historical files not transferred to other compc
and historical files on early OTS predecessor's research and develo;
work on UFO intelligence collection systems.

bp ot cepari DA
(£)PPreied Eas Retleasé 20dinis; Fﬁﬁi\‘?ﬂdgsrt}osnmom 00070006-1

4 Nefire of Security - documents of individuals and organizations invol"




(b).
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with UFOs and the UFO Phenomena, ie. research, investigation. and
writing, including mail cover and intercept program material: and
records of special security clearances for 1JFO intelligence special accc

programs.

Office of Joint Computer Support (OJCS): documents of computer hardwa
support requests, authorizations, and utilizations. for UFO intclligence
data handling. from any and all agencies and CIA compenents: special
UFO intelligence data handling systems projects; any and all UFO relate
software programs and projects, including security systems. -

(5). Directorate of Operations (DDO):

(a).

(c).

(d).

Counter Intelligence (CI) Staff: records of mail cover and intercept

Covert Action (CA) gBtaffs of all DDO components: historical and
current files of covert action projects directed at domestic and foreign
UFOQ researchers and organizations as well as potential foreign

adversaries (USSR).

25X1A

programs which collected information on UFO researchers and
organizations. :

Counter Intelligence (CI) and Foreign Intelligence (FI) staffs of DDO:
records of clandestine collection operations against UFOs and foreign
nation intelligence data on UFOs, including hypnotic regression and othe
psychological interrogation and indoctrination projects: disinformation
and deception plans and operations against UFOs and foreign intelligence

agencies.
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REQUEST

T B Rty

REQUEST NUMBER

FOIA Litigation - Ground Saucer Watch, Inc. v. CIA CA No. 78-859
FROM: STATINTL EXTENSION | DATE SENT
3 Sep 78
Assistant Appeals Coordinator, IPS 5615 SUSPENSE DATE
2 T 42 HQ DX-2 1964
TO: [Officer designation, room number, and ) DATE
building) OFFICER'S COMMENTS (Number each comment to show from whom
ST ATINTL RECEIVED | FORWARDED INITIALS to whom. Draw a line actoss ‘column after each comment.}
1 F 08/IRG In connection with subject 1iti-
gation, the following documents
FX-~1 are attached:

ODP/FI0 N

/

RE. 1)

T

.~

| the original requests, original com

STATINTL
5. - INFO -
—
) =l
6.
STATINTL
7. - INFO -
06C
BX=—
8.
9.
i0.
",
(2.

RETURN TO:

“BRIORITY HANDLING

1075 3749 [] SECRET

(] CONFIDENTIAL

a) List of original FOIA requester

h) 29 Aug 78 0QGC memo

e) 23 Aug 78 letter with enclosed
STIPULATION

Per OGC, you are specifically
requested to:

1) GEstimate the date of search com|

pletion for your component.

2) Estimate the date of document
TFOIA processing completion for your
component.

Note: OGC has requested that 1 & 2

(above) be completed and sent to OC}l

Tt

basis. I1f your estimates will not
be completed by Monday, 11 Sep, ple
call me so that T can keep 0GC advl

3). Conduct a search of your compouf
ént responsive to the restatement of

the requests as set forth in the
STipulation.
Note: As stated in 0GC's memo, OGC
does not expect that deadlines be-
yond 60 days wlll be reparded as
reaszonable by the court.

FYI: The STIPULATION so changes
plaint and revised complaint that t
latter have, in effect, become im-

material to-the search you will con}-

duct responsive to the Stipulation.

]

=

h e
Led

»

FOIA REQUEST

S L L O

] st onLy [ ] UNCLASSIFIED
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J W 7 q STATINTL
+ 2 goed (* bep? ccrd

pK -

Do s

DATE

TRANSMITTAL SLIP | 1 1 3EP 1978
© TITTIDF o|5h

ROOM NO. BUILDING
g I/U
REMARKS:

Please conduct the searZ:,:yV‘// 2

regquested in para. (b).

of last page of this

reguest and reply to me by ép
15 Sept. 78.

FROM: psODP/DDA
4/1.30 Has. “39“
ROOM NO. BUILDING : EXTENSION
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MEMORANDUM
OF CALL

//l
2 .
[}rou were caLLep yf— [ vou WERE VISITED BY—

T

OF (Organizations—

To:

(] ruease coae —— BHQNEND. G50~ jegof.
] WiLL CALL AGAIN [J 1s WAITING TO SEE YOU
() RETURNED YOUR CALL [J WISHES AN APPOINTMENT

| m}( 9\\3\‘5‘ % STATINTL
&
2%

Lu yFI

Ay oST 44y
/
Vel 2ry.
ﬁ'm 7 SN DATE TIME

TRANSMITTAL SLIP | 11 SEP 1978 -

TO: .Dﬂ/ﬂ/ﬂﬁﬁ

ROOM NO. BUILDING

REMARKS:

Please conduct the search
requested in para. (b).

of last page of this
request and reply to me by
15 Sept. 78.

STATINTL

FROM:
ROOM NO. BUILDING EXTENSION
FONM NO . CES
1“FEB%Q 241 %ﬁ%{ m;oakgmug-g' @
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TRANSMITTAL SLIP m&/é , f7f

TO:
EXO/0DP
ROOM NO. BUILDING

REMARKS: .
We have located nothing in

our files regarding UFO's or
Ground Saucer~Watch. We did £find
one little green man but he was

properly badged so .-we did not distﬁ.urb

him.

EXTENSION

MEMORANDUM
OF CALL

T D

[J you WERE CALLED BY— {T] Yyou WERE VISITED BY~—

OF (Organization) Cran

[ PLEASE ZALL = ZSS'E‘,EE,’Z‘P N s

(J wiLL cALL AGAIN [ 1s waiming To sEE You
RETURNED YOUR CALL {(] WISHES AN APPOINTMENT

poll Ll oWl o
fek 14 Hbed o C99f7

MESSAGE

l Ié r [ O
. .t ‘ I d . Vg{‘ ‘o -e 9’( (4 " .
o 7 Tiagfny,
RECEIVED BY DATE TIME

. STANDARD FORM 63 (Rev. 8-76)
63-109 Prescribed by GSA

FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6
¥ U. 8. GP0:1577-0-241-530 /3335 1 CFR
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/,4

Please conduct the search
requested in para. (b).

of last page of this
request and reply to me by
15 Sept. 78.

-

15 gEP 1978
TRANSMITTAL SLIP | T 1 SEp 1978
T0: o)< ps
ROOM NO. BUILDING .
REMARKS:

STATINTL

__2-D-

FROM: D/ODP/DDA

ROOM NO.

BUILDING

4011

EXTENSION

TFees 241

REPLACES FORM 3-8 “
WHICH MAY BE USED,
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Missiles
flew once

the party
ended

By William Matthews
Times stafT writer

WASHINGTON — Iraq’s cease-fire
didn’t Isst long.

Twenty-nine hours after promising not
to threaten U.S, planea over the northern
and southern no-fly zones, an Iraqgi air de-
fense Tadar illuminated two Air Force
planes during a routine flight. The planes,
an F4G Wild Weasel and an F-16 Fighb-
ing Falcon, attacked the radar with bombs
and missiles,

A day later on Jan. 22, it happened
again, Two U8, warplanes patrolling in
- the northern no-fly zone were “Jocked on”
by Iraqi anti-aircraft radar, according to
Pentagon officials, One of the planes, an F-
4G, launched two High-speed Anti-Radia-
tion Missiles, or HARM, at the site near
Mosul, officiale said.

The missiles apparently missed their

£,

targe

The radar illuminations and the U8, at-
tacks in response ended & brief cease-fire
declared by Iraqi President Saddam Hus-
sein as an inangural olive branch to Presi-
dent Clinton.

Iraq announced Jan. 18 it would stop fir-

“ing an allled ovar ¢ha n
southern no-fi; zones s b mi t, en
hostilities for Clinton’s Jan. 20 swearing-in.

But at 1:09 p.m. Iragi time Jan. 21 —
5:09 a.m, EST, as the new administration
awnkened from late-night inaugural balls
— radar warning gear on the two U.S.
planes sounded, notifying the pilots they
were being tra tracked.

The F4 {ired a redar-homing missile at
the Iragi radar site and the F-16 dropped
two cluster bombs on the installation, U.S.
European Command reporied. Defense De-
partment officials were unable to say
whether the missile and bombs hit the ra-
dar installation,

Out of range

Minutes before the planes were illumi-
nated by radar, pilots reported seeing anti-
aircraft artillery flashes on the ground.
They did not respond to the flashee because
they were out of range and were escorting
a French Mirage on a reconnaissance mis-
sion, the European Command said.

The radar site was located in the north-
ern no-fly zone, about eight miles south-
west of the city of Mosul.

A Pentagon spokesman said U.S. forces
in the Persian Gulf region did not consult
with Clinton or Defense Secretary Les As-
pin before attacking the radar sites. *“When
we're threatened, we react. We inform
them afterward,” he aaid,

“We were hopeful that the cense-fire
would work,” he added. “But we don't pay

attention to Saddam's words, only to his
deeds.” ’

At .Lhe ‘White House, Clinton said the pi-
lots did the right thing “We're going to ad-

here to our policy” of attacking radar and
anti-aircraft sites when targeted, Clinton
said,

After the first incident, the Iraqi govern-
ment insisted the cease-fire remained in ef-
foct and denied the Pentagon’s claim that
U.8. planes were illuminated by radar,

In ather developments. Iraq permmed
U.N. weapons inspectors to fly ur
into the couniry, a raquu‘ement of the

- United Nations cease-five resolutions Iraq

had been violating.

But Saddam announced he would begin
rebuilding a manufacturing plant destroyed
by a U.S. cruise missile attack Jan. 17, U.8,
officials said the plant, near Baghdad, was
used to make material for nutlear weapons.
Iraq also announced it was ‘reopening ‘&
plant the U.S. said was a biological weap-
ons factory that was bombed during the
Persian Gulf War. Iraq seid it was an in-
fant milk formula plant.

String of encounters

The Jan. 21 attack by 11.9, planes on the
Iraqi radar site followed a string of encoun-
ters between U.S. and allied aircraft and
Iragi radar and anti-aircraft artillery gites
in the northern no-fly zone immediately be-
fore Traq announced the cease-fire.

The Defense Department said that fmm
Jan. 17 to the cease-fire, Iraqi forces were
aggressively painting coalition sircraft with
mmdar and firing on allied planes with anti-

artillery.
‘After two days, U.S. planes began to
strike back. On Jan. 19, a US. F4G was

flluminated by radar ahout 14 miles east of

Mosul, The F-4 fired a HARM at the radar.
An hour later, an F-16 reconnalssance
plane was fired on by anti-aircraft artillery,
but was not hit. And two hours after that,
twoFlewmﬁredonbygxrmm:'mﬁar-
sponss, the F-16s dropped clusgrog%]

the arul]ery gite, the Defense Department

Bush Pentagon spokesman Peta Williams
said Iraqi warplanes were making a series
of quick flights into the no-fly zone Jan. 19,
“gticking a toe over the line” in hopes of
luring coalition aircraft into an anti-sircraft
missile trap.

Avolding the trap

Before announcing its cease-fire, Iraq set
up an array of SA-2, SA-3 and 8A-6 anti-
aircraft ‘missiles, Williams said. “They’re
trying to lure coalition planes into the area
80 they can shoot them down,” he added,
but coalition planes were avoidmg the trap.

The run-ins with Iraqi radar in the north
followed major strikes by U.S, and coalition
planes against missile sites in the southern
no-fly zone and an attack by U.S, cruise
misslles against a factory capable of produc-
mg weapona- grade material for nuclear

Williams said the strikes “functionally
neutralized” Iraq's southern air defense ra-
dar system, destroying much of it and leav-
ing the remaining parts unable to commu-
nicate with one another,

In the cruise missile attack sgainst the
weapons plant, Williams said, 45 missiles
were launched, one failed upon lsunch and
38 of the remaining 44 struck their targets.

Three landed short of the plant in an or-
chard, three landed inside the plant com-
pound, but did not hit any buildings, and
one apparently was hit by anti-sircraft fire
and crashed into the Al Rashid hotel in
Baghdad killmg two hotel workers and

wounding many workers and gieats,

Insids the weapons plant compound, the
cruise missiles destroyad four of seven
buildings, heavily damaged two others and  Kuwai

modmfely dnmaged the seventh, the De-
fense Department said.
Elsewhere in the region, the alhed poai

Tensions rising
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Perslan Gulf chronology

Friday, Jan. 15

President Bush demands that lraq
aliow U.N, flights or face another
" amlck. Baghdad backs off. -

Saturday, Jan. 16

Iraq threatens to down allied
aircraft over the southern “no fly”
zone and over the northem zone
above the 36th paralle! established
1o protect Kurds. .

Sunday, Jan. 17

U.S. jets down an Iraqi MiG-23
Flo ger over the northern zone
dg it anti-alrcraft missile sites
that fired on allied aircraft, Iragi
President Saddam Hussein,
marking the anniversary of the gulf
war, declares: “The aggressors will
fail in their evil gurpose.
warships fire 45 cruise mlssnles at
an alleged nuclear facility near
Baghdad, killing at least two
paople.

Monday, Jan. 18

In the first daylight raids on Iraq,
U.S. and British aircraft, with
French planes provxdmg air cover,
bomb Iragi missile sites that
survived the Jan. 13 bombing in
the southern zona. U.S. jets bomb
fraql anti-aircraft batteries in the

ARABIA

. being fired on.

northern zone. lraq reports 21 HARMs in response. g
dead. [
Source: Associated Press ATPCO g

tion appeared to have improved along the
Iragi-Kuwait border,

Iraq staged provocahve incursions into
t to retrieve military equipment in
early January, but by Jan. 19 had with-
drawn from the border, the Defense De-
partment said.

”"7/’////74 ‘/('%_lé’f’ % ——

An F-4G “Advanced Wild Weasel”
fires a missile at a surface-to-air
missile and radar installation after
the radar “locks on" to the *
American plane. Two F-16

Fighting Falcons drop several
cluster bombs on an lraql
anti-aircraft arlillery site after

Wednesday, Jan. 20

An Iragi-declared cease-fire takes
effect. Allled military surveillance
flights continue over the *no fi
zones. About 300 men from the
U.S. Army's 1st Cavalry Divislon
travel by conyoy to the Kuwait-
Iraq border area to countar any
assault, President Clinton is
swomn in.

Thursday, Jan. 21

An F-4G fires a HARM missile on
an Iraqi alr defense radar site
about 10 miles south of Mosul
after the Iraql installation turns its
radar on, U.N. weapons
inspectors land in Baghdad.

Friday, Jan. 22

An F-4@G and an F-16 are targeted
b lraql anti-aircraft radar, near
osul, The F-4G launches two
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'MARTHA L. NEESE, ESQ.

MILI'IP roveg

MEDICAL
NEGLIGENCE

Wo prosecute
serious injury claims
against the U.S, Government
worldwide
for military dependents
and retirees,

BIRTH INJURIES
DPT INJURIES
MISDIAGNOSIS

DISABILITY CLAIMS
FREE
Medical / Legal Consultation
No Fes If No Recovery
THOMAS J.LYONS, ESQ.

Certified Civil Trial Atforney
Former LTCJAG USAR

Former Surgical Nurse
Veteran’s Hospital
(612) 770-5155
) or
1-800-642-5076
1560 Beam Ave., Suite A
St Paul, MN 55109

SR LB POWS SN Vietnam

By William Matthews
Titnos staff writer

WASHINGTON ~ It staried with a prom-
ise that a live American POW would emerge
from the jungles of Southeast Asia in 30 days,

But 15 months later, at the end of the most
exhaustive investigation ever into the fate of
Americans missing from the Vietnam War, a
special Sensale committee has concluded there
almost certainly ia no one left to bring home.

There is “no compelling evidence that any
American remains alive in caplivity in South-
cast Asia,” the Senate Select Committes on
POW/MIA Affairs reported Jan. 13,

And despite an intense search, the commit-
tee turned up no evidence that there ever was
a government conspiracy to leave behind pris-
oners of war, or POWs, or withhold knowledge
of their fates, the committee said. “The con-
spiracy cupboard is bare,” the eommu.tee said
in its 1,000-page report,

While conceding that it is imposaible to say
with absolute certainty that no American is
being held captive anywhere in Cambodia,
Laos or Vietnam, the committee said evidence
gathered over the past 10 years offers no
encouragement.

No live-sighting report checked out, photos
said to be of POWs proved fraudulent, leads
led nowhere and even the best evidence was
inconclusive, the committee said.

In its search, the commiitee combed
through thousands of pages of previously clas-
sified military documents, repeatedly visited
Vietnam and questioned scores of U.S. offi-
cials, military men, POW activists, family
members, Vietnamese government officials,
missionaries and others.

The efforts yielded evidence, and in many

instances, “tantalizing evidence that raises
questions,” sald committes chairman Sen.
John Kerry. “But evidence is not fact and not
proof”

Kerry, D-Mass., a Vietnam voteran, said
the massive amount of information the inves-
tigation amassed provides the nation with “a
reality base" with whxch to deal with the POW

* and missing-in-action, or MIA, issue.

For example, the Defense Departmants
count of MIAs from the Vietnam Wa.r is mis-
leading, he said.

The Pentagon lists 2,264 Amerlmns as un-
sccounted for. In fact, nearly half of thoss —
1,095 — are known to have been killed, but
their bodies never were recovered, Kerry safd,

Among the remaining 1,169 missing, 305
“"were elther known to have been taken cap-
tive or were lost in circumstances under-which
survival was deemed likely or at least reason-
ably possible,” Kerry said, “There is no indi-
cation at this time that any survive.”

Committee member Sen. Jesse Helms, R-
N.C., who promised at the beginning of the in-
vestigation to produns a live American POW,
gpologized for missing most of the committee's
meetings, He underwent heart surgery, .

The committee's investigation was “as gnod
:ai )gb as could possibly have been done,” he

“1 associate myself with [the committee re-
port],” said Sen. Charles Grassley, R-Jowa,
who frequently challenged government offi-
cials who said there was little likelihood that
Americans remained in captivity.

However, Grassley and Sen. Robert Smith,
R-NH,, included footnotes to the report that
said they did not agree with the majority of
committee members that there is little evi-

dence of Americans POWs in Southeast Asia.

. They said they put much greater credence in

live-sighting reports and aerial photographs of
Evei;:li appear to be signals stamped or dug into

Grazaley called for continued investigation
of possible distress signals and demanded a
Justice Department probe of possible illegal,
. privately funded covert operations approved
by the White House to search for missing
Americans in Laos in the 1880s,

Sen. John McCain, R-Ariz a former POW
who has consistently has dwmunbed the possi-
bility that Americans remain alive as prisoners
in Southeast Asia, said, “I have yet to see evi-
denes that I can point to and say, ‘Ses, there's
an American alive.’ ’ However, McCain gaid, it
remains & mystery why 0 many pilota were
shot down over Laoa and so few prisoners
returned,

One of the committee’s most startling find-
ings wes that Nixon administration officials
believed there might have been POWs in
Southeast Asia when they announced in 1973
that all captives had been returned home.

But, the committee concluded, the U.S. gov-
ernment did not “knowingly abandon” troops
in captivity, “American officials did not have
certain knowledge that any spedific prisoner or
prisoners were being left behind,” the report

says.
The Senate committee also said it found the
Defensa Intelligence Agency guilty of overclas-
sification. It also was evasive, unresponsive,
defensive about criticism, slow to follow up on
live sightings and frequently distracted from
its basic mission, the committee said, But,
“we found no evidence to link anyone in the
government to a cover-up,” Smith said.

Adveriisement

Send A Valentme
Someone You Love

It's one way to say you care, So say it in our special Valentine’s Day page that will be
appearing in Army Times, Navy Times and Air Force Times,

Your Valentine will appear worldwide in the issue of February 22, so you'll be sure to reach that
special someone —~ wherever he or she may be stationed.

it's simple and easy to do. Just write your message on the form below (or use 2 plaln plece of
paper). Count 36 letters and spaces per line, and send your message plus a check or money order
for $15 for three lines (additional lines $5 each) to:

Army Times Publishing Company

Classified Advertising

Springfield, Virginia 22159

1-800-424-0335 EXT 8900

Don't delay. We must receive your Valentine's Day message by February 5.

Forthat extra touch, add a RED HEART to the top of your ad.

o e

Your Choice: o Yeie 0 $20)
DOHERTY
RUMBLE &
BUTLER
METHOD OF PAYMENT: [] Check/Money Order Clvise [IMasterCard eSGaToN:
- Esiublished_in 1859
Visa/MasterCard Account #. Explration Dats

- MEDICAL
MALPRACTICE

INCLUDING BIRTH INJURY

Experienced in claims involving the United States.
Military dependents and retired personnel may have

- aclaim for damagss resulting from negligence of
military or other government employees.

NO FEE IF NO RECOVERY
For free consultation call

TOLL FREE (800) 487-8760

Ask for attorneys
Jim Ryan, Susan Weingartner
or Anne Brown

MINNEAPOLIS & ST, PAUL # DENVER

WASHINGTON, D.C.
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. I prised. If your now civilian job charge. That's a “red flag" for same typeol‘job :
1 doesn’t match what you did for any employer. Aircraft refuelers do a-lot of
An easy ﬁt l“to the CMIlan wor'd Uncle Sam, expect having to Look at it this way. You are be-  heavy lifting and ha

Q- ¥'ve worked as an aircraft,
refuelor for four years on active
duty. As 'm waiting for a medical

, ¥ would ke to know
ehout the civilian job market for
aircraft refuelers.

A. Sometimes what you've
done isn't as important as what
you've done it with,

A military aircraft refueler may
switch to the same job in the pri-
vate sector fairly smoothly. You're
lucky. Many active-duty folks
don't have an easy {it with a job
in the private sector, .

Still, it's useful to survey op-
tions. In your case, there are po-
tential jobe far outside the avia-
tion field,

The modern world runs on pe-
troleum. You’ve spent the last
four years working with it. You
have skills and experiences that
are valuable away from the flight~
line, such as:

M Testing oils, fuels and haz-
ardous materials;
M Operating and maintaining

pumps, pipelines, hoses and.

valves;

I Storing petroleum products;

rting petroleum;

M Keeping records on ship-
ments, transfers and storage,

Think about all the people who
deal with petroleum, from those
who draw it from the ground to
those who use it to run an inter~
nal combustion engine.

The U.S. Lsbor Department
projects a shrinking work force
during the next 15 years for the
+ people who work the oil fields and
petroleum refining plants. But
any large-scale user of petroleum
has need of people with your skills
— (rom schoal gystems with their
fleets of buses, to industries that
use petroleum in the manufactur-

ing procesa.

Then thers are the storage
plants, pumping stations and
tanker trucks that get petroleum

to industrial users,

You should be prepared for a
starting salary that's less than
what you made on active duty,
but you may be plessantly sur-

Pprove yourself.

Your original question was
about getting a job as an aircraft
refueler, but you mentioned that
you'll be geiting a medical dis-

ing discharged from active duty
because the military doesn’t think
you can resume your job as an
aircraft refueler. Why would a d-
vilian employer hire you for the

uling.
Perhaps this is a good time to
look at other career options. Per-
haps your best long-term career
move right now is one that will
put you in a classroom to learn.
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People

. By Karen Jowers

No kidding, UFOs are out there,
say former service members

By Karen Jowers
LIFE IN THE TIMES stafl writer

Jetired Army Maj. Ed Dames’ company uses special-
ized intelligence techniques to siudy current UFQ opera-

 tions in the New Mexico desert.

Dames, who says he has firsthand howledge of UFOs,

is president of Pai Tech in Albuguerque, N.M., a private
company that studies UFQs. He is wrmng a book.
Dhmes describes strange alien machines going under-
groynd in the desert. He and other former military mem-
ben{ interviewed talk about their ongomg research on
alien activity and “mental abductions,” in which aliens en-
ter the minds of earthlings for hours. They disagree on
manyimasinﬁ\eirresearch,hutu\eyaﬂtakqamd
against widespread ridicule of UFQOs,

Psi Tech takes private and government scientists to se-
cret sites where the company has found repeated UFO
activity. He and eight other off-duty or retired military of-
fictta who work for the company use a technique called
remote viewing, which involves training the unconscious
to explore a target with rigorous discipline while suppress-
lng the- imagination, he says. They are not paychics, he

Dames was an Army intelligence officer until he retired
in 1991, He started Psi Tech in 1889. The company works
for a number of clients, including private companies.
Their work does not dea] just with UFOs. For instance,
they gave information to United Nations officials about
underground biological warfare research and development
facilities in Iraq just before the Persian Gulf war.

Others who are.ar have been connected with the mili-

tary also Investigate UFO reports.

For instance, there is the 4,500-member Mutual UFQ
Network, Inc, (MUFON), some of whose members
been members of the military. Former Air Force Capt.
Kevin Randle and retired Air Force Maj. George
Filer, who both served in intelligence, will speak at A
MUFON conference in Washmgbon, DC, Feb. 6

Fhe foous of the conference is the question - .of whether
the government®is hiding the truth about UFOs, & preoc-
cupauon Dames doesn’t Ii

Among thosa convinced the government is withholding
information is Randle, a Vietnam veteran and an intelli-
gence officer in the Air Force Reserve for 10 years. He'
wrote UFO Crash at Roswell with Don S8chmitt, pub-
lished in 1991 by Avon Books. Randle is now an maetive
reservist,

Randle is conwneed a crash near Roswell Army An'ﬁeld,
N.M,, July 4, 1947, involved a flying saucer, and was cov-
eredupbythef aralgnvemmant.Theofﬁdnlemlam
tion is that a military balloon

Randle and Schimitt have intarv:ewed more than 400
people, including 37 who say they handled pieces of .the ..
flying saucer debris and eight witnesses who say they saw
bodies of dead aliens recovered at the crash site. .

Filer gays he has talked to more than 50 people who
clgim they have been mentally abducted by aliens, .

Dames shares some of Randle’s and Filer’s conclusions.
He says Psi Tech has compiled evidence of mental abduc-
tions, He believes that’s what happened at Roswell in

* 1947, Aliens orchestrated the cash in the minds of the

witnesses, using highly technical methods to create an ilhi.

bers have -

A!Ien ship? The arrow points to an alleged UFQ that Ed
and Frances Walters show in thelr book, The Guif Breeze
Sightings (Morfow, 1990)..Pholo was taken in Guif
Breeze Fla., in 1987,

slon in their brains, Neither bodies nor debris ever existed,
he claima, (Randle scoffs at this theory, and says he has
held in his hand a piece of debris that one witness claims
o have taken from the scene.)

What happened at Roswell is gimilar to other “mental
ahductions,” Dames says. In Psi Tech’s remote viewing,
“We have seen the [Roswell witnesses] standing outside in
a catatonic state, or lying In bed, or driving up and down
ﬂmroad,whﬂethesezoorsospheresmovedoverhead.
zigzagging back and forth from person to person.”
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The mllltary’s iiusnal way of remembermg events

By Loretta Howard -
Bpedial to LIFE IN THE TIMES

Hurry up! Be here now! Be there then!
Don't be late! Be on time! Tims! In our
fast-paced world, time is a valuable com-
modity.

Our day-to-day schedules are dependent
on traditional watches and clocks: Wake
our spouses for physical training at 0400; §
get the children off to school by 0730; be on
the job by 0830; stop by the commissary for
more bread and milk before lunch ends at
1300; leave work at 1730; stop by youth
g1 ces to pick up chlldren from practice
at 1800; and so on. A typical schedule all
based on exact hming is part of our daily
existence.

Military families have an additional and

b A o yases

P, PR Y

one geographic location, We all know peo-
ple who live near or in the home in which
they grew up.

‘While, of course, there is nothmg wrong
with this lifestyle, it does require a more
exact method of analyzing {ime than we in

I remember my brother’s wedding as our
second time assigned to Georgia. Other
people would have to remember August
1983. That seems harder, somehow.

Sometimes, military families complain
ahout the problems of ezch move with the
implication that it would be easier to re-
main in one location. This special item was
broken; that heirloom was lost.

It is work to get the kids to adjust to the
new environment. Shopping was better at

unusual way of tellihg time, We measure
time periods by location, This is the stan-
dard by which we retain memories,

The longer we have been military and
the more locations we have shared, the
more we use this method. Once we have
been in the military lifestyle for more than
one location. we almost always answer the
question of “when” with “where,”

When did our youngest deughter learn to
ski? That was Germany the third time.
When was our son named most valuable
player in a basketball championship? This
happened the second tour in Germany.
When did we first learn of the sport of
throwing buffalo chips? Oklahoma., When
did & tornado hit a nearby town? Missouri.
When did I have my appendix out? Korea.

During the Persian Guif war, I was
working for a bank in the Maryland sub-
urbs of Washington, D.C. My friends and
co-workers were predominately people who
had nsver had direct contact with a mili-
tary lifestyle. The majority had grown up
and even attended college in the same gen-

area.

Agide from numerous worldwide vaca-
tlons, all of their lives had been spent in
the Northeast corridor. After my 16 years
as ah Army spouse, this was the first time I
took the time to notive that place associa.
tion is characteristic of military families.

Initially, it was a matter of translation.
For instance, once during our lunch break,
there was a discussion ebout the best age
to allow your teen-age children to date.

Right away I thought Georgia and Mary-
land, Our two oldest began dating when we
were in Georgiz and the youngest ones
were just starting during our time in Mary-
Jland. Therefore, the oldest had to wait un-
* til age 16, but the younger ones wers dat-
ing at 14,

Another time some friends and I were
discussing when we became interested in
the banking or business aspect of our para.
legal field. I responded with Germany,
which I then translated to the late 1980s.

My co-workers were amazed with the
system but quick to acknowledge its poien-
tial usefulness, One friend and fellow em-

ployee, a former Air' Force man, was de-
lighted to hear the old system aguain.

Many people spend ﬂxeir entire !ives in

the ald location. Windows are never the
same sgize as the 40 pairs of curtains that
you shipped. Life is not perfect but each
move achieves a new perspective for our ,
place-time memory.

Being aware of the value of our place-
time association gives the military family
an additional positive espect Lo look at dur
ing the next reassignment. We are moving
along our own historical timeline with the
advantage of new, exciting locations to
spark our memories. Where do you remem-
ber for 19927

Loretta Howard is a paralegal and free-lance
writer married to an Army sergeant first class
asgigned to Fort Leonard Wood, Mo,
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security sergeant saw entities associated with a dome-shaped UFO in the
woods; another witness, an airman, saw marks in the earth characteristic
of what he had heard about UFO landing marks. All witnesses desired com-
plete anonymity, however, and while the story became more intriguing with
the increase in the number of confirming witnesses, it still could not be
considered a strong case by any means. Anonymous witnesses and scattered
rumors are not convincing evidence of anything.

While we were putting this book together, a person came forward as
a result of a UFQ article he had read. Fascinated by the subject because
of his experience, this individual was eventually put in coniact with the authors
and told a very interesting tale. His identity is known to us, but, by his
request, we will change his name to Art Wallace.

Wallace was attached to Bentwaters Air Force Base as a security police-
man. He had been assigned to the base for only a short period of time,
when at 1:00 A.M. on 2 night either on or very near to December 30, 1980,
his life took a strange twist. While he was on duty at the Bentwaters flight
line, a jeep pulled up. Two men, a sergeant and a lientenant, told Wallace
to get in because they were going over to the motor pool. On the way over,
Wallace noticed that many animals were running out of the woods nearby;
something he had never seen before, even in the States. When they arrived
at the motor pool, Wallace and the sergeant were told to get gas-powered
“light-alls” (trailer-mounted lights used for illuminating large areas). The
lights were attached to the jeep, and they proceeded to the Bentwaters main
gate where they met other vehicles.

The convoy moved out toward the Rendlesham Forest a few miles
away. Wallace heard radio chatter mentioning names of people he knew
plus “OS1,” most likely a reference to the Air Force’s Office of Special Investi-
gations. Wallace saw security police as well as members of the British military
stationed all along the way.

They pulled onto a dirt road and drove about a mile into the Rendlesham
Forest, stopping at what Wallace referred to as a *staging point.” The men
were ordered to check their weapons in since they would not be taking them
along. Wallace ‘went into the woods with four-other men led by a captain
who had met them at the Bentwaters motor pool. As they approached a
clearing in the woods, they noticed a brightness in the distance and the
sound of hehcopters overhead. Wallace noticed an airman crying at the edge
of the clearing with a medic attending him. This puzzled Wallace greatly
as he ‘couldn't imagine what might have been going on. The first thing the

as had
been placed surrounding a field in the clearing n ary andﬁa‘-nmclolhes
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men approached the object to within about ten feet. Two cows in the field
had come over to the object and according to Wallace, appceared to be jusy
staring at it, oblivious to the security men in the area.

A radio call was heard over a field radio unit. A helicopter pilot said,
“Here it comes.” In the distance, a red light appeared, first. behind a pine
tree, then in front of it. The light quickly sped over to the aspirin-shaped
object and hovered at a position about twenty feet above it. After maintaining
this position for a minute, the red light broke up. No explosion occurred
in the conventional sense. The light merely broke up into a shower of particles.

Suddenly, in the place of the red light and the aspirin-shaped object,
another vehicle appeared. Wallace said it was a doméd disc, bright white
in color, with an intricately detailed surface much like the models used in
movies like “Star Wars™ and *“Close Encounters.” It had two appendages
on the lower flange of the disc which seemed to be the beginning of delta
wings but not quite. Shadows were cast on the surface of the disc by some
of the raised-relief detail. Wallace and the men with him walked around
the object and noticed an interesting effect. Their own shadows were cast
onto the object, probably by the bright “light-alls” in the field. Not only
did their shadows bend upwards at the head, but as they walked and then
stopped, the shadows would appear to advance one pace more and then
stop. Stunned and disbelieving of this effect, Wallace and the others walked
and stopped several times, each time noticing the effect repeat itself. Addition-
ally, the third time that they tried this, a light came over the head of a
shadow and moved from one head to another.

Wallace recalled turning to say a few words to one of the men. The
next thing he knew, he woke up in bed, fully dressed and muddy up to his
knees. Wallace asked one of his companions in the barracks what time he
had come in. He replied 4:00 A.M. At that point he did not remember what
had happened that night. As he went about his usual duties, Wallace began
to recall the events.

A phone call came later in the day. Wallace was summoned to his
commander’s office along with other security policemen who were at the
scene of the UFO activity. Civilians were in the office also, giving Wallace
the impression of being CIA personnel. The commander politely advised
the men not to talk about the night's events to anyone. They were brought
into another room where the civilians, much more stern and rude, reminded
the men of their duty and ordered them never to discuss the matter with
anyone. They were checked for radiation, debriefed for an hour, and made
to sign forms which re-emphasized the high security nature of what happened.
Wallace and others were put on a call-in schedule by which they would be
required to phone a certain number daily at 11:30 A.M. as a check on their
whereabouts and activities.

Wallace recalled being shown a film on UFOs in a room with other
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N Mmlme r_:on:-‘.RTsT r . . . TELEPHONE; (202) 225-3164
Congress of the United Stateg  oomeromen
House of Repregentatives : Crimonn, o 48242

TELEPHONE: (513) 684-2456

@Washington, D.EC. 20515
Octobexr 26, 1978

Mr, Fred litz

Legislative Counsel 1C 478, ,
Central Intelligence Agency ! OLC #718-3365

Washington, D.C. 20505

Dear Fred:

I have recently been contacted by one of my constituents,
regarding UFO materials held by the
CNCT 1) ce Agency. :

| |indicated to me that he has written to the
CIA before and not received a reply. I would appreciate receiving
a report on the nature of the information on UFO's held by the
CIA; your policy on the release of this information to private
citizens or groups of interested laymen; and the statutory basis
for this policy.

Thank you very much for your assistance.

Sincerely,

g

Bill Gradison
Representative in Congress
BG/ac -
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY s Toe

WASHINGTON, D, C. 20505

PUBLIC AFFAIRS
Phone: (703) 351-7676

15.March 1979

Mr. John Fielding
Praducer

ABKCO. Films, Inc.

1700 Broadway

New York, New York 10019

Dear Mr. Fie]ding:

‘Thank you for your Tetter of & March réquesting an Agency
spokesman on film to answer questions relating to the Agdency's
policy towards U.F.0.'s from 1952 to date.

There is no organized Agency effort to do research-in - ‘ -
connection with the UFQ phenomena, nor has there been an organized
effort to collect intelligence on UF0's since the 1950's. '

, Thank you again for writing. I'm sorry we could not be of
.more assistance.

Sincerely,

STAT

Charles E. Wilson
Chief .
Plans and Policy Branch

CEW/ks
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d 3 FILMS, INC. ' '

@ 1700 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10019

TELEPHONE (212) 3929-0300

March 5, 1979 ) } TELEX 12-7866 .

WRITER'S DIRECT DIAL NUMBER

212~-399-0308

Mr. Charles E. Wilson
Chief

Plans and Policy Branch
Central Intelligence Agency
Washington, D. C. 20505

Dear Mr, Wilson:
I am obliged to you for your letter of February 13, 1979
explaining the Agency's position with regard to its itwo
former employees.
Would you let me know whether the Agency is prepared to
make a spokesman available on film to answer questions

relating to the Agency's policy towards U.F.0.'s from
1952 up to date.

"Very truly yod}s,

na

ohn Fielding
Producer

JF:rg
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‘Thank you for your letter of 5 March réquesting an Agency
spokesman on film to answer questions relating to the Agency's
policy towards U.F.0.'s from 1952 to date.

There is no organized Agency effort to do research in -
connection with the UFO phenomena, nor has there been an organized
effort ta collect intelligence on UFQ's since the 1950's.

_ Thank you again for writing. I'm sorry we could not be of.
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Sincerely,
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Charles E. Wilson
Chief
Plans and Policy Branch
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Dear Mr, Wilson:

I am obliged to you for your letter of February 13, 1979
explaining the Agency's position with regard to its two
former employees.

Would you let me know whether the Agency is prepared to
make a spokesman available on film to answer questions

relating to the Agency's policy towards U.F.0.'s from
1952 up to date.
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ohn Fielding
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DISCLAIMER

This research report represents the views of the
author and does not necessarily reflect the official
opinion of the Air War College or the department of the Air
Force. In accordance with Air Force Regulation 110-8 it
is not copyrighted but is the property of the United States
Government. -

Loan copies of +this document may be obtained ~
through the interlibrary loan desk of Air University

Library, Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama 35112-5564

(telephone: [205] 293-7223 or AUTOVON 875-7223).
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AIR WAR COLLEGE RESEARCH REPORT ABSTRACT
TITLE: Psychic Warfare: Exploring The Mind Frontier
AUTHOR: Dolan M. McKelvy, Lieutenant Colonel, USAF
Man’s greatest potential remains a prisoner of man.
Vast wuntapped mental capabilities create an entirely new
battlefield dimension which, if ignored, pose a threat to

self and country more serious than nuclear weapons. Thi§F

threat starts from within. Our fears and cynical attitudes

towards psychic capabilities make us nur own worst enemies.
The Soviets, on the other hand, take psychic research very
seriously at all levels, particularly for its military
application. ' Exploring the mind frontier is essentlial and
the key to successful exploration is a greater psychic
awvareness. The mind is rich in unfathomed resources ripe
for exploration, a limitless source of treasures for
advancing all mankind, and a serious threat to those who
ignore its potential. We must overcome our psychic
inhibitions, stop denying the existence of paranormal
events, and start trying instead to understand the nature
of these phenomena. We must shed the super secret cloaks
and educate our leaders at all levels on the real psi
military potentials and threats so we can adequately focus
and prioritize national resources. Only thru greater
openness and awareness +to the truth can we adequately

prepare.
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PSYCHIC WARFARE: EXPLORING THE MIND FRONTIER

Man’s greatest potential remains a prisoner of man.
Only a fraction of the human mind 1is currently used.
Limitless mental capabilities are just waiting to be
accepted, developed and understood. With this tremendous
power comes an entirely new battlefield dimension which, if

ignored, poses a threat to self and country more serious
than nuclear weapons. This tremendous threat starts from.

within. Our fears and cynical attitudes towards psychic.
capabilities make us our own worst enemies. Coordinated
military exploration of the mind frontier is essential.
And key to successful exploration is a greater awareness of
psychic phenomena. To support this thesis I will examine
some of the mind’s great treasures, discuss their potential
use and feasibility as instruments of power, highlight
major self-imposed obstacles to developing extended mental

capabilities, and recommend future actions.

INTRODUCT ION

In December 1980 Lieutenant Colonel John B. Alexander,

US Army, authored an article in Military Review entitled

“The New Mental Battlefield: Beam Me Up, Spock.” In this
article he challenged the imagination of his readers when
he stated, "To be more specific, there are weapons systems
that operate on +the power of the mind and whose lethal
capacity has already been demonstrated” (3:47). He
discussed psychotronic weaponry and provided eye-opening,

unclassified information on both Soviet and American

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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research into parapsychological phenomena. He concluded:

The impact that psychotronic weaponry and
.other paranormal applications will have in +the
future is difficult to determine at this
time...whoever makes the first major breakthrough
in +this field will have a quantum lead over his
opponent, an advantage similar to sole possession
of nuclear weapons...The intent here 1is to
emphasize the need for more coordinated research
in the realm of the paranormal. Additionally,
there 1is a need to provide leaders at all levels
with a basic understanding of weapons systens
they may encounter in +the not too distant -
future (3:52).

A response came almost immediately. In Januvary 1881,
columnist Jack Anderson of The Washington Post was guick to
demonstrate American skepticism of psychic research in an

article entitled “Pentagon Invades Buck Rogers”™ Turf."”

Anderson’s one-sided desrogatory prose was filled with terns

like "futuristic fantasies,” ‘“hogwash"” and “voodoo
warfare"” (4:D16). A month later Anderson was back
reinforcing psychic skepticism. This time he began, “The
brass hats are, indeed, dabbling in the dark arts."” Other
carefully chosen phrases included "evil eye,"” “conic-
strip,” "Ouija board warriors” and "voodoo warriors
arsenal”(é:DClli. Within weeks he returned to the subject

by referring to "wacky projects" of the CIA, or studies
“"like a Haitian witch doctor might try"” (6:B13).
Maclean’s magazine reported in 1981 +that President

Reagan and Defense Secretary Weinberger had to decide:

Whether - to continue funding the top-secret
project which, according to Jack Anderson of The

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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Washington Post, is currently allotted $6 million
annually (30:38).

Between 1981 and 1984 numerous articles appeared

periodicals revealing an astonishing amount of research

in

in

the psychic field and reflecting great skepticism amongst

the scientific community. In January 1984, columnist

George Hebert wrote an article entitled . . . but a peek

at ESP is justified"” in a Norfelk, Virginia, newspaper.

focused attention on U.S. Defense Department denials that

the government was supporting psychic research.

He

He - -

suggested and hoped +the denials were based on security

concerns. Even as a skeptic he noted:

If, on the other hand, the denial reflects a
true military disinterest in the psychic
possibilities--our own and the Soviet Union’'s--
that would be resason for worry (25:A8).

An NBC Nightline program in February 1984 discussed the
possibility of "mind wars." Researchers, scientists and
government consultants were interviewed. Especially

noteworthy was +the general skepticism of government

advisors conmpared with the positive convictions of
researchers.

And most recently, in the 11 May, 1987 issue of
Newsweelk, Senate Foreign Relations Committee chairman

Claiborne Pell invited psychic Uri Geller for a reception

and dinner in Geneva during Soviet arms negotiations.
had previously arranged for Geller to give & briefing

Capital Hill--in a special bugproof room. Most of

He
on

the

spectators were Hill and Pentagon aides. . House Foreign

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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Affairs Committee chairman Dante Fascell came awvay
impressed (22:5).

Was Lt. Col. Alexander’ s message taken seriously? Is
the Defense Department conducting more coordinated
parapsychology research? Do leaders at all levels have a
basic understanding of these psychic weapons systems we may
soon encounter? What is the potential +threat +to the

electronic components which form the basic foundation of

[

all our sophisticated weapons systems? In light of future

Defense Department funding limitations, does parapsychology
{the mind frontier) really offer a new battlefield
dimension which warrants continued military exploration?
This paper attempts to answer these questions by providing
an unclassified status update on LT. CQOL. Alexander’s 1980
concerns. It is not a research report to identify
everything the government is doing. By researching events
and literature in the 1980s, particularly those involving
military personnel and government programs, this paper
shows that too much is happening in the parapsychology
field to ignore, and too little information is disseminated

to know how to treat it properly.

DEFINING PARAPSYCHOLOGY

Paranormal phenomena are observable facts or events
which are not scientifically explainable at +this time.
Psychic research includes such phenomena as telepathy
(mind-to-mind communication), precognition (knowledge of
future events), dowsing (clairvoyant ability to find water,

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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minerals, and so on, by means beyond known sensory or
‘perceptual faculties), remote viewing or out-~of-body
experiences (seeing locations, objects or events shielded
from ordinary perception in a spatial location separate
from one’s physical body) and psychokinesis (movement of
matter by mental means without using any known physical
force). These types of psychic functioning are also
referred to as psi, which is frequently preferred bz;
researchers to dispel the misconception +that these
caﬁabilities are outside the realm of normal hum;n
experience. Researchers contend psychic functioning
"occurs naturally in +the everyday experiences of many
people” (41: 11). Psi is further subdivided into two
categories. The term extrasensory perception (ESP) refers
to telepathy, dowsing, Dprecognition and remote viewing,
while the term PK refers +to psychokinesis (33:27).
Psychotronics is the term used to describe “the
amplification of psychic energies by electronic
devices" (33:125).

The first recorded experiment of psi involved a
militar¥ intelligence application of remote-viewing. Back
in 550 B.C. King Croesus of Lydia felt threatened by the
increasing power of the Persians. He needed to know what
they were planning. Historians give us a detailed account
of just what happened. Croesus sought an oracle who could

4

somehow perceive his enemies plans; an oracle with proven -

psychic abilities. So he devised a simple test. He oy

dispatched messengers throughout the ancient world to visit

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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different oracles and ask for a written description of
Croesus” activities at a specified time and day. The
oracle at Delphi responded:
I can count the sands, and I can measure the

ocean; I have ears for the zilent, and know what

the dumb man nameth; Lo! On my sense +there

striketh +the smell of a shell-covered +tortoise,

Boiling now on a fire, with the flesh of a lamb,

in a caldron-- Brass is the vessel below, and =

brass is the cover above it (41:12).

Only the Delphi oracle provided the correct response%”
for on the specified day, Croesus did something he thought - e

most impossible for anyone to conceive of his

doing...He +took a tortoise and a lamb, and

cutting them in pieces with his own hands, boiled

them both together in a brazen caldron, covered

over with a 1lid that was also brass (41:12).

Croesus” 550 B.C. experiment convinced him remote-
viewing worked (for the Delphi oracle), and provided him a
significant intelligence force multiplier against his

Persian enemies. How far have we advanced since then?

DISCOVERING THE MINDS GREAT TREASURES

In over 2500 years since Croesus’ first psi experiment,
it is amazing that people still know so little about this
subject. Paranormal experiences occur daily throughout the
world: they are nothing new, nor are they limited +to
particular types of individuals. Our mind contains
boundless capabilities just waiting to be recognized, used
and understood. We all accept and share at 1least some
common understanding of this vast mental potential. We -

have all heard statements such as “"Think positive."”

Sayings such as this are based on our acceptance of the

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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notion that our mental attitude can directly affect the
outcome of events. Opinions wvary, however, on just how
great an impact mental attitude can have and wunder what
circumstances 1t can have such an impact. When we look
around us, we can all recall personal experiences or those
of others who have experienced some type of paranormal

event. These events demonstrate the reality of the untapped

potential of +the human mind. “The truth is that most”

people are interested in psychic experiences because théy ™

are having_them“(41:156).

Have you ever heard about dowsing to find water? An
old dowser used a tree branch to help some friends
determine where to drill for water on their mountain
property. Contrary to geologists recommendations, he not
only picked +the right spot but accurately predicted how
deep the drillers would have to drill and how many gallons
of water per minute the well would provide. Are you
skeptical? According to & June 1983 Congressional Research
Service Report,

The Soviets claim that scientific studies of
dowWsing have yielded significant results.
Accordingly, dowsing is taught to professional
mineralogists and geologists at Tomsk
Polytechnical Institute (17:CRS-14).

The report goes on to say, "Dowsing or divining for
water, oil, and other minerals is an established practice
in this country and abroad, particularly in +the GSoviet
Union" (17: CRS-24).

And what about the "healing" stories? Researchers and

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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ordinary people around the world are witnessing and
experiencing faith healings, psychic surgery, and miracles.

0f course there are frauds, but at the same time countless

numbers of people have been helped. Practitioners of

holistic medicine and other health care specialists are
exploring and using many of these dormant mental
capabilities. The mind frontier is rich with resources

beyond our imaginations. Many adventurous and courageous
people have already penetrated portions of this region and
are ' using their newly developed talents; a scientific

understanding of how these gifts work continues to elude
us. Soviet researchers and a few Western researchers think
innate signals are transmitted via some type of radio wave,

perhaps extremsly low frequencies (41:33).

U.S. physicist Russell Targ invented the ultra-high-
power carbon dioxide laser and is a specialist in microwave
and plasma research. He also conducted psychic research at
the Stanford Research Institute (SRI) for years and is
known as one of the prominent experts of psychic research.
He thinks

Thq reasons more people have not actively

explored their psychic capabilities are clear.

- Everywhere we look, we find images of psychic
functioning +that are confusing, intimidating,
misleading, and terrifying...Meanwhile, critics
of psi, who often know next to nothing about psi
research, condemn +the scientific work in +this
field out of fear of its philosophical
implications (41:119).

To date, paranormal events are unexplainable in man’s ’tw'

view of nature. Much controversy exists as organized

ience and Western society quickly try to explain away
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very real paranormal events. The scientific community
needs proof based on logiecal, analytiéal and quantitative
analysis. Such scientific approaches to psychic research
always leave room for skeptics to question the validity of
conclusions. Yet, as someone once succinctly noted, "Just
because it can’t be proven doesn’t mean it isn’t so."”
Croesus was convinced! He didn’'t let lack of understanding
prevent him from taking advantage of the capability. =
This highly skeptical Western attitude has greatly -~
affected research efforts. Western researchers credibility
is jeopardized because of the spiritual undertones
associated with psychics. Jack Anderson’s 1881 columns on
"voodoo warfare" clearly demonstrated a cynical attitude
by labeling such research as crazy. But in response to his
columns, letters poured in from the general populace
supporting +the research (33:xix). Through greater public
awareness, by 1984 even Jack Anderson was changing his
tune.
But there are legitimate laboratory projects that
may eventually unlock the mysteries of the human
mind. One of the most promising is the +testing
of “remote viewing"--the claimed ability of some
psychics +to describe scenes thousands of miles
away (7:B14).

Much of +the skepticism and cynicism is generated from
within the scientific community itself. In Ronald McRae’s
1884 book, Mind W , the author describes several examples
of the scientific communities inability to deal with the

unknown--and how in our society
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The prevailing concept defines what research is

acceptable and what isn’t, which lahoratories

will enjoy the patronage of the pope in Galileo’s

time or the government today, who is published

and who isn’t. Parapsychology, for the most

part, is an “isn t”...Publication of

parapsychology papers in the major scientific

journals is rare (33:21).

Of course not all scientists are skeptics constrained
by “prevailing concepts”. Captain Edgar D. Mitchell, an
astronaut on the Apollo 14 space flight to the moon, holds
a Doctor of Seience Degree in Aeronautics/Astronautics frofn”
the Massachusetts Institute.of Technology. He conducted -
ESP +tests on that space mission in February 1871. In the
early 1980s, during an interview with Martin Ebon, author
of Psychic Warfare: Threat or Illusion?, Captain Mitchell
commented:

During +the intervening years, my work, as

well as the work of parapsychology in general,

has convinced me that the human organism 1is

capable of all of +the events we study in

parapsychology. . .[I havel] established this to

mny own satisfaction~--if not fully to the

satisfaction of all skeptics (18:166).

Within +the exploding technological revolution "The
eminent computer scientist A. M. Turing considers the
gquestion that the only discernible difference hetween a
human being and a computer may be that the latter cannot
experience psi”(41:261). Similarly, pioneer computer
researcher Dr. Jacques Vallee stated:

My contention is that machines will be able
to “think" by any human standard +that can be

precisely defined. But as the machines get
“smarter"” by these rational standards, it is the
definition of humanness that will change... I

think we will discover, Dbeyond +these rational

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001 420001-3
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standards, that +the human race has many other
psychic talents we had previously been afraid +to
recognize, +talents which constitute our +truly
genuine existence as humans. They are the only
part of us worth talking about (41:261).

Dr. Robert Davies is medical director of Fair 0Oaks

Hospital in Summit,:- New Jersey, where he has studied
neurologic and psychiatric illness for many vears. In
1986, when discussing ESP he said, "Too many things like

this happen for it to be Just coincidence...Theg_
commonalities that appear in many of these reports suggest
that there may be some common physical basis” (36:88). This
commonn physical Dbasis is what researchers are trying to
determine. But to develop a scientific explanation of
these events may require new principles in physics.

Skeptics and cyniecs will always be present. some
skepticism is crucial to the scientific study of
parapsychology. Skeptics are valuable when they recognize
the reality of psychic phenomena, help exposé con-artists,
and provide objective criticism +to help us better
understand paranormal events, Cynics, on the other hand
are biased and close-minded, +trying to make nature change
itself ,[to conform to their concept of +the universe. In
spite of personal skepticism, McRae points out "“the '‘opinions
of the many eminent scientists in both nations who Dbelieve
parapsychology research may lead +to fundamental new
discoveries cannot be ignored” (33:68). The other nation he

is referring to is the Soviet Union.

SOVIET THREAT
Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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With these tremendous expanded mental capabilities
comes an equally awesome thregt’ﬁo both self and country,
one which stretches the imagination far beyond its normal
boundaries. Martin Ebon cites a U.S. Defense Intelligence
Agency report entitled "Controlled (Offensive Behavior--
USSR" which was declassified eight years ahead of schedule.
The report states:

Bm e

The Soviet Union is well aware of the
benefits and applications of parapsychology
research. .. Many scientists, U.S. and Soviet, feel
that parapsychology can be harnessed to create
conditions where one can alter or manipulate the
minds of others. The major impetus behind +the
Soviet drive to harness the possible capabilities
of telepathic communication, telekinetics and
bionics are [sic] said to come from the Soviet
military and the KGB (18:12).

Ebon uses extensive research to provide an in-depth
account of parapsychology research in both the Soviet Union
and the United States. In noting the dramatic increase in
KGB security and control of Soviet parapsychology research,
he concludes that "psychic warfare is something to
fear” (18:219).

After returning from a visit to the Soviet Union as a
guest of +the U.S.S5.R. Academy of Sciences in Septemﬁér
1983, Russell Targ wrote, "Many Soviet laboratories appear
to be conducting experiments in which their main goal is
the modification of the behavior and feelings of remote
humans and animals by psychic means"” (24:78). In
summarizing his travels from Moscow to Leningrad to Yerevan

and his discussions with Soviet researchers, he notes,

They universally expressed the feeling that
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psi’s importance Lies'in.tﬁé development of human

potential, not in. its possible military or

intelligence applications. But everyone we

talked with also made some oblidue reference to

what we were not being shown (24:78)(41:89).

In 1978 Henry Gris and William Dick, in The New Soviet
Psyechic Discoveries, prov1ded a wealth of f1r t-hand data

on Soviet breakthroughs in parapsychology and related

fields. From this information they presented an eye-

opening, inescapable conclusion that the Kremlin was ready,

to adopt psychic knowledge for military use. They alﬁgﬂ

reported on tests conducted by the CIA in 1973 involving
two noted U.S. psychies.

In controlled tests, +the psychics projected

their minds over long distances, apparently
accurately describing supersecret military
installations and even the contents of
confidential files in these bases. During one

experiment Price described in minute detail a

Soviet installation hidden in the Ural Mountains.

CIA agents in Russia confirmed his description.

The two psychics "spied” on China and once again,

“ground truth” agents--CIA contacts in the

People’s Republic--were able to confirm their

accuracy (23:282).

Retired Army Lt. Col. Thomas E. Bearden has a Master
of Science Degree in Nuclear Engineering with over 29 years
experience in alr defense systems, tactics, and operations,
technical military intelligence, nuclear weapons
employment, antiradiation missile countermeasures, tube
artillery and air defense missile systems. He also
directed the production of U.S. Army technical intelligence
on Soviet surface-to-air missile systems. In his 1980

book, Excalibur Briefing, he describes psychotronic weapons
in detail, along with a mindboggling hypothesis. He
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believes "that by psychotronics, the minds of all men. can.

be

linked into a great supermind having absolute

psychokinetic mastery ‘over time and space”(10:5).

The

basis for his sense of urgency lies in a nonconventional
interpretation of two important statements. Like Gris and
Dick, he points to a statement made by Soviet Premier
Leonid Brezhnev on 13 June 1973.

He [Brezhnev] urged the United States to
agree to a ban on research and development of new
kinds of weapons "more terrifying” than existing
nuclear weapons. The reason and conscience of
humanity dictate +the necessity of erecting an
insurmountable barrier to the development of such
weapons (23:289).

Bearden also cites a comment made in the mid 1870s

L X 4

by

former Air Force Chief of Intelligence Major General George

J. Ke

psychotronic or paraphysical in nature.

book

deadl

egan:

The Soviets are working on dramatically
exotic new weapons, twenty years ahead of
anything ever conceived in the U.S.-~-so awesone
as to lead the Soviets to believe that in the
coming decade they would be capable of total
neutralization of our ballistic and submarine
missiles (13:24).

Bearden feels these terrifying weapons

are

In 1986 he wrote a

en:oitled FER-DE-LANCE: A Briefing On Soviet Scalar
Electromagnetic Weapons. He named +the book after

the

y South American pit viper snake which unexpectedly

strikes its prey with great agility and lethal effects.

this

In

book he indites the orthodox Western scientific

community for its bureaucratic smugness and arrogance.

compa

res the current Soviet secret development

psychotronic weapons with U.S. secret development of

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00783R001001420001-3
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atomic bomb.

We thave assumed +that it certainly could
never happen to us, and that the "secret weapon"
scenario will never be repeated. On the
contrary, it has happened again, someone else has
done it, and it has happened to us. (8:7).

The equivalent of about seven Manhattan
projects has been poured into FER-DE-LANCE by the
Soviets and the program has been successful
almost beyond imagination. The eery weapons are
now developed, deployed, and tested. The ambush
has heen completed; FER-DE-LANCE is coiled and
ready to strike (9:1).

Bearden’s book provides a detailed theory with =

L g

supporting evidence which he and others who share his
convictions have been compiling for years. He has ventured
beyond the "prevailing concepts” of our scientific

community +to find answers to real paranormal events which

have been occurring around +the globe. His evidence

specifies dates, times, and places where these weapons have

been tested and how they were detected. His theory

of

scalar electromagnetic waves (electrogravitation) and Jules

Verne-type weapons 1is overwhelming, as well as the

ramifications. He notes that, "“the results of psychotronic

research extend into avery field of military

application” (10:221).

Almost every weapon system we presently have
-—- or are developing -- is totally vulnerable to
scalar EM weaponry . This includes personnel,
electronics (including fuzing and warhead),
explosives, propellants, fuels, cordnance, ships,
submarines, torpedoes, aircraft; helicopters,
missiles, drones, rockets, tanks, armored
vehicles, weapons carriers, self-propelled and
towed artillery, communications, satellites,
radars, command and control, directed energy
weapon systems, surveillance and sensor systems,
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warheads, etc."(9:84).

Whether the Soviets have developed all of these

weapons 1is not +the crucial point. What 1is apparent,
however, is the tremendous potential threat of
psychotronics as an instrument of power. The c¢crucial

point, therefore, 1is that the Soviets apparently are
aggressively pursuing research to control this instrument.

In 1977 Boviet parapsychology research ——
finally became an issue the Carter administration
could not ignore, no matter how skeptical some
officials remained. On June 11, the KGB arrested
Los Angeles Times reporter Robert €. Toth in
Moscow and charged him with obtaining a "secret"
state document, which revealed the existence of
ongoing research in parapsychology at several
laboratories in the Soviet Union...[Soviets]
admitted for +the first time ocurrent official
Soviet interest in the military potential of
parapsychology (33:74-75).

This incident focused presidential attention on a

science which some of his advisers claimed did not even

exist.
Carter ordered a new definitive
intelligence estimate of Soviet psychic research
and its military potential, using all the

intelligence resources available to the CIA, +the

first such report ever done at the pinnacle of

the U.S. national security establishment (33:786).

The report was completed in 1978 but only partially
released under +the Freedom of Information Act in 1980.
Rather ambiguously, +they “"found no evidence of a massive
Soviet “psycho-warfare’...Nor did the CIA dismiss entirely
the most apocalyptic allegations of secret Soviet psi

research. .. the evidence is fragmentary and contradictory at

best"” (33:78).
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A June 1983 Congressioral Research Service report to
Congress says,
It is also speculated +that the Soviet

Government is firmly committed to the funding of

psi research and that much of +this funding,

variously speculated to amount +to tens of

millions of dollars, is directed toward military
research (17:CRS-14).

What makes the Soviet research effort such a threat is
the United States’  apparent lack of interest. The same
report +to Congress also mentions that "total funding fo;’
psi research in the United States probably does not greatly =
exceed $500,000 per annum, and most funding originates from
private sources and foundations" (17:CRS-13). Attempts to

identify more recent and accurate funding levels have been

to no avail.

U.5. RESEARCH

Any lack of interest in psychic resecarch in the United
States 1is an outgrowth of personal fears, sensationalism,
and restrictive scientific mind-sets. We are our own worst
enemies. Through cynicism, biased criticism, and ridicule
the scientific community and society as a whole have
suppressed exploration - of +the mind frontier. Greater
psychic awareness is +the key to opening our minds and
discovering the hidden treasures.

Dr. Roger A. Beaumont, professor of history at Texas
A&M University, has published more than 40 articles and
three books on military history and strategic studies. In
a 1982 article in Signal magazine he points out:

In the West, psychic research has long been
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tainted by . sensationalism and some

charlatanism....The dramatic and the absurd

overtones of the popular culture aspect of ESP

has [sic] led even the more conservative elements

of the popular press +to treat ESP as a

novelty....Major centers of ESP research in the

West, at Utrecht, London and Duke University,

have come under suspicion from many scientists.

As a result, researchers...have labored to prove

an effect which the Soviets accept and attempt to

explain--and control (12:40).

Dr. Beaumont’ s comments are certainly proven true when
one considers the continued skepticism of +the scientifig.
community in view of the extraordinary potential Soviet _
threat. According to Russell Targ, one of the reasons
psi research has suffered is that critics suggest any
acceptance of scientific data in the field of psychic
research would be inherently irrational (24:77). A survey
of America’s elite scientists, which elicited 353 responses
from 497 council members and committee members of +the
American Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS),
was published in June 1982. The study states:

Although recent studies hint that belief in

ESP may be increasing among the general

population and among the scientific community,

the elite scientific group polled by this study

demonstrated the highest level of skepticism of

any major group surveyed within the last twenty

years (32:127).

Also mentioned in this report was a movement started
in 1979 +that sought to disaffiliate the Parapsychology
Association from the AAAS. It is interesting to note that
"among this elite group, believers in ESP tend to cite
personal experience as grounds for their belief. Skeptics
tend +to cite a pzigni reasons as grounds for disbelief"

(32: 128). The “prevailing concep and negative peer
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pressure within the scientific community is best shown by
the 1984 award of a $750,000 endowment for parapsychology
research to the University of Edinburgh in Scotland.
Leading British wuniversities, including Oxford and
Cambridge, "decided not to apply for the endowment,
primarily on the grounds that it would throw doubt on the
credibility of other research programs” (16: 1274).
Obviously +this 1is an example of the “suspicion” DJT
Beaumont was talking about; it is an indication that majBr"
self-imposed obstacles continue to impede psychic research.

The first great battle of any "mind race” must be
fought within ourselves. If each of us becomes more aware
and open-minded to the reality of paranormal phenomena, we
can learn to use these treasures rather than fear them.
This greater psychic awareness has perhaps already begun.
A survey by the president of the American Society for
Social Psychiatry revealed in 1981 that 58 percent of
medical faculties polled. felt +that "understanding of
psychic phenomena is important to future graduates of
psychiatry programs”, and that the American public accept
the re;lity of psychic phenomena with 51 percent believing
in ESP and 37 percent believing in precognition. The June
1883 Congressional Research Service report says,

All polls of both the public and the
scientific community in recent years have yielded
evidence of a generally positive attitude toward
the existence and relevance of psi phenomena as a
class and research into them. The general public

accepts +the concept of psi, often based on
personal experience (17:CR
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But given such great controvégsy within the scientific

community, what should be the military attitude, what are

the potential military uses, and how feasible are t
Thirteen of the fourteen best~-known parapsycho
laboratories in the United BStates responded to
gquestionnaire in 1879 giving us part of the answer.

Four considered "ESPicnage” possible, five
likely, and the remaining four certain. Similar
proportions of the researchers believed psychic
powers might be used to physically harm, sicken,
or Lkill individuals, or to interfere with the
operation of physical equipment such as computers
(33:53).

Ronald McRae, an investigative reporter for

Anderson, spent over a year sifting through a sea

hey?
logy

a

Jack
of

conjectures, rumors, and confusion", studying conflicting

reports, competing interests groups and conjectures

of

psychic researchers to compile the most accurate record of

facts he could find. His 1984 book, Mind Wars: The

True

Psvchic Weapons, provides startling insights into numerous

government projects involving psychic functioning. So

much

so -that professor Marcello Truzzi, Director of the Center

for Sciéhtific Anomalies Research in Ann Arbor, Michigan,

said,

He has given us enough pieces of the puzzle
so that we can now at least see some of the areas
£illed in enough to make a preliminary assessment
and recognize +that government psi efforts have
been grossly publicly underestimated (33:xii).

Similarly, Russell Targ and Keith Harary authored a

1985 National Bestseller entitled Mind Race, where

they
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discuss the unclassified portions of over ten years of
government sponsored psi research at Stanford Research
Institute. They note,

In laboratories across this country, and in

many other nations as well, forty-six
experimental series have investigated remote
viewing. Twenty-three of these investigations

have reported successful results and produced
statistically significant data, where three would
be expected (41:5).

Psi research is definitely alive in the United States.

and Internationally. In 1983 +the Fifth International

Conference on Psychotrénic Research was held in Bratislava,
Czechoslovakia. The founder and president of the 15 yesar
old International Association for Psychotronic Research
(IAPR) was Dr. Zdenek Rejdak, from Czechoslovakia. Russell
Targ points out that several speakers at this conference
expressed "a clear desire for openness and cooperation--
rather +than for developing military uses of psi“(41:88).
Targ agrees. But 1 contend that government and the

military have a responsibility to determine what kinds of

military uses/threats might exists.

POTENTIAL MILITARY USES

-

It should not be hard for anyone to envision potential
military wuses of the powerful psi capabilities discussed
thus far. Telepathy, precognition, dowsing, remote viewing
and psychokinesis offer an endless list of possibilities.
In 1884 Charles Honarton, Director of the Psychophysical

Research Laboratories in Princeton, said, “There is

tential £ 1lit d oth
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reached the application stage" (38:38). Let’s look at some
specific military uses before addressing the implementation

issue.

INTELLIGENCE

Just like Croesus in 550 B.C., remote viewing and
precognition can break through barriers of time and space
to perhaps eliminate the word ‘“secrecy"” from OUY o~
vocabulary. In 1976 CIA director George Bush s
enthusiastically gave retired astronaut Edgar Mitchell
"permission to organize high-level seminars at the CIA +to
discuss possible intelligence applications of
parapsychology” (33:103). Although interest waned in 1977
when Admiral Stansfield Turner replaced Push, it shows
there are others who see definite psi applications for the
intelligence community.

As mentioned earlier, <four of the best-known U.S.
parapsychology laboratories are certain that psi can be
used for espionage. Those four labs must of known about
Project Scanate! In a previous section of this paper I
guoted ,Henry Gris and William Dick’s 1978 book where two
U.S. psychics described supersecret military installations
and even the contents of confidential files at the
installation. Ronald McRae’s 1984 book gives more details
on this actual test:

Psychics versus the CIA, extrasensory
perception against the most sophisticated codes -

known to the U.S8. National Security Agency,
remote viewing against satellite photography and

t U.sS. t behind th i 3 vy
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whole of the U.S. national security apparatus
cooperating to make cheating impossible. The
- test was dubbed "Project Scanate“--an impossible
test with impossible results...Puthoff, Targ, and
the psychics won" (33:92).

The following example demonstrates some results.

On impulse, Puthoff gave Price the
coordinates for the latest series of +targets
selected by the CIA, including an area in
Virginia approximately 135 miles southwest of
Washington, D.C. Three days later, he got
Price’s five-page written response in the mail,

"beginning with a description of the area from an e
altitude of 1,500 feet and ending with a tour
through building interiors. The tour was B
complete with descriptions of equipment, names

from desks, and--just to show he was serious--a

list of a dozen labelings on file folders locked

in a file cabinet."...Three weeks later, the CIA

informed him [Puthoff] that Price was right.
Exactly right (33:100).

The other psychic, Swann, although sometimes ambiguous

or off the mark, also was remarkable when he described
A previously unknown Soviet installation,
sketching buildings and rail lines, and noting an

"unusually high proportion of women" among the

personnel. A U.8. spy satellite verified Swann’s

report three months later (33:101).

Another example inveolved Navy Captain Joseph L. Dick,
the leader of +the Defense Intelligence Agency office
responsible for gathering evidence on potentially live
MIA’s. He used psychics and said, "Some of their leads have
checked out...They've been able +to visualize aircraft
crashes, and we "ve found +the wreckage where they
indicated” (33:18).

Remote viewing is obviously a capability well suited

to the intelligence business, and unobstructed by distance

limitations.
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Jupiter had faint ridgs 1like +those of its

neighbor Saturn. Astronomers scoffed at +this

claim; Carl Sagan called it “ridiculous.” Nine

vears later, Voyager 1 sent back pictures of the

Jovian rings (33:29).

In addition to remote viewing, map dowsing could be
used to pinpoint the locations of soviet submarines or find

underground +tunnels in +the Korean demilitarized zone.

PERSONNEL

Before discussing potential personnel applications of-
psi let me remind you that at least four of the U.5. best-
known parapsychology research laboratories are certain
"psychic powers might be used to physically harm, sicken,
or kill individvals.” Their confidence is probably based
on experiments 1like +that done in 1875 at San Francisco
medical research institute with psychic healer Dean HKraft.

He was to try, psychically, +to lower the

blood pressure and heart rate of a laboratory rat

in a Plexiglas cage...The observers, however, had

an opportunity to watch for twenty minutes, and

record the steady decrease of the rat’s heart

rate, all the way to zero (41:81).

He mentally killed the rat without any contact.

Similarly, Nina Kulagina of the Soviet Union is known
for her,psychokinetic abilities. After Jjust 40 seconds of
focusing her mental influences she

was able to completely stop an isolated frog

heart from a distance of about a meter and a

half..."When we [Soviet Professor Gennady

Sergeyev] examined it, we found that it was torn

apart, as if bombarded by lightning balls of

microscopic size. The energy flow can reach _

incredible intensity!" (41:289). o

From these examples we see the lethality of this type

of psi. Soviet interest in these capabilities is nothing
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new. Targ notes "Experiments that feature induced pain or
behavioral manipulation at a distance have beén the
distinguishing characteristics of almost all official
Soviet psi research since the early 1920s"(41:77). From the
mid-sixties until the mid-seventies +the KGB beamed
mysterious microwave radiation at the U.S. embassy in
Moscow. This bombardment did not exceed U.S. health
standards but did exceed much more rigid Soviet standardsfﬂ
Why are Soviet standards more rigid than ours, and why were
they putting U.S. embaésy personnel at greater risk +than

.

they would allow théif 6wn personnel-—for no apparent
reason? (33:72) |

From a more positive view, psi could be used to
monitor and even restore health from great distances. A
doctor could diagnose and treat many patients via remote
control. Or Dbetter yet; experiments in biofeedback have
shown that our minds have the ability to control much of
our own physiology. When discussing the interaction of
mind and matter, Alexander said, "The functions of the
autonomic nervous system, previously thought to operate
independ;ntly of the conscious mind, can be controlled.”
With +training, we can develop this ability to control
stress, fear and even bleeding (3:50).

Another potential area for psi wuse 1is personnel

training. In 1982 at Fort Hood, Texas, the Army tested a _

<N

program where soldiers practiced visualizing their combat -

tasks +to improve their human performance. An expanded

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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contract .Was then initiated to train Green Berets
meditation skills so they could adapt to long hours behind
enemy lines (20:868).

What about executive decision making apd stress
management? In todays analytical and statistical world we
tend to underdevelop our "gut instincts”. But good leaders
and visionaries recognize the value of a highly sensitized

intuition. Albert Einstein said the really valuable factor.

attributing to his theory of relativity was intuition_

(41:181). Targ says through psi "you can learn to evaluate

the reliability of your intuitive impressions" (41:182).

COMMUNICATIONS

Just think of the possibilities telepathy provides in
the area of communications. Direct mind-to-mind link ups
could eliminate security problems and provide direct
access anywhere--without equipment dependencies.

Soviet researcher, Paul Naumov, described an
experiment where a mother rabbit was placed in a laboratory
with electrodes implanted in her brain to monitor activity.
Her baby rabbits were taken aboard a submarine which then
submergéd deep in the ocean. At synchronized times the
baby rabbits were killed and at each precise moment the
mother rabbit’s brain reacted (33:33). This innate form of
communication. which traversed great distance and ocean
depths may be the source of mény “natural instincts”. When
asked in an interview about the limits to man’s extended

mental awareness, Targ responded:
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One of +the conclusions of our decade of
research at SRI is that we found no Dbounds for
psychic functioning. As physicists, we always
try and look for the limits of phenomena, but
what we found is that electro-magnetic shielding
does not interfere with psychic functioning. We
even went to the extent of having remote viewing
experiments conducted with the viewer submerged
in a submarine under 500 feet of sea-water. That
greatly alters even the lowest frequency of
electro-magnetic waves. But we found the viewers
perfectly able +to do remote viewing from the
submarine, just as they had done on dry land. We
also found +that +they were to look across

distances up to thousands of miles. So from our .
experiments we found that neither distance nor
electro-magnetic shielding interfered with

psychic functioning (39:86).

Bearden goes even further. He postulates that through
the use of psychotronic electromagnetic scalar weapons
all forms of electronic communications are vulnerable. He
supports an emerging thegry of local general relativity
(LGR), which does not assume that local spacetime is always
flat, but rather allows the individual conservation laws to
be wviolated 1locally. “"The major implication of this
startling new engineering physics is that one can engineex
physical realityv itself...communication faster than light

speed is possible” (9:10).

ELECTRONIC EQUIPMENT

Many researchers are concentrating on tests of low-
energy psychokinesis, called micro-PK. "Typically, +the
psychic subject tries to influence a simple mechanical or
electrical system, such as a sensitive thermometer or
computer microchip, which can be affected by a very 1low
level of energy."” Robert Jahn, Dean of the School of

d A ed S t P t U ty,
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says such tests have shown consistently positivg'-results
(33:54). If a microchip and other electronic equiﬁment can
be mentally manipulated, +the new high-tech information
revolution has just been handed a deadly setback.
Financial institutions, businesses, governments, and those
dependent on computers are suddenly very vulnerable. This
apparent capability has created a paranoia amongst

talented psychics in the parapsychology field--perhaps withp

some justification. "Researcher Jeffrey Mishlove believes

that anyone with +the ability to jam computers “would
probably have to be destroyed " (33:55).

How big of a step is it from being able to mentally
stop an elevator at will, +to manipulating the computer or

electronics of a weapon system?

WEAPONS

Through psychotronics Bearden says “almost every
weapon system we presently have -- or are developing -- is
vulnerable to scalar EM weaponry."” Once again we see
existing weapons and technology possibly falling prey to a
new wgapons generation, called psychotronics. He
developed this weapons list in 1880.

The following 1list enumerates all the
probable Soviet psychotronic weapons that I am
aware of: (1) Electromagnetic Field Canceler; (2)
Electron Current Canceler; (3) Death Radiator
(De-inceptor); (4) Free Energy Generator; (5)
Psychotronic Bomb; (6) Brain 1link; (7) Brain

Probe; (8) Disease Radiator Ray; (9) Emotion
Radiator Ray; (10) Antisubmarine Systens; (11)

Teleporters (Prototype); (12) Force Generators;
(13) Orthoframe Generators; (14) Quark/Anthuark
Rays; (15) Distant Telepathy; (18) Nuclear
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Radiation Inhibitors; (17) Mental Implantation;
(18) ABM Systems, Midcourse and Terminal; (18)
Materializer Shields; (20) Sweeps for Nuclear
Debris; (21) AAA Systems; (22) Antisatellite
Systems; (23) Tesla-effect Weapons; (24)
Earthquake Generators; (25) Antivehicle Systemns;
(268) Weather Control Systems (10:220-221).

He and others have continued monitoring and
documenting instances where they believe these weapons have

been +tasted, +theorizing the possible effects and matching

them up with real world paranormal events. Typical.
incidents he describes include, a Tesla Weapon at |
Saryshagan (Scalar Potential Interferometer), “Nuclear”

Flashes off the Coast of Africa, +the 15 April, 1878
Yugoslavian Earthquake, a Tesla Shield sited in August
1980, a Continuocus Tesla Fireball in Lithuania on 10
September, 1876, a Continuous Tesla EMP Globe in Iran, East
Coast Aerial Blasts (High Burst Registration?) in 1977 and
1978, DPBooms in Delaware in 1982, and "Laser" Blinding of
J.5. BSatellites in 1975, (11:26). More recent incidents
include abnormalities during Titan launches, shuttle
launches, and even assoclated weather anomalies.

Think, +the ability +to manipulate the weather would
allow you to literally control +the fog of war. But
Bearden's 1986 apocalyptic message foretells of an ultimate
destructive power,

There 1is a special time bomb ticking away
for all of humanity. For the first +time, the

total destruction of ocur entire biosphere -- and
perhaps our entire solar system -- is only
moments away from +the finger on the trigger
(89:86).

Just how feasible are these potential military uses
Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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of psi?

FEASIBILITY OF OPERATIONAL EMPLOYMENT

The experiments of the 1970s should more than convince

vou of psi’s potential military uses. But why did Charles
Honarton say in 1984 that, "psi has not reached the
application stage?"(38:38) Probably because to use psi
capabilities operationally requires: 1. the ability to
control psi so it can be repeated on demand. 2. tﬁ;
ability to teach it and learn if. 3. the ability to

practice it, gain confidence, improve our understanding,
and increase reliability. How close are we to satisfying

these requirements?

CONTROLLABILITY

Psi is frequently criticized because it is S0
unpredictable. Psychics are not always successful,
experiments are hard to replicate; and therefore use upon
demand is unreliable. But.is that reason to exclude it all
together? WHe see it used mainly in situations where there
are no,other alternatives. "The Defense Department used
psychics in an attempt to find General Dozier, kidnaped by
the Italian Red Brigades in January 1982." All attempts
were unsuccessful and unrelated to his eventual rescue
(33:18). But if 100 percent reliability is required, then
no technique used today is acceptable either.

A CIA commissioned independent evaluation <following
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perception [were] sufficiently sharp and clear-cut to
justify serious considerations of possible
applications” (33: 102). However, it cautioned that

existing ignorance of the basis of
paranormal phenomena together with the capricious
and unreliable nature of the channel dictate that
information derived from this source can never
stand alone and must be used with caution
(33:102).

Who said '"never say never?" Psi could be routinely.

used to compliment other systems we have--and as a last |

resort when and where appropriate. Remember, a 1983
Congressional Research Service Report says "Dowsing for
water, oil, and other minerals is an established practice
around the world." Similarly, other professionals are
using psi functioning to assist them in their businesses.
Police seek help identifying clues and suspects in criminal
investigations. Mr. Price frequently used his talents as
police commissioner of Burbank, California (33:100).
Health care specialists utilize psi technigques for
determining and improving patients hsalth. Companies and
individual property owners use dowsers to locate water for
drilling wells.

But where do you find people like the Delphi oracle or

Mr. Price?

LEARNABILITY
After years of study Targ says "We are certain that
psychic abilities are a totally normal aspect of human

awareness, and that you can learn to develop this potential

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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sanely and rationally"(41:5). "Anyone who decides for
himself that it is safe to sxperience paranormal
functioning can learn to do so” (41:1258).

The key +to learning appears to be accepbtance and
support, rather than skepticism and criticism. Since
Western society has repressed these psychic abilities,
most people experiencing psi alse tended to ignore their
potential and usefulness. e

In our society, a person who is beginning to

experience emerging psychic abilities, or who is

interested in doing so, has almost nowhere +to

turn for guidance....They can admit their

interests and risk being branded as social

deviants, or +they can deny their interests in
psvchic functioning and thereby become alienated

from what might be an important aspect of +their

own lives and experiences (41:122).

However, as people hear more about these capabilities and
realize psi functioning is a normal experience, theré is a
greater sharing and exchange of personal experiences.

People from all walks of life are attending persconal
awareness and assertiveness seminars to learn how to take
control of their lives. Instructor Robert Robbins teaches a
seminar entitled “Fear into Power: The Firewalk Experience”
where hundreds of people learn to walk barefoot over hot
coals in a four hour seminar. Their whole concept is that
mind and will can control the world. Norman Cousins, and
adjunct professor at the UCLA School of Medicine has
written +two books on the subject of self-healing. He is
certain +that the mind has the power to affect “physical”
processes (21:48).

fessional mineralogists and geologists

. .
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are taught dowsing at Tomsk Polytechnical Institute.
Similarly, the U.S. National Dowsing Association teaches
classes at annual conferences to anyone who is interested.

After using many untrained individuals in remote-
viewing experiments, Targ concludes, “"The best scientific
research suggests that the capacity for developing genuine
psychic abilities lies latent in many, or perhaps most,

.~

people” (41:4),

In 1984, +the U.S. Army initiated a two-year study to’

evaluate the potential of certain unconventional methods
to enhance human performance. That study recently
concluded,

Sleep learning, mental imaging and
accelerated learning programs are among the
unconventional technigques which may improve
soldier performance...[however], +the committee
rejected parapsychological +techniques such as
extrasensory perception and bpsychokinesis as
scientifically unsupportable (19:75).

Note this study rejects psi because it is not
scientifically supportable. But does it work?

During Vietnam the Marine Corps trained a platoon of
dowsers to locate hidden tunnels and weapons caches in I
Corps near Hue. They were withdrawn after <£five months
"because the successful use of dowsing appeared to require
‘special skills that cannot be taught to the average
marine " (33:15). The commander of +the Training and
Development Command did not discredit dowsing, but merely

pointed out it is a special skill his marines hadn’t

mastered.
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PRACTICE
Given that psi can be controlled, +taught and learned,
it probably requires more than a four hour short course for
use operationally. Many skills require specialization,
long term training and extensive practice to master.
The experienced psi practitioners of today are those

people who have spent years developing their individual

-

talents. With those years of experience comes the
increased confidence of how to use their +talents. Like
other '“normal” skills, practice and training improve

performance, uUnderstanding, and reliability. And those who
have learned the most about psi are best suited +o begin
training a new vanguard to carry on and improve their
skills. '
But in the hostile environment of Western society, the
history of psi has been one of independent research and
independent findings, held closely to prevent the scorn of
organized science and society. Consequently, we continue
to lose +the knowledge and experience of past masters,
rather +than building on their understanding to improve our
own. Tﬁe one historic thread of commonality is a belief
that psi exists and can offer much more for the future of
mankind. In 1983, Targ said that “our understanding has
reached the point where we can sericusly consider
transferring +the remote viewing technology from laboratory

research to real world applications™ (24:78). Are we ready?
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There are <three avenues that parapsychologist have
long since recognized as possible routes to general
acceptance of psi: 1. Through experiments which produce psi
upon demand in laboratories so skeptics are convinced that
all conditions are correctly controlled. 2. Through
mainstream sciences acceptance of new theories which

explain psi phenomena. 3. Through finding practical

applications that "work" regardless of our limited

understanding (33:xii-xiii),

Researchers have traditionally tried to use method one
to convince the scientific community, | but “prevailing
concepts” reign supreme. Method two is also directly
dependent on the scientific community and is very unlikely
given the limited understanding of .psi today. That is why
psi practitioners and many researchers have gone to method
three in the 1980s. Thréugh practical application they can
develop their skills, leaving “prevailing concepts” behind,
along with the_scientific community. Many researchers
point fo how the scientific community was the 1last to
accept hypnotism--so +too researchers feel psi will gain
acceptaﬁce from society l9ng before the scientific
community comes to grips with it.

Operational wuse of psi is up +to +the user. King
Croesus was content after one test to use the Delphi
oracle. World famous psychic, Edgar I. Cayce, advised
General John Pershing and accompanied him on European

nissions. Even General Patton used the psi talents of a
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28




e

o N . 5
st 5 o] ’Nr"_l"i ?. ‘.,,.._ ‘i\lp?‘

Approved For'?Release 2001/04/02 CIA-RDP96-00789Rb01OU 20’60 3

o4 Re b AL ﬁn.,au St e ~F e o{MRTRIHVR Hpsan e et o B S 2 R A L N PR Yoo T REY m;!vr tv"\«ﬂ\t R ER LU

water dowser while in North Africa (33:42).

More recently, according to Barbara Honegger, wbq
worked three years in the White House office of Policy
Development for the Reagan administration,

parapsychology played a major role in one of
the administration’s most controversial defense
decisions--abandoning the. Carter administration’s
‘shell-game’ deployment for the MX missile...In
other words, U.S. studies show Soviet psychics
could beat the shell game and pinpoint the
missiles (33:17). .~

.

These examples show. how operational wuse depends.. ...
equally on someone taking the risk +to try unorthodox
techniques. Congressman Charlie Rose (D-N.C.) 1is a
respected long-term congressman and member of +the House
Select Committee on Intelligence. He takes psychic weapons
seriously, but in 1984 didn"t think we had the technology
to build them.

The congressman’s personal experience has
convinced him such breakthroughs are on the

horizon. He has attended classified
demonstrations of remote viewing arranged by the
CIA. Says Rose, "I've seen some incredible

examples of remote viewing--so much so that I
think we ought to pay close attention to
developments in +this field, and especially to
what +the Soviets are doing. If they develop a
capacity +to have people mentally view secret
centers within this country, we could come to the
point where we didn’t have any secrets" (33:47-
48). ‘

Bearden thinks those breakthroughs have occurred. = He
has documented evidence that the Soviets are 'beyond the
speculation and research'stages, and have deployed psi
weapons systems ready to strike. With the threat so near, <

why are we so unprepared?
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SELF IMPOSED OBSTACLES

Despite extensive evidence of psi and its +tremendous
potential wuse as an instrument of power, we continue to
impede our own progress. Our mind set, extreme secrecy,
and disjoint research fuels skepticism and criticism

rather than seeking truth.

MIND SET

The history of psi in Western society is filled with
distinguished scientist from diverse fields who became
maligned and professionally ridiculed for +theilr psychic
research. People feared +that science would undermine
traditional religious beliefs. Even electricity was
considered to be an occult and mystical force in the 1850s.
Robert Hare, a major American chemist, Alfred Russel
Wallace, the cofounder with Darwin of +the theory of
evolution by natural selection; and Sir William Crookes,
the chemist and physicist who discovered +thallium and
invented +the radiometer, were the first of a continual
succession of eminent scientists who endorsed paranormal
claims based on their own research (27:825). Even +today,
the 130 years of controversy over psychical research is
impeding progress. Robert Jahn, Professor of Aerospace
Sciences and Dean of the School of Engineering and Applied
Sciences at Princeton related one experience.

I confess +that I ({[discuss parapsychology <
research] with some +trepidation, borne of -
previous unpleasant experiences. For éxample, a "

lighthearted article in +the Princeton alumni
magazine, in which I attempted to share some
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[my] experiences in this field with the
university community at large, brought an
intensity and breadth of reactions for which I
was totally unprepared, ranging from
irresponsible and categorical condemnation on one
extreme, to equally irrational messianic
accolades on the other. Rather than precipitating
further such distracting outbursts, I have
largely avoided opportunities for ‘public
presentation (33:22).

As long as the scientific community continues to
challenge +the existence of psi, experiments to improve our

- -

understanding of it are limited. “Few Soviet style

experiments are done in this country because it is
difficult to obtain funding to explore the mechanism of psi
when its very existence is politically controversial in the
scientific community” (33:61).

This mind set 1is Dbest describe by one eminent
physicist who read SRI’s report on years of remote viewing
research, “This is something I won’'t believe even if it

turns out to be true. Even author Ronald McRae, after his
investigation into government psi research, is plagued with
the Western culture mind set, “Personally, I cannot accept
the reality of remote viewing..."(33:109).

.Bearden says .even when Western scientists are
confronﬁéd with the actual Soviet tests of these
[psychotronic] weapons directly over their heads, they do
not recognize the weaponry nor the nature of +the effects
produced” (9:2).

How can this kind of atmosphere promote the search for

truth? It won't--it retards it. In 1877 a group of

prominent self appointed people such as Carl Sagan and

Approved For Release 2001/04/02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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v 2S tro—phy51gg§;meennls Rawlins, formed the Commititee for

EONERLIAGRA LT

‘ the_ 801§nt1f10 Investigation of Claims'of the Paranormal
(CSICOP) +to refute all claims of paranormal events. This
committee was later rebuked by Rawlins himself, a co-
founder of the committee, because of the integrity of some
of +those who make a career of opposing anomaly research.
He said,

I now believe that if a flying saucer -

landed in the backyard of a leading anti-UF0
spokesman, he might hide the incident from the
public (for the public’s own good, of course).
He might swiftly convince himself +that the
landing was a hoax, a delusion, or an
"unfortunate" or mundane phenomena which could be
explained away with "further research" (33:171).

This mentality is even more disturbing when we see the
debilitating affects it can have. Case in point--4
February 1987 article in OMNI states:

In one strange incident CSICOP official
Philip J. Klass, learning of a forum on anomalies
research that +the University of Nebraska was
sponsoring, called +the school to protest that
CSICOP’s +views were not being represented and
that, moreover, in questioning the United States
government ‘s word on the nonexistence of UFO's,
speakers at the conference were seeking “what the
Soviet Union does--to convey +to the public that

. our government cannot be trusted, +that it lies,
that - it falsifies....As a patriotic American, I
veyry much resent [this]." After Klass threatened

legal -action against the university, it
canceled its sponsorship of future conferences of
this kind. Klass withdrew +the threat and

pronounced himself satisfied with the
university s action. Since then satellite groups
of debunkers have proliferated all around the
country, determined to do battle with
"pseudoscience” real and imagined. Not content
simply to argue the issues on their merits, they
have harassed colleges and universities into
dropping (usually noncredit) courses in
parapsychology, conducted vituperative campaigns
agalnst anomaly proponents, and done--in the
ords of Philadelphian Drew Endacott, one
Approved For Release 2001/04[02 CIA-RDP96-00789ROO1001420001 -3
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their number--"anything short of criminal

activity" to get “the point across to ‘people who
. have no demonstrated facility to reason™(14:33).

Given +this obstacle which many in +the scientific
community create, the military is confronted with a similar
situation, both ﬁersonal and professional. Can the

military risk association with +the scorned psychic

i,

community? Can a military officer?

I stated earlier +that operational use of psi ig~
equally dependent on the user as well as the psychic. What.. ...
is the military mind set when dealing with parapsychology?

I began this research because I was concerned the military
establishment was unaware of psi potential applications, or
not taking Lt. Col. Alexander’s message seriously. As my
research indicates, +the government, or at least some
individuals, were well ahead of me. They have been
involved, daring to try -unorthodox technigques, and helping
demonstrate the existence of psi by using it when all else
failed. But the military and government is a reflection of
its society, so the controversy exists there also.
Congressman Rése thinks skeptics in the Pentagon and CIA
are hindering U.S. research in remote viewing and wonders
openly about their motives. .

Some of the intelligence people 1°ve talked

to know that remote viewing works, although they

still Dblock further research on it, since they

claim it’s not yet as accurate as satellite

rhotography. But it seems to me that it would be

a hell of a cheap radar system, and if +the —

Russians have it and we don’t, we are in seriocus

trouble. This country wasn’t afraid to look into L

the strange physics behind lasers and

semiconductors, and I don’t think it should be

afraid to look at thig (33:104).
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Samuel Koslov, ‘the assistant secretary of
the Navy who tried unsuccessfully to eliminate
psychic research, dislikes even the mention of so
called psychic weapons (33:66).
Navy research in the mid-seventies determined +that
psychics conld detect remote electromagnetic sources,

indicating perhaps +they could also detect submerged

submarines. The Navy also sponsored research to see if

psychics could influence the magnetometers used to detec}t,

the magnetism of submerged substances. Dr. Joel Lawsoqj-u

once head of the Naval Electronic Systems Command, said
“1 have always believed that ESP is the only way to fight
submarines. The magnetometer tests were designed to prove
the principle." Once willing to discuss psychic warfare
openly, now he has been officially silenced (33:108).

My own research experience demonstrates leaders at all
levels do not have a basic understanding of psychic weapons

systems. I questioned many general officers on the subject
of parapsychology and only one was even aware of what I was
referring to. That one senior officer said, "“If you are
interested in that you need to have your head examined!”
He refused to even discuss which service or organization I
could ‘contact for more information. The total
nonfamiliarity of senior officers I questioned and similar
indications from my Air War College classmates is a. poor
response to Alexander’s 1980 message. Further, the hostile
response L received from the one general who had some
familiarity indicated either a "closed-mind" or "stay away"

attitude. You can imagine my surprise when I later found
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his- name in a 1984 Washington Post article as one Pentagon
general who was impressed with some of the psi results, and

concerned about +the Soviets lead in psychic research

(8:C13). ©So I take it he meant "stay away."

EXTREME SECRECY

Through  additional research I was surprised to
discover the 1982 Air War College research paper presented
the Most Significant Contribution award was on this sam;'
topic; an unclassified paper, later up~graded to
classified, and then completely withdrawn.

Contacts with the intelligence community for
information brought back a resounding--NO, regardless of
clearance or willingness +to make +this research effort
classified. Discussions with previous DOD psi proponents
wafned it might be all right to do research in -this
academic situation, but forget it afterward or it could be
unhealthy for your career.

From +this study and these experiences I will assume
the government is pursuing psi research. I'm convinced psi
has tremendous human/military applications which can be
used opérationally. I'm also convinced that relatively few
military leaders at any level are aware of the threat. .But
most of my original questions remain unanswered: How much
research? How well coordinated? How well funded?  What
priority in impending funding cuts? In addition, I've _
developed some new concerns. I expected to learn the truth -

about military applications of psi and current research so
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I could help identify impacts within my area of
specialization--computers and space systems. Instead, I
only confirmed Alexander’s warning, and found that super
secrecy in this area is shrouding +the +truth, promoting
skepticism within society and +the military, confining

military strategic thinking, and ultimately may he more

'8

harmful. I, 1like Congressman Rose, have to wonder the
motive. I've felt like an investigative reporter in my owg.
backyard. When talking about the electronic warfare (EW)

area, experts emphasize how in the past our services
treated EW as a "Black Art" far too long. The result was
improper resource allocation which left us with our pants
down. I contend psi research has been locked on the same
course--with significantly greater risk.

Many senior leaders have been quick to point ocut that
“"Intelligence is too important to leave to the Intelligence
community. " I would add "psi capabilities” are too
important to leave to the Intelligence community. Marcello
Truzzi goes one step further.

Psi is - too important to become the
exclusive property of governments, either at home

or , abroad, who might become interested in

exploiting these abilities for their own

purpose (41:8).

Discussions with classmates on this subject

demonstrated a refleotion.of Western societies mind set.
Most of +the highly technical scientific community didn’t
even want to discuss it, "they may laugh too hard” or, "if
there were any possibility of psychotronics then the entire
tific comm be jumping at it." Others were
Appréved ForREIcaee 56017047165+ ¢ CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3
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caught off guard by its possible reality. And the few who
were not surprised (mainly Intelligence backgrounds) new
something about it but had no idea if we were still

actively pursuing psi applications.

NO FOCAL POINT
The establishment has apparently gone underground and

is using titles other than psi, ESP or parapsychology to..-

contract ‘out research. Targ feels "Reliable, undistorted .

scientific information about psychic functioning must bhe
made more easily available and indentifiable™ (41:139).
McRae suggest it is fear of ridicule that makes DOD so
sensitive to this subject. “"Any CIA report mentioning psi
is automatically classified top secret or higher.” He also
suggest that parapsychologist not spend a significant
portion of their effort on military-related research.
The failures of psychic warfare projects

in military laboratories, +the record shows, have

often . been among the most irresponsible

experiments ever reported: The seances with dead

Soviet agents, +the multispectral image analyzer

that supposedly detects submarines with a photo,

the hyperspatial nuclear howitzer, and the

antinissile time warp over the North pole, +to

review only a few (41:133).

His book Mipnd Wars, gives an excellent introduction to
the broad range of government projects attempted, and
what‘s ridiculous +to one may not seem so ridiculous +to
another. In response I would suggest he is burning the
wheat (those examples used in this paper) with the chaff.
Opponents of psi research use the failures to Jjustify
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“The ''difficulty of +the +task, not in
Jjustifying its abandonment. Historical examples
abound of far more frustrating and costly routes
to ultimate attainment of difficult scientific
and engineering aspirations (e.g., transmutation
of +the elements and manned aerospace flight, to
name but two) (28:525).

The less focused +the initiatives, the slower the
progress and the smaller the knowledge Dbase. The less
information, +the more destructive misinformation. Targ
says "“Reliable, publicly available information about pgi'm
research can help protect us all from the damaging effects

of misinformation" (41:9).

RECOMMENDAT IONS
Seven years after Alexander’'s article appeared in the
Military BReview, I can only concur with his message--and
more so. The implicatioﬁs of a distant US second place in
the parapsychology mind race with the Soviet Union are
unthinkable-—total vulnérability. Yet this appears to be a
real possibility. We are no better or stronger than our
weakest link. - And our +total dependence on high tech
'sophist£;ated. electronic weapons systems may become our
" - Achilles heel. Continued éoordinated research is imperative
for rapid advancement. Psi smart leaders at all levels are
essential for necessary resource support, strategic
thinking, and acceptance of the threat/potential we might
soon encounter. Targ would argue that "The mind race

should not be seen as a psychic competition between
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nations. Rather, it is a race to develop our own innate

potgntial for expeqded ;Wareness"(41:9)= While I can agree

with this in theory, I agree even more with Marcello Truzzi

when he says

OQur government has a responsibility to
achieve security and military parity, if not
superiority, in relation +to our potential
enemies, Thus, even if the probabilities for psi
research producing anything practical are small,
it would be negligence for our guardians in
government to ignore such matters especially when
others are pursuing such avenues. Long shots have
paid off in the past. Atomic energy was once a
"wild idea" (33:xi).

-~

Opponents to psi research today are similar to +the late

Admiral William Leahy, Chief of U.8. Naval Operations from

1837 to 19839. He said, "The A-bomb is the biggest fool

thing we have ever done. The bomb will never go off, and I

speak as an expert on explosives” (30:39).

To accomplish these objectives means: 1. Opening the

super secret door to allow broader classified knowledge of

psi’s +true capabilities, where we are, and where we are

going. 2. PFocusing military exploration resources and

start +targeting capabilities/defenses like we did for +the

Strategic Dgfense Initiatives. 3. Doing strategic thinking

on a totally new type of warfare.

Opening +the super secret door is necessary to begin

acclimating the military community to psi’s true

capabilities. "It is past time for bringing psi into the

open, where éveryone can benefit from a realistic awareness

of it" (41:262). Otherwise, how do we expect people

to

accept and use psi capabilities? Let’s learn from our

Approved For Release 2001/04]02 : CIA-RDP96-00789R001001420001-3

4R

<N




‘Approved For Release 2001/04/02

4‘4..(. TS Figy e

L e LAWY NG L N et T Wl 652 t{wn ewmvm.mm :mm*x\ H@vw&wﬁmwmu AP St a8 R it e oVt ¢

. L 53
[ A ROEEEON RS Vot LI TR
R Sty .

rersonal experiences with computers. We are still trying to

get leaders accustomed to hands-on computer systems.

Changing attitudes takes time. The sooner we begin using
psi to compliment other systems, the sooner we will build
a reliable psi force and gain managements confidence. Targ
said,

We Thelieve the question of psi’s usefulness and

importance may be settled in the next decads.

Settling +this question will not require another e

century. It will oprobably be settled in the

marketplace and in the everyday lives of millions

0of people and not, alas, in the corridors of

Cambridge (41:188).

The military community needs to be poised on this leading
edge, lest it fall ©behind the society it is sworn to
protect.

Focusing resources and targeting capabilities is +the
cornerstone to knowing the true bicture. Otherwise, who has
the stick? Who really knows where we are, and what it will
take to get where we need to be? How else can we present
accurate, reliable information +o senior leadership for
prioritizing resources? Targ notes that

The popular view of our relationship +to
space and time is inadequate...Oné possible
cogclusion is that there is something incomplete
about our understanding of the space-time

continuum in which we exist (41:5).

This is Bearden’'s position also. So the . military needs to
force the scientific community of-open their'eyeé.and minds
to better understand paranormal events and the new physical

principles which explain them.

Renowned Soviet physicist and Nobelian P. Kapitsa
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neutralization of foreign missiles was to be found, it
could only come from a group of new princiﬁles in " physics
which was called "energetics” (8:1086). The term
“energetics,"” was contracted from "psychoenergetics,” and
is essentially the expanded physics/electromagnetics +that
Bearden has dubbed scalar electromagnetics. The military
needs to find young blood in the scientific community who

LT

don’t know all the reasons why something can"t be done.

They are the ones with fresh minds to evaluate Bearden's

evolving concept of scalar electromagnetics, and to find
new physical principles explaining psychic phenomena.

August Stern is one person in the West who actually
worked in top-secret Soviet military laboratories searching
for a physical key to psychic phenomena.

He warns, +the BSoviets will emerge with a
completely new view of man--not of muscle and

bone but of quantum physics, magnetism, and

electromagnetic waves. When that day comes, he

asserts, they won’'t need to scour the countryside

for psychics. They 1l just build machines for

manipulation of the mind (40:108).

He goes on to remind us, "But remember how surprised you
were when they launched Sputnik. You'd better
prepare" (40: 108).

Strategic +thinking is essential to preparing a solid
foundation for a totally new type of warfare. The Air War
College should incorporate this subject in its curriculum,
and present it and other futuristic technologies early in

the overall curriculum. Knowledge of history must be

combined with knowledge of future weapbns systems (space.
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technology, directed energy, psi etec.) +to most

effectively study war, challenge current leaders, and
prepare future warriors. This is the place and the time to
stimulate military visionaries. In the words of Edgar
Allan Poe, “Those who dream by day are cognizant of many

things which escape those who dream only by night" (44:144).

.

In addition, speakers such as Bearden, Alexander, and
others should be invited to a forum similar +to the.
Aerospace Power Symposium, where the issues are put on the .
table, controversies explained, and the students really
understand the weapons and threats they may soon employ

or confront.

CONCLUS ION

Man’s greatest potential remains a prisoner of man.
Exploring +the mind frontier is essential to unlock our
innate capabilities, and the key to successful exploration
is a greater psychic awareness. The mind is rich in
unfathomed resources, ripe for exploration, a limitless

source of +treasures for advancing all mankind, and a

serious threat to those who ignore its potential. We must
overcome our psychic inhibitions, stop denying the
existence of paranormal events, and start trying to

understand the nature of these events.

Alexander’s message 1is still wvalid and needs
repeating. We are at risk! We need to open the security .
doors and open our minds to educate all levels within the "l

military community. We need a well coordinated 6ngoing'
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military exploration of psi. Since the basic electronic
components which form the foundation of our weapons systems
appear to be vulnerable, we need psi strategic thinking to
chart the course for entering this entirely new battlefield
dimension. In the words of James Thurber, “Let us not

look back in anger, nor forward in fear, but around in

awareness. " ==
-~
”
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—
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HEADQUARTERS AIR UNIVERSITY
MAXWELL AIR FORCE BASE AL 36112-5001

7 APR 1988

Mr Gordon Negus

Executive Director

Defense Intelligence Agency
3E265 -~ Pentagon

Washington DC 203406-10627

D?ég/;;lﬁgg;s

As AF/IN's "Man in Montgomery" I am doing the entire Air War
College faculty "thing" to insure the Air University hierarchy is
positively dispossessed toward my real efforts (atch 1).
Accordingly, one of my roles is as a faculty advisor on several
research papers,

‘I am forwarding one (atch 2) to you in an effort to avoid a

repeat of the problems encountered earlier when, due to what is
locally described as DIA concern, a paper on this subject went
from unclassified, to classified, to withdrawn. Not knowing the
original concerns, I have dellberately steered the author away
from anything remotely resembling an expose! Hopefully, this is
adequate. But, if it was not, I am sending it to you for Agency
review in this "almost finished draft" stage. I believe Air War
College requirements can be guite easily coordinated with any
other recommendations/regquirements at this juncture.

Very respectful

Do

DONALD N. PANZENHAGEN, Colonel, USAF 2 atch
Military Intelligence Advisor to the 1, ACSI Charter
Commander, Air University 2. Paper
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DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20340- 6150

U-1,041/DT-ACO

T0: Department of the Air Force
Headquarters Air University
Attn: Donald N. Panzenhagen, Colonel, USAF
Maxwell Air Force Base, AL 36112-5001

SUBJECT: Request for Review of Paper
Reference: Your Ttr dtd 7 Apr 88.

1. We have reviewed enclosure 2 to your referenced letter, "Psychic Warfare:
Exploring the Mind Frontier”. This document is presented as a research report
to fullfill a research requirement at the Air University.

2. We wish to express some concerns on the documents® over all tone and
composition. The document is based largely on reviews of uncritical material
and consequently may have misleading intrepretations and conclusions. A
section, or appendix, that summarizes laboratory research and presents
constructive critical reviews of this controversial area would be helpful for
achieving a balanced viewpoint. The document as written might be presented as
a limited survey paper, rather than a research report.

3. Even though we have the above concerns, we pose no objection to the
publication of this document by the Air University providied that a clear
definition of scope and purpose be included with or after the "disclaimer"
section.

FOR THE DIRECTOR:
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II.

III.

Iv.

RESEARCH PROPOSAL

Tentative Title. Psychic Harfare: Exploring The Mind Frontier.

Research Question. In 1981, Washington Post columnist Jack
Anderson periodically ridiculed the Pentagon for invading Buck
Rogers® +turf by exploring potential extrasensory weapons for
psychic warfare. His cynical attitude perhaps represented western
societies mindset +that such research was crazy. Since then,
various articles and books have continued the debate on whether

-this type of research has any merit. My assumption is that Mr.

Anderson’s view is still prevalent and -government supported
research TI& limited. In light of Zfuture government fiscal
constraints  and the impact on military spending this paper will
address the following question: 'Does parapsycholeogy (the mind
frontier) offer a new battlefield dimension which warrants
continued military exploration?” The search for an answer should
provide insights into +this new frontier and provide a better
understanding to help determine what importance parapsychology
should have in future military exploration efforts.

Methodology. Most of the work will be completed through library
research.  Source . material will consist of primary and secondary
works on parapsychology, current research efforts /results,
potential military applications and potential threats. Some
telephone interviews with government personnel, researchers,
experts or practitioners may be conducted depending on literature
survey findings.

Implications., This paper could help document an area requiring
greater national resolve in light of possible +threats, current
capabilities, and wvast potential future military applications.
Research could lead +to or result in sensitive/classified
information.

Special Rﬁguizgmaﬁiah A two- or three-day trip to Washington may
be necessary, but I hope to accomplish my work there by telephone.

olan MM\ _McKelvy
Lt Colonel, USAF
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%@ %ry Warlords

he Joint Chiefs of Stafl have
made it clear to President
Reagan that ifa trealy on medi-
um-range missiles in Europe is
politically necessary, they can
live with it—but not happily.
The Soviet proposal to elimi-
nale missiles with ranges of 500
to 5,000 kilometers, say the
chiefs, would "stress” NATO
defenses. And even theirgrudg-
ing endorsement ol the deal
is contingent on modernization
of NATO's remaining nuclear
forces. They are drawing up a

list of requirements, topped by |

an air-launched cruise missile
enabling NATO jets to strike
deepinside Eastern Europeand
a land-based nuclear missile
with a range. as one source puts
it,"of499kilometersif500isthe
cutofl” underazero-zero plan.
The chiefs were influenced
by a recent study by the stafl
of rvetiring NATO command-
¢r Gen, Bernard Rogers. The
document is a follow-up to an

earlier study that concluded
that NATO should give up
shorter-range wissiles (under
1,500 kilometers), which don't
threaten Soviet territory, in fa-
vor of longer-range intermedi-
ate systems with greater deter-
rent value.

With both categories slaled
for oblivion under Mikhail Gor-
bachev's proposal, says the new
study, deep-strike NATO air-
craftcould probably fillthegap,
though more would be need-
ed—armed with new cruise
missiles, Thedeal makesiteven
more urgent that the Soviets

~eutconventional forcegtosome-

thing approaching equality
with NATO and agree to ban
chemical and biolegical weap--
ons, thestudy concludes.

u Vitaly Churkin, 35, blow-
dried first secretary at the Sovi-
et Embassy in Washington, will
berewarded for fiveyearsof vig-
orouslydefending Moscow'sdis-
armament strategies—and for

JOI!‘J DUR!CKA -AP
Up and away: Churkin testifying

his mastery of U.S. TV after the
Chernobyl nuclear accident.
Headed home last week, Chur-
kin told associates he was mov-
ing to the Central Committee's
international department, led
by ex-ambassador tothe United

-States Anately Dobrynin, now

Gorbachev’s chief adviser on
American affairs. Churkin's
new assignment could bring
him quickly into the loftiest
Kremlin circles. “*He's going to
thetop,” saidone U.S. diplomat
whohas worked with Churkin.

A Twilight .
Zone Defense?

id Senate Foréign Relations

Comimittee chairman Clai-
borne Pell enlist psychic spoon-
bender Uri Geller to read the
mind of a Soviet arms negotia-
tor at a dinver in Geneva—and
to beam messages of peace into
the communist's unconscious?
Is Pell trying to sell Geller to
the Pentagon for a Psychic De-

fense Initiative? No; the senas’
. {or insists. But Geller s happily

claiming some credit for the
move toward an arms deal.

‘Geller insists he did beam
thoughts of peace at Yuli Vor-
ontsov. head of the Soviet arms-
talk delegation. The very next
day Mikhail Gorbachev made
his offer to eliminale medium-
range missiles from Burope. 1
have a very strong feeling that
Vorontsov called Gorbachev,”
saysGeller, whosensed atrans-
fer of psychic power between
himsell' and Vorontsev. "When
I gave him the spoon, it kept
bending in Ais hand.”

Pell says he finds Geller

LONDON hl» \V< <FR\’|(’F

Psychic Initiative: I’ell (left). Vorantsov, Kampelman and (’eller

“really a very interesting man

. I felt myself stimulated by
hisideas.” But Pell says he sim-
ply proposed Geller's parlor
feats as entertninment for the
reception anddinnerin Geneva
hosted by U.S. negotiator Max
Kampelman for Soviet oflicials
and visiting U.S. senators. A
briefing that he arranged for
Geller to give on Capitol Hill—
in a special bugproofl reom—
“had nething Lo do with the
peace talks, Nothing at all,”
says Pell. T just wanted to ex-

pose him to some pecple here.”

Geller, in America to pro-
mote a new baok, discussed So-
viet psychic research at the
meeting, says a Pell staffer—
and twice failed to divine mes-
sages on packeted scraps of pa-
per. Most of thespectators were
Hill and Pentagon aides. But

e of two congressmen toshow
up did vrome away impressed.
House Foreign Allairs Commit-

{ee chairman Dante Fascell, |

says his presssecretary, rushed
out to get n book about Geller.

Tales From the
Gampaign Trail

he still unannounced presi-
dential campaign of Sen. Jo-
seph Biden startled some strat-
egists with the choice of Bill
Daley—a son of Chicago's leg-
endary Mayor Richard Daley—
as politicdl director, “What
does he know about the countiry
outside of Chicago?” sniffed one
rival pol. But March's Illinois
primary could be crucial for Bi-
den; Daley “can earn his pay if
he can deliver Chicago,” says
one party insider. Meanwhile,
Biden insiders foresce greater
influence by Pat Caddell, the
guru-pollster who helped win
the White House for Jimmy
Carter. Caddell pal Tom Doni-
lon—ex-Carter and Mondale
operative—is expected to take
a top campaign position. His
brother, Mike Donilon, is likely
to do campaign polling.
m Democrats in the Middle
Atlanticstates now planahigh-

1 profile, regional primary to fol-

low the Southern Mega-Tues-
day-on March 8, 1988. New

-York and Pennsylvania party

leaderschose April 12 and hope
Democrais in New Jersey and
Connecticut will go along.

Gall for Action

ongress wants faster Justice
Department action on alle-
gations that Education Depart-
ment officials falsified docu-
ments and backdated letters in
a rush to comply with school

desegregation orders, The Edu- -

cation Department inspector
general found serious miscon-
duct in the department,’s civil-
rights office in Boston Jast sum-
mer; an internal mv'est,lgatmn
showed similar practices in six
other regional offices. Top de-
partment officials insist the
problemissolved, buta whistle-
blower in San Francisco recent-
ly claimed otherwise. And Con-
gress reportedly has evidence
that Iducation Department
staffers in several regions are
pressing complainants to drop
discrimination charges.

Davreo Gaveswith buresu reports

M,'hC’ e -—”lﬂ_
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DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240-

520,017/DT-S 20 September 1989

MEMORANDUM FOR CHIEF SCIENTIST, DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

SUBJECT: SUN STREAK Operational Report - 8926 (U)

1. (S/NF/SK) During the period of 6 August 1989 through 15
September 1989 inclusively, seventeen remote viewing sessions
were conducted in an effort to determine and describe a key
activity of intelligence interest at a geographical location
represented by encrypted coordinates 815470/766420. Results of
this effort follow below.

2. (S/NF/SK) Remote Viewer 003 described the key activity as
being related to the wmssénbly.of “"ciylindrical objects with
rounded ends.” The object of specific intereat was ghgped like a
propane tank. *Hissing sounds, cdughing soundd, the presence of &
bright searing light and the5dor’of an obnoxious chemical were
associated with the object. There was a presence of chemical
agents at the target site. The activity took place at a storage
site. The rounded segments reminded 003 of missiles or space
vehicles.

3. (S/NF/Sk) Viewer 018 initially described the key activity in
terms of 'gﬂggyaigg, whauling, storing, moving, trucking; and.
doading) of medium to amall parcels. In a subsequent effort 018
described the activity as being drug-related.

LOPS CMTS: 018 was unable to work through the distracting
concept of a "drug-related” perception. This perception does not
appear to be target-related; it seems to be the result of
interference caused from recent effortas directed against drug-
related targetsl].

4. (S/NF/SK) Viewer 025 described the key activity as being
related to the gproductior) of a "hydro—bomb, ” conceptually
described as "an aerial torpedo propelled ;by a rocket engine

veling through "water" (or atmosphere). The object iz large
and pencii—-shaped. The activity involves ihe production of a;:

WARNING NOTICE: SENSITIVE
INTELLIGENCE SOURCES AND
METHODS INVOLVED

HANDLE VIA SKEET CHANNELS ONLY
SPECIAL ACCESS REQUIRED

CLASSIFIED BY: CH, DIA
- DECLASSIFY BY: OADR
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"destructive war machine” with an extensive use of piping (TAB
A). Resulis of the activity produce .fire gparks and sound _waves.
A "hydro—activity” produces enormoué_fumes (cloudsgﬂiﬁaidinagg
e resonance. See conceptual sketch at TAB B. A
‘seismograr (or similar apparatus) ig used-to record the
,pém%”fgtms "hyperactivity”. Viewer 025 used such
expressions as "hydro bomb, hydro activityl in an effort to
describe the results of the ongoing key activity. Reportedly, a
lecture is to be held on this subject in February (1990). The
target site was located in a seemingly flat, agricultural area.
The presence of a red and white flag was perceived but not
further explained.
[LOPS CMTS: The issue of the February 1990 lecture (meeting) was
not further pursued.] '

5. {(S/NF/SK) Remote Viewer 032 perceived the key activity as

being directly related to a girling} metallic energy mass
gotating in a coifitér clockwise rotatIon. See I1AB “This

object was perceived as a "deadly weapon.” During the course of

a subsequent effort, 032 labeled the object as an jpformation

athering UFO., See TAB D and TAB E.
ﬁOPS CHMIS: The perception of a "UFO" is considered as being

probably incorrect; it was the cause of a viewing distraction
which 032 was unable to overcome.l

6. (S/NF/SK) Viewer 079 initially perceived the key activity as
being related to an object that conceptually resembled a large
gun turret (barrel or zilo.) See sketch at TAB F. The “key
activity” according to 079, involved the [lgegsation, the shutting
ddggp%ggwgghgttivity*" There appeared to be "g reversal, &
Jng down of an activity.” Additional concepts of "bubbling
water“ and %teating waters” were associated with the target. The
presence of "a slender object going through the center of a
wheel-like device also surfaced during the sessions. Its
function was undetermined. The idea of "fixed rates, ;price-rise
L narkups”, (regulation of oil prices?), repeatedly surfaced

during the sessions

7. (S/NF/SK) Remote Viewer 095 described the key activity as
comprizsed of sion”, -a meeting that would lead to a

allowed to continue The plans for the actual fmplementation of]
such a=xgggation of activity will be delegated to a Eubordinate
group of personnel repregenting members of the original
discussion group. The Program—"to be cut’ involves an activity
utilizing metallic-bars or rods. The rods are blue-black in
color and have tapered ends. See TAB G. The rods are often

Approved For Release 2000/08/&?;‘ ?IR-ERPQG-OO?SQR003500800001 -5
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held in metal pinchers while being #ranaported down an adisle.

The main structure perceived at the target site is at least three
gtoriea high. The presence of gqually-spaced narrow windows make
it readily identifiable. See TAB G. '’

[OPS CMTS: The perception of the metallic rods/bars led 095 to
believe that a nuclear related environment was target-related.]

SG1J

7 Encloaures
TABS A - G
Sketches

Branch Chief

Cod i
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Executive Registry

LLHIR7 |

12 August 1977

STAT  NOTE FOR;

White House/Chief
Agency Liailson

This came to us on the rebound from
DoD. Because the author's main concern
is establishing a Presidential commission
for UFO research with himself as Chairman,
it doesn't seem to fall within our purview.

STAT

Deputy,
Executive Secretary -

e
imips =

~that PR s

i
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6 ner1978

MEMORANDUM FOR: Deputy Director of Central Intelligence

FROM: John F. Blake
Deputy Director for Administration

SUBJECT: IPS Report on Impact of the FOIA and
Privacy Act

In response to your reguest at the 5 December Goals
Management Conference, attached hereto is a copy of the
paper recently prepared by . Acting Chief, STATINTL
Information and Privacy Stafr, entittie mpact on the -
Agency of the Freedom of Information Act, the Privacy Act,
and Mandatory Classification Review." While the paper could
use some polish, I believe it effectively tells the FOIA and
Privacy Act story.

S 3oy -~

- :’- J‘.:?"'\
John F. Blake

Attachment: a/s

STATINTL  AT/DDA - vac (5 Dec 78)
Distribution:
Original -~ Addressee w/att
1l ~ Executive Registry w/att
- DDA Subject w/att
1 - DDA Chrono w/o att
1l - AT Subject w/att
1l - AT Chrono w/o att

i
|
i
H
¥
i

!
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IMPACT ON THE AGENCY OF THE FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT,
THE PRIVACY ACT, AND MANDATORY CLASSIFICATION REVIEW

1. Historical Background, Pre-1975

The Freedom of Information Act was passed in 1966 and
took effect the following year. It established the right of
the public, citizens or aliens, to demand access to "ident-
ifiable records." Federal agencies were required to publish
in the Federal Register the procedures to follow in request-
ing records. To the extent authorized by statute, agencies
were permitted to assess fees for services rendered.

Records were to be made "promptly available' to requesters,
but no time limits were specified., "~ If documents were withheld
under one or more of the nine exemptions of the Act, the
requester could bring suit in a U.S. district court and

the burden was on the agency to sustain its action.

One of the exemptions of the Freedom of Information Act,
subsection (b) (1), exempted "matters specifically required by
"Executive order to be kept secret in the interest of nationaXolAb5
defense or foreign policy"--i.e., all classified documents. FOIAbS
Another exemption, subsection (b) (3}, covered all ma -
"specifically exempted from disclosure by statute.”

an pre anketea th
records of the CIA and, consequen%ly, the Freedom of Information
Act initially had little or no impact on the Agency.

With respect to national security classified records, a
key decision was enunciated by the Supreme Court on 22 January
1973 in the case of EPA v. Mink. Patsy T. Mink (Dem., Hawaii)
and 32 congressional colleagues sued to obtain access to
certain EPA records denied them on the basis of exemption
(b) (1) of the Act. The issue before the Court was whether
the presence of a classification marking on a decument was
sufficient cause for denial, or whether the court should go
into the question of whether the classification was warranted.
The Supreme Court ruled in this instance that while an agency
should examine classified documents before invoking exemption
(b) (1), it was not the intent of the Congress that the courts
should rule on whether classification was justified. An
affidavit from the agency to the court was all that was
required to establish the classified status of documents. Thus,
national security classified records could be denied to the

Approved For Release 2002/01/08 : CIA-RDP81-00142R000600040003-2
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public without fear of the denial being overruled through
litigation. This opinion, as much as any other single factor,

led to the 1974 amendment of the Freedom of Information Act.

While the Agency received virtually ne Freedom of Infor-
mation requests until the 1974 amendments toock effect in
February 1975, a number of requests for records were received
under the provisions of Sec. 5(C) of Executive Order 1165Z,
which became effective on 1 June 1972. Among its other
provisions, this Order required the mandatory classification
review of any records, 10 years old or older, requested by a
member of the public, citizen or alien, or by another
Government agency, which were described accurately enough to
permit their identification, retrieval, and review without
undue burden. The records could be withheld only if, under
the criteria of Sec. 5(B) of the Order, they qualified for
exemption from the General Declassification Schedule established
by Executive Order 11652. An Interagency Classificatiom Review
Committee was set up under the National Security Council to
oversee implementation of the Order, and one of the functions
of this Committee was to hear appeals from dentals by Depart-
mental review committees. (CIA's review committee, established
in compliance with the Order, was named the Informatiom Review
Committee. It still exists today, but its membership was
upgraded to the Deputy Director level when the Freedom of
Information Act was amended in late 1974.,} Requests from the
public were to be answered within 30 days, but requesters
had to wait an additional 30 days before appealing because
of the lack of response. Full or partial denials could be -
appealed to the Departmental revieWw committee, which was
supposed to act on appeals within 30 days.

As soon as Executive Order 11652 took effect, journalists
submitted to the CIA what appeared to be *test requests.'
The requests usually involved several categories of obviously
sensitive materials, and the requesters were quick to take
advantage of their right to administrative appeal. A number
of these initial requests were so broadly phrased that they
had to be rejected as lacking in specificity. After the
initial flurry of activity, the volume of requests received
dropped off, but over the long run there was a steady increase
in the number of classification review requests logged. A
high percentage of the requests processed under Executive Order
11652 has consisted of referrals from Presidential libraries,
where researchers are apprised of the existence of classified
records pertinent to their research interests and given
assistance in requesting their mandatory classification review.
(Under the provisions of the Presidential Libraries Act of
1955, the holdings of the libraries are "donated" materials,
rather than public records. As such, the General Services

Approved For Release 2002/01/08 : CIA-RDP81-00142R000600040003-2
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Administration has held that these records are not subject

to the Freedom of Information Act. Access to them is governed by
. the donor's restrictions and by mandatory classification

review procedures.) Statistics showing request activity under
Executive Order 11652 are presented below. It should be pointed
out that many of the documents sent to the Agency for review

are not of CIA origin, Rather, they are often White House

papers or third-agency documents which must be reviewed by

the CIA because they concern, in whole or in part, intelligence
matters.

1972 1973 1974 1875 1976 1977 1978 (thxru

30 Aug]
Requests received 30 110 191 232 374 568 284
Granted in full 1 50 89 63 81 156 47
Granted in part 6 19 47 88 220 268 71
Denied in full 15 18 23 28 37 101 17
Miscellaneous 0 0 0 5 6 11 12

2. 1974 Amendments to the Freedom of Information Act

In 1974, both the Senate and the House passed by over-
whelming majorities essentially similar bills to amend the
Freedom of Information Act. A conference committee was formed,
and it reported out a modified version of the House bill,

H.R. 12471. It easily passed in both houses, but the bill was
vetoed by then President Ford. President Ford cbjected to the
unrealistic time periods allowed for processing requests,
appeals, and court cases. He also objected to changes in 3
the exemption regarding investigatory files, i.e., subsection
(b} (7). Moreover, he maintained that the courts should be
required to uphold the classified status of recards if there
was a reasonable basis for such classification. Upon its
return from recess, however, the Congress overrode the veto and
the amendments took effect 90 days after enactment, 19 February
1975.

Considerable pressure had been exerted upon the Congress
to liberalize the Freedom of Information Act. Requesters,
particularly representatives of the media, complained that Federal
agencies had succeeded in frustrating the intent of the Act
through delaying tactics, the unreasonable assessment of fees,
and the wholesale invoking of exemptions. Moreover, the
post-Watergate mood of the country called for greater openness
in Government. Some of the principal features of the Act, as
amended, are: .

a. Agencies have 10 working days to decide whether to
comply with a request, and 20 working days to respond
to appeals. Upon notification to the requester,
agencies may invoke an extension of 10 working days

Approved For Release 2002/01/08 : CIA-RDP81-00142R000600040003-2
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to the time allowed for processing either the request
or. the appeal (but not both}. The only circumstances
justifying such an extensiom are that the records

are stored in remote locations, that the records are
are voluminous, and/or that intra- or interagency
clearances are required.

The failure of an agency to meet deadlimes permits

the requester to go directly te court. The court,
however, if circumstances warrant, may delay action on
the suit until the agency has had sufficient time

to complete the processing of the request.

The requester must be notified of his appeal rights
each time a denial occurs, along with the names and
titles of the agency officials responsible for the
denial. If the denials are upheld upon appeal, the
responsible officials must again be identified and
the appellant must be apprised of his recourse to
the courts.

Only the direct costs of searching for records and
copying them can be assessed the requesters. At the
discretion of the agency, fees are to be waived if
release of the records sought primarily bemnefits the
general public.

The requesters need only to "reasonably'™ describe the
records. (Before the amendments, the Act referred to
"identifiable records.")

A complainant can file suit in the district where he
resides, has a place of busimess, or in the Bistrict
of Columbia. Agencies have omrly 30 days to serve an
answer to compaints brought before the courts. The
court can subpoena records amd can rule, after in
camera inspection, whether the classification of a
document is warranted under the criteria established
by Executive Order 11652 or whether ather claimed
exemptions were correctly asserted. Any reasonably
segregable portion of a document not falling under
the exemptions of the Act shall be provided to the
requester. Furthermore, if the complainant substan-
tially prevails, the court can require the Gavernment
to pay his attorney's fees and other litigation costs.

If the court has reason to believe that an officer
responsible for withholding documents acted in an
arbitrary or capricious manner, it can require the
Civil Service Commission, teo conduct an investigation.
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The Civil Service Commission, in turn, can requirewthe
agency to take disciplinary action against the officer.

h. Annual reports must be made to the Congress by each
agency on its administration of the Act.

3. The Privacy Act of 1974

The Privacy Act, which became effective om 27 September
1975, is in a sense a companion law to the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act. Its enactment was the result ef concern over
the amount of personal information collected by Federal agencies
and the ways in which this information was being utilized.

The basic principles of the Act are:

a. There should be no secret information systems.

b. There should be no unforesecen use of information that
an individual supplies about himself without his
consent.

¢. An individual should have access to the records that
are kept about himself.

d. Information collected concerning an individual
should be collected directly from him, whenever feasible,
and then only when it is necessary, and the informatiomn
should not be retained unless it is accurate, timely,
and relevant.

The Privacy Act differs from the Freedom of Informatiom Act
in two important respects--it applies solely to personally
identifiable information, and only U.S. citizens and permanent
resident aliens are entitled to its benefits. Subsection (j) (1)
of the Act afforded the CIA the possibility of exempting
itself from many of the provisions of the Act, including the
provisions whereby individuals can request access to recards
pertaining to themselves and, if the accuracy of these records
is in question, request their amendment or expungement. Haw-
ever, the Agency did not fully avail itself of this subsection,
limiting the application of (j)(1) to the exemption of such
categories of information as intelligence sources and methods
and polygraph records. (Even if the CIA had exempted itself
from the access provisions of the Privacy Act, individuals
could request the same records under the Freedom of Information
Act.) Another difference between the Privacy Act and the
Freedom of Information Act is that no search fees may be
charged for requests processed under the Privacy Act. The
CIA},1 while permitted to do so, does not assess copying fees
either.

~
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Under the Privacy Act, the Agency is required to publish
in the Federal Register descriptions of those systems of
records which contain information on U.S. citizens and per-
manent resident aliens and which are indexed by personal
name or some equivalent identifier. Steps have to be taken
to ensure that access to personal informatienm is limited to
those with a need to know, and records must be maintained
of all disclosures. Except for routine uses covered in the
Agency's implementing regulations, and other circumstances
specifically covered in the law, personal informatiom cannat
be disclosed to a third party without the express consent of
the person concerned. To the extent possible, information
is to be collected directly from the -subject individual.
Whenever the information is being used im making a determin-
ation about the individual, to the degree practicable, steps
must be taken to ensure that the information is accurate,
relevant, timely, and complete. In addition, no records may
be maintained describing how any individual exercises rights
guaranteed by the First Amendment.

When an individual requests access to records under the
Privacy Act, we first require from him proef that he is who
he purports to be--a notarized statement of idemtity which
includes his date and place of birth. Unlike the Freedom of
Information Act, there is no statutory deadline for responding
to access requests, but guidelines promulgated by the Office
of Management and Budget call for answering such requests
within 30 days. The exemptions are roughly equivalent to those
of the Freedom of Information Act. For example, classified
information is withheld under subsection (k) (1); sources and
methods are protected under (j)(1l); the personal privacy of
others is covered by subsection (b); and the identity of
sources utilized in compiling investigatory reports is afforded
protection under subsection (k) (5).

4, CIA's Experience in Handling Freedom of Information and
Privacy Act Requests, Appeals, and Litigation

A few rather complex requests, notably those submitted by
Morton Halperin, were received shortly after the amended
Freedom of Information Act took effect on 19 February 1975.
These were apparently intended as '"test" cases by the
requesters. Requests were not received in large volume, how-
ever, until late March of that year. Bella Abzug, then =z
Member of Congress, had been provided, at her request, copies
of records pertaining to her which the Agency had collected,
including intercepted mail. Ms. Abzug was very indignant over
what she regarded as a gross invasion of her personal privacy,
and she had a heated exchange with Director William Colby over
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the matter. Much publicity resulted, and the Agency began

to receive a large number of requests from other persons who
wished to know whether the CIA had established files on them.
(Around that time, it was decided by Mr. Colby that no fees
would be charged for requests from U.S. citizens for their
personal files.) The volume of requests for persomnal files
Tose dramatically in July, August, and September of 1975, with
approximately 200 letters a day coming in on. peak days. This
development can be attributed to a campaign by the Center

for Constitutional Government, which flooded the country

with form letters addressed to the CIA and urged everyone to
write to "Big Brother" and to send copies ef the Agency's
replies to the Center, There was no way that the Agency
could cope with this deluge of requests, and a processing
backlog developed that persists with us te this day. Requests
dropped off for some reason during 1976, and for a time we
managed to reduce the unprocessed backlog ta 1,000 cases.
However, the backlog increased during 1977 at the rate of
about 22 cases per week, and although the volume has declined
somewhat during 1978, the backlog has continued to rise this
year by approximately 16 cases per week. We are currently
logging an average of about 86 new requests (Freedom of
Information, Privacy, and Executive Order)} a week, and
available resources enable us to answer only about 70 a

week. The total backlog of unprocessed requests now amounts
to over 2,700 cases, and the appeals backleg exceeds 300
cases.

Other than requests for personal files--and these requests
are usually now processed under the Privacy Act rather than
the Freedom of Information Act--the types of requests we receive
can often be predicted from the previous week's newspaper head-
lines. In addition, there have been other organized campaigns
to encourage Freedom of Information requests, with the CIA as
the target. It should be emphasized that, although foreigners
have the right to use the Act, most of the requests have been
submitted by U.S. citizens. We do not maintain statistics on
the citizenship of requesters--indeed, this is often difficult
to determine; however, an analysis of the first 468 Freedom of
Information Act requests logged during 1978 revealed that only
16 of them (3.4 percent) came from persons who were definitely
neither U.S. citizens nor permanent resident aliens. We are
unable to recall having received any requests from Communist
China or Sovbloc countries, but, of course, such requests could
conceivably have come to the Agency through intermediaries.

Some of the most popular topics for requests have been:
a. Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOs). (There are

several organizations of UFG afficionados; whose
members keep in close contact with one another.}

Approved For Release 2002/01/08 : CIA-RDP81-00142R000600040003-2
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b. CIA's past and present relationships with academia.
{The American Civil Liberties Union and the Center
for National Security Studies have encouraged such
requests.)

c. The assassination of John F. Kennedy.

d. Past programs of the Agency in the field of drug and
behavioral control experimentaticon. {Imn addition, we
have received a large number of Privacy Act requests
from persons who suspect that they were the subjects
of Agency-sponsored tests.)

e. CIA's past and present relationships with state and
local law enforcement agencies.

f. Persons missing in action in Southeast Asia. (The
next-of-kin of MIAs are using the Freedom of .Infor-
mation Act to delay status hearings which would change
the status of the MIAs to that of presumed killed
in action. The relatives have a financial stake in
the matter.)

g. Copies of procurement contracts. (Many of these
requests have concerned EDP-related contracts. Some
persons regard such requests as a form of industrial
espionage.)

i. Personal files of prisoners. (These are processed
under the Privacy Act, and we_seldom have any "hltq "
The volume is large, however )

j. The use of newsmen, missionaries, etc., as sources.

k. Covert action projects, particularly of the political
action type.

- 8 -
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1. 0SS operations. (Everybody seems to be writing a
book on the 0SS.)

m. Foreign economic, financial, and trade develapments.
n. Biographical data on foreign leaders.

o. Improper payments by U.S. industrial firms to
foreigners. '

p. CIA records on U.S. domestic organizations.

A breakdown of the number of Freedom of Information and
Privacy Act requests processed since the start of 1975 is
provided below.

1975 1976 ‘1977 1978 (thru

30 Aug)
FOIA
Requests received 6609 761 1252 1126
Granted in full 300 148 167 113
Granted in part 428 562 241 189
Denied in full 174 122 95 g2
Miscellaneous* 4577 523 269 483
PA
Requests received 552 2356 - 3023 1578
Granted in full 4 154 195 132
Granted in part 3 404 520 314
Denied in full 0 56 124 76
Miscellaneous* 189 1500 1559 873

A large number of other requests (ca. 4,750), principally
requests for access to personal records, have been received
since 1975 but never processed because of the failure of the
requesters to provide the information needed to establish their
identity, or other data. Although never fully processed, each
of these unlogged requests has required, at the minimum, the
establishment of a case file and at least one letter of response,
thereby adding to our workload.

*Miscellaneous category includes "no record available"
and "no CIA record available" responses; canceled and withdrawn
requests; requests referred to other agencies; and requests
appealed due to lack of response.

Approved For Release 2002/01/08 : CIA-RDP81-00142R000600040003-2
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5. Agency Organization, Manpower Costs, and Fees Collected

The Agency program for administering the Acts is decentral-
ized, reflecting the decentralized nature of our files. The
Information Review Committee, which is chaired by the Beputy
Director for Administration, sets overall Agency policy and
rules on all appeals. The Information and Privacy Staff,
which is located organizationally within the Office of the
DDA, is the focal point for the receipt of requests from
the public, coordination of their processing, the preparation of
replies, and the maintenance of records of all transactions.
Each of the Directorates has a person who serves as Directorate
Freedom of Information officer, and, within the Directorates,
each major component (office or division) has its own Freedom
of Information officer (some full-time; others part-time).

The program within the Operations Directorate is somewhat

more centralized than is the case with the other Directorates.
All contacts with the Information and Privacy Staff are through
the Freedom and Privacy Group of the Information Management
Staff, whereas, in the other Directorates, the Information

and Privacy Staff usually deals directly with offices below
the Directorate level. In addition to the above, there is

a Freedom of Information officer in the Office of the DCI

and an officer for each of the major components within that
Office. The Office of General Council has an entire division,
the Freedom of Information and Privacy Law Division, working
full-time on appeals and litigation. Requests involving
Intelligence Community Staff records are processed through the
CIA mechanism, as well, and the IC Staff has appointed a
Freedom of Information Officer to serve as the comntact point.

There are about 65-70 persons in the Agency who are
employed on a full-time basis in complying with the demands
of the Freedom of Information Act, the Privacy Act, and
mandatory classification review requests. Hundreds of other
Agency employees, however, get involved in the programs on a
part-time, ad hoc basis--conducting searches, reviewing
records for releasability, etc. According to manpower statistics
collected on a weekly basis during 1977, a total of 192,800
man-hours was expended in processing requests, appeals, and
litigation--the equivalent of .approximately 105 man-years.
The manpower commitment thus far in 1978 has run somewhat
higher, but it is believed that we have just about reached
the limit of the resources that can be employed without detract-
ing from our ability to carry out our foreign intelligence
mission.

A great deal of manpower can be expended on individual
requests, particularly if they go intc the appeal and/or
litigation stages. For example, we estimate that we have

Approved For Release 2002/01/08 : CIA-RDP81-00142R000600040003-2
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already devoted 11.5 man-years to processing a request from
John D. Marks, now in litigation, for records pertaining to
MKULTRA and other drug/behavior modification programs. A
request from David Belin (others have submitted the same
request) for copies of all records dealing with John F.
Kennedy's assassination has already cost us some 8,75
man-years of labor. o '

We estimate that the manpower costs for 1975 amounted
to $1,400,000; for 1976, $2,000,000; and for 1977, $2,377,000.
Almost half of these sums can be attributed to the Freedom
of Information Act alone. Although considerably less than
half of our total requests are handled under the Freedom
of Information Act, these requests tend to be more complex and
are more likely to lead to expensive litigation. By contrast,
very little has been collected in the way of fees. As was
pointed out earlier in this paper, there are no charges for
processing Privacy Act requests and, in addition, we are
required to waive or reduce fees whemever it is in the public
interest to do so. Only $1,867 was collected in 1975;
$10,035 in 1976; and $16,439 in 1977. We anticipate that
the total fees collected in 1978 will fall below last year's
figure,

There are other costs, such as office space, supplies,
equipment rentals, and computer support, which we have not
attempted to calculate, but these would be minor in comparison
with our personnel costs. Fees collected from requesters
are turned over to the Treasury Department, and the total
cost of administering these programs must be absorbed by the
Agency within overall operating funds.

There are severe limitations on the costs that we can
pass on to requesters. As noted earlier, no charge is made
for requests processed under the Privacy Act, and, inasmuch
as most of our mandatory classification review requests are
referrals from other Federal agencies, fees are - seldom collected
by our Agency for them either. Under the Freedom of Information
Act, we are authorized to levy charges only far copying costs
and for the time spent in locating relevant documents. No
fees may be charged for the far more time-comsuming and
costly process of reviewing and sanitizing documents. Until
such time that the fee structure takes into account actual
processing costs, we are unlikely to see any significant

- 11 -
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drop in the number of requests, and large amounts of the tax-
payers' money will continue to be spent reviewing and sanitizing
material for release to a relatively small number of individuals.

In the meantime, the fee structure which we do have affords
some protection against capricious "fishing expeditions" and
omnibus-type queries which would be extremely costly to process.
For example, during the period 1 January 1977 through 8 March
1978, 67 Freedom of Information were canceled or withdrawn
because of the refusal of requesters to agree to the payment of
reasonable search and copying fees. Although not large, the
number provides some indication that fees cause requesters to
exercise restraint in pursuing their informational needs.
Moreover, we must assume that many others are deterred from
submitting requests because they are aware that fees may be
charged. We estimate that if our current authorization to
charge fees were to be drastically limited through judicial
interpretation or legislative amendment of the Act, the volume
of requests might very well double. We do, of course,
voluntarily waive fees, in whole or in part, when the subject
matter sought is clearly of public interest and it is our
judgment that release of the material would significantly
benefit the general public. It is not our policy, however,
to automatically waive fees whenever the requester states his
intention to publish the results of his research, as many of
our critics contend that we should. Our stand in this regard
is weakened somewhat by the divergent policies followed by
other Federal agencies. It is our understanding, for example,
that the Department of Defense always waives fees when the
requester is a newsman.

6. Problems for the Agency in Complying With the Law

a. It has been impossible to meet the deadlines for
responses. Requests are generally processed on a
first-in, first-out basis and, in view of our huge
backlog, the statutory time for responding to
Freedom of Information requests usually has elapsed
before we can even commence searching for the docu-
ments requested.

b. Even if the processing backlog did not exist, it
would be very difficult to meet the statutory
deadlines. Because of the specialized missians of
various Agency components and the security require-
ment for compartmentalization, the CIA, unlike many
other agencies, has no central file or index to its
holdings. A search for "all" information on a given
topic or topics may therefore emtail the searching
of several file systems, under different command

. Approved For Release 2002/01/08 : -CJ3-RDP81-00142R000600040003-2
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authorities and with varying degrees of retrieval
capabilities. Our date of completion of the search
is governed by the time required to thoroughly search
the least efficient of these systems. (By way of
contrast, it is our understanding that a search of
the FBI's central files seldom takes more than 10
minutes.)

The search task is further complicated by the fact
that many of the Agency's records have become inactive
and, as an economy measure, are stored im a records
center. If "hits" made during the index search phase
relate to such records, a not infrequent occurrence,
it takes from two to three days to retrieve them from
remote storage in order that thelr relevance can

be determined, thereby delaying the process.

Searches in one component will often surface records
originated by, or of subject-matter interest to, other
CIA components or other departments and agencies.

The time required for reproduction and referral of

such documents to the organization having cognizance in
order that they can be reviewed further delays
completion of processing. This problem, of course,

is not unique to the CIA, but an unusually large
proportion of our reports are jointly produced or
contain inputs provided by other agencies.

The biggest single factor in slowing down our response
times is the absolute necessity that all records

be carefully reviewed before release. At best, the
review of classified intelligence documents is a
time-consuming process. A single request cam involve
the review of hundreds or thousands of documents and,
depending upon the subject matter, there are a limited
number of experts qualified to perform this task.

. Often, the review must be done by senior officers and

managers, with numerous other demands, often more
urgent, placed upon their time. Experience has

taught us, also, that a -very careful review by at least two
levels of authority is required to ensure that sen-
sitive information is not inadvertently released.
Mistakes, needless to say, would be costly. Unless
our sources are afforded protection from disclosure,
they .could lose confidence in our ability to maintain
secrets, thereby impairing the Agency's ability to
collect the foreign intelligence essential to national
survival in this atomic age.
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f. Foreign nationals and other persons holding views
inimical to U.S. national interests can and do seek
information from the CIA under the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act. This is well-known throughout the world.
Compliance with their requests and the resultant
publicity given to any information released appears
to have had the cumulative effect of leadimng persons
or organizations who were once willing to cooperate
with the Agency to question whether they can safely
continue their collaboration without the risk of
exposure. Compared with unautheorized relevations by
former employees and others, very little sensitive
intelligence information has been inadvertently
released through Freedom of Information channels.
Yet the possibility of such releases exists, and
the Operations Directorate can document specific
instances of the loss of real or potential sources
where the Freedom of Information Act was in part
responsible. There is, accordingly, widespread concern
within the Agency over what is widely, and not wholly
incorrectly, perceived by our information sources ta
be a problem for the Agency in protecting its legit-
imate, secrets.

g. Despite the expense involved in processing Freedom
of Information requests, the public is not always
served by the information we are able to release.
Some requests are for records concerning sensitive
covert operations, the existence of which we are not
even free to acknowledge. No information is released,
but Agency manpower is diverted from other tasks,
particularly so if the denials are appealed or
litigated. In other instances, compliance with the
Act has led to the release of fragmentary and some-
times inaccurate raw intelligence data, which, rather
than enlightening the public, results in a misinter-
pretation of what actually occurred. More accurate
reports often had to be withheld to protect sensitive
sources or collection systems.

7. Legislative Relief

The Agency has long been committed to a policy of
openness believed to be unprecedented for a foreign intelligence
agency. For example, the Agency's analytical products, to
the degree consistent with our obligation to protect intelligence:
sources and methods, have often been made available to the
public on a voluntary basis. Numerous unclassified monographs,
reference aids, maps, and translations of the foreign media
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are released by the CIA each year through the distribution
facilities of the Library of Congress, the Government Printing
Office, and the Department of Commerce. Moreover, there has
been no serious objection on the part of the Agency to
complying with the access provisions of the Privacy Act,
burdensome though they may be. Indeed, subsection (j)} (1)

of the Privacy Act contains the authority for exemption of

the Agency from many provisions of the Act if we saw fit to

do so. Similarly, compliance with the requirement for the
mandatory classification review of 10-year-old records
pursuant to Executive Order 11652 (almost identical provisions
are contained in Executive Order 12065, which supersedes
Executive Order 11652 on 1 December 1978) is not so troublesome
as to be unacceptable. However, the burden imposed on the

CIA by compliance with the Freedom of Information Act as it
now stands, and the associated risks to our intelligence sources
and methods, have been brought to the attention of our over-
sight committees and individual Members of Congress. While

we take no issue with the concept that the American public

has a right to know what its Government is doing, we do submit
that in the case of foreign intelligemnce records the public
benefits deriving from the Act have not been commensurate with
the costs. As pointed out earlier in this paper, because of
our statutory mandate to withhold protected information, only a
very small portion of the information requested of us under
the Freedom of Information Act can be released. Thus, in most
cases, a search for and review of thousands of pages of
documents relating to a particular request might result in

the release of only a few pages of sanitized, disjointed
information which neither truly responds to the requester's
interests nor satisfies the intent of the Congress. And the
price to the taxpayer for this dubious service is enormous.

At the same time, the Agency's work suffers from the drain on
its resources, the chilling effect that the Act has had on
cooperating liaison services, the fears of agents overseas of
exposure, and the concern of various U.S. corporations and
CIA contractors that their activities with or on behalf of

the CIA might become public.

Clearly, the CIA and the other foreign intelligence agencies
of the U.S. Government are in a distinctly different position
vis-a-vis the Freedom of Information Act than are other depart-
ments and agencies, and a good case could be made for total
exemption from the Act, or, if that is impessible, partial
relief. Critics will be sure to charge that the CIA seeks
only to cover up continued illegal domestic surveillance oper-
ations and other abuses. We maintain, however, that all of
our old "dirty linen" has by now been thoroughly exposed to
public scrutiny. The public's interest in preventing future
abuses or illegalities by U.S. intelligence organizatiomns

lease 2002/01/08 : CIA-RDP81-001 42R000600040003-2
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will be adequately served by the elaborate oversight mechanisms
that have been established in the Agency, the Intelligence
Community, the White House, and the Congress. There 1is no
compelling need, therefore, for the Freedom of Information

Act to be a means of monitoring Agency activities.

To date, the Agency has not submitted any formal legis-
lative proposals to the Office of Management and Budget. We
have, however, raised the question of amendments in correspon-
dence with Members of Congress, including Senator Birch Bayh,
Congressman Bill D. Burlison, and Congressman Samuel L. Devine.
The latter subsequently introduced a bill in the House of
Representatives that incorporated certain aspects of the
suggestions contained in our letter to him. The questions that-
we have posed have dealt primarily with procedural changes
and fees, although the need for broader exemptions  for raw
intelligence reports and operational data was also mentioned.
The questions were as follows:

a, Should the benefits of the Freedom of Information
Act, like those of the Privacy Act, be available
to U.S. citizens and permanent resident aliens only?

b. Should the mandatory response time on initial pro-
cessing of requests be changed from the present
10 working days to 30 calendar days, plus an additiomal
week for every 100 pages, or fraction thereof, of
material requiring a review? At the same time, should
the mandatory response time on appeals be changed
from the present 20 working days to 60 calendar days,
plus two additional weeks for every 100 pages, or
fraction thereof, requiring a second review?

c. Should agencies be permitted to charge requesters
for review time as well as search time?

d. Should requests be limited to omne specific subject
of manageable proportions rather than permitting
blanket omnibus-type requests which cover a wide date
span and a variety -of topics?

If the above suggestions were acted upon by the Congress,
the Agency's problems in administering the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act would be somewhat ameliorated, but mot to any great
extent. Proposal a. would be difficult to enforce inasmuch
as it would be no problem for a foreigner to arrange for a
U.S. citizen to act as his agent. Even with the more reasonable
response deadlines suggested in proposal b., we would still be
unable to comply as long as the current processing backlogs
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exist. Proposal c. would be very helpful if enacted, but
requesters would still have the right to ask that all fees be
waived in the public interest. (There has been onc court
case in which our refusal to waive fees was overruled by

the judge.) Proposal d. would provide a basis for not

acting on certain requests, although it would be possible to
finesse the requirement by merely submitting several related
requests in lieu of one complex request.

The Office of Legislative Counsel is currently endeavoring
to draft an amendment to the Freedom of Information Act for
presentation to the appropriate committees of the Congress after
clearance by the Office of Managment and Budget. The Infor-
mation Review Committee, through its Working Group, is assisting
in this matter. The major thrust of the amendment proposal
will be either to list certain categories of foreign intel-
ligence information (e.g., covert operations, raw intelligence
reports) as not being subject to the provisions of the Act,
or, conversely, to state that all foreign intelligence records
are not subject to the Act except for specified categories
(e.g., finished intelligence). The latter approach has certain
merit in that it seems positive, rather than negative. More-
over, in any attempt to list types of information mnot subject
to the Act, there is always the danger that .sensitive categories
may be overlooked. Another decision to be made is whether the
draft amendment should apply only to CIA records or to all Intel-
ligence Community records. Many of the problems that the
CIA has encountered in administering the Freedom of Information
Act have undoubtedly been ‘experienced by ether intelligence
agencies as well., It might also be better for the CIA's
public image if it were not singled out.

All indications are that the prospects for obtaining
relief though amendments to the Freedom of Information Act are
not bright. The suggestion has been made that we might be
able to achieve the same results through appropriate charter
legislation provisions, with the charter legislation then
providing the basis for invoking exemptiom (b)(3) of the Free-
dom of Information Act. The. feasibility of this approach
should be explored. We could presumably expect a more sympa-
‘thetic hearing from our oveérsight committees than from the
committees having jurisdiction over Freedom of Informatlon
legislation.
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) Chief, Information and Privacy Staff

SUBJECT : IPS Weekly Report (23-29 March)

1. The Week in Review

23-29 Mar 1978 Weekly Average

a. New cases logged 150 | 99.8

- b. (Cases closed - JEf'iSO c 63.9
‘c. New appeals logged ‘:;‘*M? L 3.8

i d. Appeals closed 1. ~50.E;;}. 1.5
2ﬂ;e. Manpower (man-weekéj‘!ﬁiibs:é ?}"' - 100.3

Z.: Spotlighted Requests

: a. Janet E. Smith, administrative assistant for
the Federation of American Scientists, asked for copies
of any records held by the CIA concerning "“the mysterious
noises and lights that have afflicted the East Coast,
Canada, Europe and, possibly, other regions.”™ The
director of the Federation, Jeremy J. Stone, recently
advanced the theory at a press conference that the
noises off the Atlantic Coast had been caused by Concorde
flights. The Agency received a2 similar request a few
weeks ago from Robert Todd, one of our UFO buffs.

b. Prof. Bruce Erickson of Culver-Stockton College,
- Canton, Missouri, requested copies of all files maintained
- by the CIA on the late Edgar Parks Snow, an American
journalist who gained fame through his reporting of the
Chinese Communists between 1936 and 1971. Snow died on
15 February 1972. :Professor Erickson alleges that Snow
was the subject of a CIA investigation. -

- c. The president of The Newspaper Guild, Charles A.
Perlik, Jr., requested copies of any documents inm CIA
. files concerning the Guild. The organization was
formerly known as the American Newspaper Guild.
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3.  Spotlighted Responses

s RSTRATHE A ERFRL TSE NE P

d. Jonathan Knight, who is the associate secretary

" of the American Association of University Professors,

asked for copies of all files maintained by the CIA on

. his organization, plus any records concerning past or

present contractual arrangements or agreements between
the Agency and the Association or any of its personnel.
The request letter was obviously patterned after the
standard ACLU form letter used to request documents

‘concerning CIA's connections with academic institutions.

."e. We received requests from the campus newspapers
of the College of William and Mary %The Flat Hat) and
Vanderbilt University (The Vanderbilf Hustler) for
copies of records pertaining to the Agency's past and
present contacts with these institutions or members of

-their staffs. . . L :

“a. Two requests from Barry Lando, CBS News, were

;”denied in full. In each case, we replied that the fact

of the existence or nonexistence of records relevant to

his request was in itself a classified matter involving
intelligence sources and methods. The requests were

for records concerning negotiations with the Israelis

to obtain captured military equipment of Soviet manufacture,
and for records of payments to the Israeli Government

or Israeli citizens from the DCI's contingency fund.

b. The same reply was sent to Howard Kohn, associate
editor of Rolling Stone, in response to his request for
access to all documents pertaining to "CIA-sponsored
expeditions" to the mountains Nanda Devi and Nanda Pot
in the Indian Himalayas. '

c. E. J. Applewhite, who resides in Washington,

.D.C., was provided a copy of the sanitized version of

""Clandestine Services History; The Berlin Tunnel Operations,"
dated 25 August 1967. This history was initially
released in connection with a request from David C.

‘Martin of Newaeek.

d. Twenty-six documents, 16 of them sanitized, .
pertaining to Ohio State University were provided to
Robert Rudinger, editor of the school newspaper, The
Ohio State Daily Lantern. He was informed that the
exlstence or nonexistence of additional records which
might reveal any covert CIA connection with the Uni-
versity or its personnel was a classified matter in-
volving intelligence sources and methods. This reply
was sent in answer to three requests, all submitted
separately by members of the newspaper's staff, for the
same material. e
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4. Analysis

A review of the first 468 Freedom of Information
requests logged during 1978 revealed that only 16 of
them (3.4) percent) came from persons who were definitely

" neither U.S. citizens nor permanent resident aliens.

Determination of the citizenship of requesters is not
an easy matter, however, since this is rarely mentioned
in the request letters. Students with apparently
foreign names writing to us from the campuses of U.S.
colleges could be foreigners here on student visas, or
they could be U.S citizens. We assumed the latter to .

"be the case. The citizenship of U.S. correspondents

for foreign newspapers and periodicals is also often
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SOURCE MATERIAL: -~ DDS&T FILES in RECORDS CENTER

/04/22 : CIA-RDP85B00803R000100130001-9

Job No Description of Contents Date Retired
66-R=638 DD/R-~DD/8&T Organization, Delegation of 5/17/66
(1 box) Authority (1962); Staff Mtg. Minutes,
Chronos, (1962-63)
X 67-B-25 DD/S&T Admin. (1962) 7/15/66
(1 box)
66-B-560 DD/S&T Admin & Ops (1963) 3/4/66
(1 box)
v)( 66-R-546 Policy, Planning, Coordination, Direction 2/28/66
(2 boxes) (1963); Chronos (1963); Committees, Boards
and Panels
\)( 67-B-558 DDS&T Admin, committees, panels etc. (1964) 2/3/67
(1 box)
D{Od—ﬂV 67-R-587 DDS&T Subject files (196L4); Miscel. Admin. and 2/27/67
v, Z¢ 4 (4 boxes) Aerial Recon Action Memos
68-R-530 DDS&T Subject files (1965); Budget, Security, 1/29/68
(4 boxes) Training, Logistiecs, etc.
X 69-B-596 DDS&T Subject files (1965-66) 2/26/69
YA (1 box)
v 69-R=597 DDS&T Subject files (1966) 2/26/69
Y (I boxes) (non=record copies) '
X 69-r-508  DDS&T Chromos (1964) 2/26/69
(1 box)
3( 69-R-599 DDS&T Chronos '(1965) 2/26/69
(2 voxes)
JX(69-R-600 DDS&T chronos (1966) 2/26/69
STAT
‘70-R-h35 DDS&T Chrono (1967) 1/29/70
(2 boxes)
y TO-R-L65 DDS&T Subj files (1967) 2/5/70

Budget, Logs, Personnel, Security, Liaison, Travel

7
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CX(*yo-B-sol DDS&T Policy Files (1967)
(1 box)

2/10/70
70-B-511 DDS&T Policy Files (1958-68) 2/16/70
(1 box) (Wheelon, 1963; History 1962-65;
Basic Policy Agreements)
,  70-543
™ D (2 boxes) 1. 2/24/70
. 2.
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Does Dr, Chamberlain have any recollection
of how Dr. Wheelon came to be recruited as AD/SI in
early summer 1962 to replace Dr. Scoville?

Who recommended him?

Was PFIAB (or any of ifts members) involved?
Who approached him?

Dr, Cline was then DD/I -- What part did he play
in Wheelon's appointment?
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New York Times - Dateline Los Angeles, June 14

"McCone is Opposed to 'One-Man Rule'"

A E.C, Nominee is Expected to Keep Strauss Policy
on Power and Tests

————— By Gladwin Hill, Special to the New York Times

Los Angeles, June 14,

(McCone nominated last week to Chair AEC; Strauss retiring
30 June.

Interview in L.A. brought out following views from
pam———

Mr. McCone: ”

v
4

Basic research in science should proceed hand in hand with
applied, or immddiately practical studies.

While scientists are not infallible, their participation in
policy formulation is a "healthy" and progressive application
of the nation's brain power.

A well-informed public is a very important factor in the
adoption of national policies.

He was dquoted, with regard to his part in the writing of
the report by the Presidential Air Policy Commission,
known as the Finletter Report, that he took price in the
report which was as applicable in 1958 as when it was
written in 1947.

At a time when top scientists didn't think the
Russians would have an atomic bomb, the report
anticipated the early development by other nations
of supersonic bombers, atomic weapons and guided
missiles--possibly ahead of the Uhited States--and
urged that this country bestir itself in those
fields.
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The end design of DD/S&T's myriad of activities
is to provide the Diyéctor of CentralJIntelligence, and .
through him the U. Si Intelligence Board, the National
Security. Council and the President, with the best possible
intelligence on science and technology worldwide, to aid

them in the formulation of national security policy.
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NATIONAL RECONNAISSANCE OFFICE

NRO

Director: Dr. Flax

,

FIGURE 4

(October 1965)

Deputy Director: Mr. Reber
25X1 NRO Comptroller NRO Staff
NRO | B/G Stewart
! o ‘L\.‘__.a-' m, — C L.
PROGRAM A D e 7
B/G Martin - T :
Satellites
= ' CIA Recce Programs
Director
PROGRAM C
l I 25X1
R/A Taylor,USN [T
Satellite Sigint Payloads
F . T — CIA/OSP CIA/0SA CIA/ELINT
! Director Director Director
PROGRAM D -j Mr. Crowley B/G Ledford Mr. Miller
B/G Geary — e Satellites Aircraft A/B Electronics
Aircraft
TOP SECRET 25X1
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Figure 5

THE NRO O RGANIBIRERS AL BRVERSPNERNERI00100130001-9

; TOP SECRET
3 THE PRESIDENT
! October 1965
' NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE PS A
I : ' | ADVISORY BOARD . > A C
' Mr. Clifford, Chairman . (Panel on NRP Matters)
USIB 303 COMMITTEE Dr. Wm. Baker Dr. Land, Chairman
: Mr. Gordoa Gray ' ~| Dr. Baker
Adm Raborn, DCI Mr. Bundy, WH i Dr. Land Dr. Drell
Mr. Belmoni, FBI Adm. Raborn, DCI Dr. Langer Dr. Garwin
Mr. Brown, AEC Mr. Johnson, State Dr. Long ' Dr. Ling
L.Gen.Carroll, DIA Mr. Vance, DOD Mr. Murphy Dr. Pucketi
Li.GenLarler, NSA Mr. Pace Dr. Purcell
Mr. Hughes, State : Adm. Sides -
Gen. Taylor
. Mr. Coyne,Exec Sec
|8 1 .
DIRECTOR SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE Mr. McNamara
Adm. Raborn . DEP. SEC. OF DEFENSE
NRP Mr. Vance
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
. TOP SECRET Mr. Vance, DepSec.Def. . NRO .
25X1 Adm. Raborn, DCI o Director i
Dr. Hornig, WH Dr. Flax
X ' . ' Deputy Director
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