COMZIENTS AND- SJGGESTIOVS OF UFO PANEL"
General.

The Panel Members were impressed with the lack of.__ _

sound data in the-great-majority of case historiés. Amongf"

the case histories of significant sightings discussed in . ]

detail were the followings ... . ... . .

Bellefoutaine, Ohio (1 August 1952); Tremomton, Utah .= - _ .~~~

(2 July 1952); Great Falls, Monzana (15 August 1950); -

Yaak,‘ﬂéntana (1 Séﬁtgmbéri1952)§”W53hih§t6n,,D.C.

‘area (19 July 1952); and Haneda A.F.B.; Japan - - . C e

(5 August 1952), Port .Ruronm, Michigan. (29 July 1852);.. -

and Presque Isle, Maine (10 Octobef'1952).

After review and discussion of these.cases: (and about -
15 others, ir less detail), the Panel concluded that
reasonazbls explanations could-be suggested fof nost sight~
ings and "byideduction’and scientific method it could be
induced (given additionélfdata),tbat other cases might be
explaired in a similar manner". Thé"Paﬁel;pointed out that
becausa of the brevity of some . sivhtinos (e. g. - 2-3 secénd;)
and the inability of the witnesses to express themselves
clearly (seaantics) that conclusive explanations could not
be expected for every case reported. Furthermore, it was
considerad that, norially, it would be a great waste of

effort to try to solve most of the sightings, unless such o
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action would benefit a training and educational program -
(see below). The writings of Charlés Fort were referenced -

to show that 'strange things in the sky" had been recorded -

for hundreds of years, It appeared obvious that there was

no single explanation for a majority of the things seen. .

. On Lack of Danger.- - . S '?57;T3?73:

The Panel-concluded unanimously that there was no
evidenca of a direct threat to national security in the . __

objects sigh%ed; Instances of '"Foo Fighters™ were cited.

These were unexplained phenomena sighted by aircraft

pilots during World War II in both European and Far East

theaters of operation wherein "balls of light"” would fly

near or with the aireraft and maneuver rapidly. - They were = = . . =

believed to be electrostatic (similar to St. Elmo's fire):-
or electrcmagnetic phenomena or;pgssiblilljéht reflections

from ice c¢rystals in the air, but-their-exact cause or

nature was never defined. "If the term "fl?ihgtsaucerst;,,;:;;:—Wfrr

had bzen popular-in 194321945, these objects would have

been so labeled. — ~ R

Air Force Reporting System.

It was the Panel's opinion that some of the Air Force = -7

concern over UFO's (notwithstanding Air Defense Command

anxiety over fast radar tracks) was*probabiy'éaused by

 public pressure. The result today is.that the Air Force

2
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has instituted a fine channei for receiving reports ér
nearly anytaing anyone sees in the sky and fails to under-
stand. This has*béen*particularlyfencouraged in popular
articles on this and other subjacts, such as space travel
and science fiction. The result is the mass receipt ot":

low-grade reports which tend to overload channels of

communication with material_quite irrelevant to hostile . _ _

objects that night some day appeaxr. -The Panel _agreed . .~ . . .

generally that this mass of pooxr-quality reports containing

the opposite, it was possibly dangerous in having a military

service foster public concern-in -"nocturnal meandering

lights”. The implication being, since the interested =

- little, if any, scientific data was of no value. Quite . -~ . .

agency was nilitary, that these objects were ormight be

potential direct threats to national security.  Accordingly,

the need for deemphasization made itself apparent. Comments

on a’possible,educatibnaljprogrém,aremengmerated’bélow.

It was the Opiﬁion,of one of the Panel memberxs. that
the "saucer" probleém had been found to be different iq
nature.from the_detection and inves}igaianHQf,Germzn v=1.
and V-2 guided nmissiles prior to_their operational use-in----- -
World War II. In this 1943-1944 intelligéence operation
(CROSSBbw), there was excellent intelligence, and by June
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1944 Fhere was material evidence of thg.gxistenee of.
vhardware" obtained from crashed vehicles in Sweden. This,
evidence gave the investigating team'a basis upon which to. ... .. . .
operate. The absence of any’ﬁhardware",resulting_fxgg__"”m__”
unexplainad UFO sightings lends a "will-of-the-wisp” nature
to the problem. The results of the investigation, to-date, -
strongly indicate that no evidence of hostile actor ..

danger exists, ,Evrthermore,ﬁthefcugxent'ggpprting'system;fij;ﬁ”WW,,rrdrl

would have 1ittle-value in the case of detection of eneny
attack by conventional aircraft or guided missiles; under
such condition5r"hardware“.would be available almost at

once.

o A 4 T O 08 s g,

Artifacts of Extraterrestial Origin.

It was interesting to note that none of the members of’

the Panel were 10ath to accept that this earth might be
]

visited by'extraterrestrial intelligggpé’beings of sone -

I

sort, some day. What they did not find was any evidence
that related the objects sighted to space travelers. One
of the Panel menbers, in his—presentation,-showed how he
had eliminafed'each of the known and probable causes of

sightings leaving hinm raxtra~-terrestial” as the only one .

rem2ining in many cases. -His background as_ an aeronaut-

fcal engineer and technical intelligence officer could not

be slighted. However, the panel could not accept any of

T4



the cases cited by him because they were raw, unevaluated
reports. Téfféstriél,expldnations Qf the sightingswere
suggested in-some cases, ahd in others the tiﬁe of sighting
was so short as to cause sdspicion of visual impressiong; -
It was noted by others of the Panel members that extra-
terrestirial artifacts, if,théy,did exiét, are no cause for

alarm; rather, they are-in. the realm of natural phénomena . _ .

subject to scientific study, just as cosmic rays were at_ .. ..

the - time of their discovery 20 to 30 years ago: —This was -

an attitude in which another of the Panel membexrs did not === = -

concur; as he felt that such artifactsfwould.bé of imnediate - _ -

and great concern not only to the U.S, but to all_countries..

{Nothing like a_common threat to unite pcoples!) It was

noted that present _astronomical knowledge of the solar,System;fL;”;,,f;;;;,

3

<+ A
makes the existence of "intelligence beings (as we know the — .~ s

~term) elseshere than on the carth extremely unlikely, and

the conceniratiion of their attention by any controllable . =~ . . =

means confined to any one continent of the-earth-quite -~

preposterous,

Tremontorn, Ytah, Sighting.

This c2se was considered significant because of the
_excellent documentary evidence in the form of Kodaclirome

_motion picture films (about 1600 frames). The Panel

5
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studied these filﬁs, the case ﬂistory, ATIC's interpreta~
tion, and received a briefing by representaiives of the

USN Photo Interpretation- Laboratory on- their analysis of

the filn. This team had expended (at Air Force request)
approximately 1000 man-hours of professional and sub-
professional time in the preparation of graph plots of
individuzl frames of the film, showing apparent and.

relative motion of objects and variation in. their light- -

intensity. Itgwasgthéjdbiﬁibhiofthe;P.I}L.,representatives

that the objects sighted were not birds, bailoons or S

blinking while passing through 60° of arc" and were,
therefore, '"self-luminous". Plots of motion and variation
in light intensity of-the-objects were displayed. While -
the Pans21 Jenbders were impressed by the evident enthusiasnm,
industry and extent of “effort of- the P I, L team, they . e
would not accept the—cone1u510ns,rcached._ﬁSome of _the '
reasons ior this were as follows:

a&.. A semi-spherical ohject can readi1§:7:;:;;;jf,fffﬂlﬁfffi,}f’

prodﬂée*a”reflection,of sunlight without "blink~

" b, Although no date was available on the

"albedo™ of birds or polyethylene balloons

6



in bright sunlight, the apparent motians, sizes
and brightnesses of the objects-were,considered
strongly to suggest birds, particularly after the
— o ---——Panel viewedWa%short;iilg_§gggiggﬂ§igh reflectivity
of seagulls in bright sunlight.
c. P.I.L, description of the objects sighted .

as "eircular, bluish-white" in color would be -

expected in cases of specular reflections of sun-_ -

light from,conVex,surfacéwahere the b:illianceiiiii:::ff*‘ffii*‘i%*

of the reflection would obscure other portions of -

the object.
d. —Objects in the Great Falls cacse were_ ...
— ... .. .%believed to have probably been aircraft, and the

bright lights such reflectiomns. ==

e. There was no valid reason for the attempt... .. . ... .....
to relate the-objects in the Tremonton sighting-to . .-= --

those in the Great Falls sighting. - This may have_

been due to misunderstanding in their directive. -

The objects in-the Great Falls sighting are =

f sérozgly suspected of being reflections of air="— S it
eraft known to have been in the arca. . .

; : \ ~f.,mThé"intensity change in the Tremonton

lights was too great for acceptance of the P.I.L.

hypothesis that the apparent motion and changing

S
» B 7 -
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intensity of the lights indicated extremely high.

e waud

speed in small orbital paths.

g. Apparentwlackiof guidance of investi~ -
gators by those familiar with UFO reports and
explanations. ' '
~ h. Analysis-of light intensity of objects . |
made from duplicate rather thzn original film,
The original film was noted to have a much lighter

background (affecting relative brightness of

object) and_the;ob@gg;g;gppaared;much,less,bright; RS

i. - Method of obtaining data of light
intensity appeared-faulty because of vusuitability
of equipment and questionable assumptions in making

ayerages of;readingggif‘:ii:':,,,7 7 "7*::*,

J+ 7 No data had been obtained on the sensi.-

tivity of Kodachronme filn-to-light of various

intensities using the same _camera type 2t the -

sace lens opemings., -

k. —~Hand "jitter" frequencies (obtainable
froz early part of Trémonton film) were not

removed from the plots of the "single pass plots"

at the end of the film.

8
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‘The Panel believed strongly that the data available

on this sighting was sufficient for positive identification . ... = _

if further datais obtained by photographinz polyethylene

"pillow” balloons released mear the site under similar

weather conditions,. checking bird flight and reflection

 characteristics with competent ornithologists and calculating

apparent "G'" forces acting upon objects from theiy apparent
tracks. It was concluded that the results of-such tests
would probably,leadAto,creditabiegexplag;t1ons of value in

an educationzl-or training program. However, the Panel -

noted ttat _the cost in technical manpower effort required

to follcw up-and explain every one of the thousand.or

more regorts received through channels each year (1,900 dn- = -~

1952) cczld not be justifiedi—It was felt that there -will .

always te sightings, for which complete data is lacking,

that can only be explaifned with disproportionate effort

and with aﬁlong,{imgfég;ayi—iffit‘éllliiThe long delay. in _-

explainizz a2 sighting tends to eliminate any intelligence

value, THe educational or -trainirg program should-have -

as a major:pﬁrpp,sg the elimination-of "popular feeling that
every sighting, no matter how poor the §été, nust be
explained in detail. Attention should be directed to the
reqﬁirement,among*séientists that 4 neyw phenomena, tolbe
accepted, must be completely and convincingly documented.

g———

v
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In pfher words, the burden of proof 1s on- the sighter,

not the explainer. RO

The Panel Members were in agreement that although

evidence of any direct threat from these sightingswas =

wholly lacking, related-dangers might-well exist resulting

fron:

a, Misidentification of actual enemy arti-

facts-by defense personnel. .

R ATE S

b. Overloading of emergency reporting

channels with "false" information ("noiseto_sigoal — 0. ...

ratio™). o o . L e

¢c.. Subjectivity of public to mass hysteria -~~~ .

arxd _greater vulverability to possible enemy -~ —=-oo o=

psychological warfare, T =

The first-two of these problems may seriously afféct

the Air Defense intelligence-system, and should be studied
by exparis, possibly under—ADC. It UFQ's become dis-

credited in a reaction to the "flying saucer' scare, or if

reporting channels are saturated with false and pooxly =

docunented reports, our capability of detecting hostile
activity wil},be,reducedlgfugzgggggpeigyﬁrséreening or

filtering of reported sightings at or near the source is

10
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required, and this' can best be accomplisheg by an educa-

tipéal progranm,

Geographic Locations of Unaxplazined Sightings.

The map prepared by ATIC showing geographic locations

of officially reported unexplained sightings (1232 only).

was examired by the Pamel, This map showed clusters in

certain strategic areas such as Los Alaros. This might— =~ s

be explained on the-basis-of 24;h66f,WQtéhfu1‘§ﬁifd‘iﬁd’"‘W

awareness,of*seéurlty;measuféSTnéﬁrf§uchilocationstffOnr -
the other hand, there-had been: no sightings in the vicinity. ..~ = - .
of sensitivezrélEtEdTAE?éétablishments while there were . -~
occasiorally nultiple-cases of unexplained sightings in - - T

non-stirategic areas, Furthermorxe, there appeared to be

no logiczl-relationship to population centers.  The Panel
could fi=d no _ready explanation for these clusters. It

was noied, havever, that if terrestrial artifacts were to -

be obsexved, it would be-likely thai they would be seen -~ =~ +

Pirst near foreign areas rather than central U.S.

Instruxantation to Obtain Data, : .

The Panel-was of the opinion that the present ATIC

progran to place 100 inexpensive 35 ma. stereo cameras
(Videon Cazmeras) in the hands of various airport coutrol °

tower opzerators would »rabably producs 134ila wnluable

11
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“data related to UFO's. However, it was recognized that

such action would tend to 2llay public concern in the

subject until 2n educational prpérammhad,taken effect. -1t . .

,,T,ﬁﬁgg_hﬁvﬁiwas belie ved that procurement of these cameras was partly
the result of-public,éressuré,inﬁJuly 1952, With_the poér,‘ﬁ:”, o
results of the year~16ﬁ§*Pf63éét TWINKLE program of 24=-hour
fnstrunentation.watch (tws frames of film showing nothing -

distinguishable), a widespread progran of skywatching would

not be expected'tb yield much direct data of valwe. .. ____

There was.considerable discussion of a-possible "sky . -~ .

patrol” by amateur astronomers and by wide-angle canmeras.

It was pointed out_that at present a considerable fraction

of the sky is now ==-and has been for nmany years ==-under -~ " =~ T

¢ surveillzice_every-cléar night in several meteor and aurora

observizg prograns as well as-sky mapping progranms at the ~

: various locations listed below. Although the attention of =~ -

-these as*ronomners is-largely directed toward identified ~— -

.rather tkan unidentified objgg§§,hggwggggmpf:aﬁylétrikingif'iifiiiil
| unidentified object is known to the Parel.: Such-an object
would most certainly be reported if found on patrol—plité§i

A c2so was cited where an astronomer refused to

i e e e e e

%’ . ‘interrust his exposure-in order to photograph an alleged

. e . i pe. . .
: sighting in a different part of the sky, suggesting that if

12

qm_;i



4

& program of watching;could*be'an adjuact of planned
astronomical programs, little cost would be_irnvolved and
that the trained asfronomical personnel might photograph
a sighting of an unidentified object. |

It was agreed by the Panel that no governm2nt-sponsored

progran of optical nation=wide sky patrol-is worthwhile
at the present time; and that the encouragement of amateur

adverse effect of over-smphasizing "flylng saucexr" stories =~ -
in the public Aind;f*HOWever, the—issue»oi,fﬁdarascope . L oo
cameras for recording peculiar radar echoes would serve
several purposes,:including;theﬂbetter,undé?éténding 6f

radar interference 2s well as identification of UFO'S. o oo ool

Radar Dreblen of Mutual Interfeérence.

Tnis characteristic problemof radar operation: - - S N A
wherein the pulse signal (of approximately the same- - -

'frequgncy) from station A may be picked up on the sereen——

of station B and show as a high-speed track or series of . . - - . i

dots was.recognized*tO”ﬁave probably caused a,gumberfofffﬂ:*,: S

UFO reports., This problem was undeﬁliﬁédfby;iﬁformation

received indicating ADC conce
of signal identification before service use of very

high—speed aircraft or guided nissiles (1955-1956). One

3.~



~ Another suggested that the problem might be better solved

Ve . wdak

-

Panel member'believed'that one,answer~t0'thié problen was

the use of a "doppler filter" in the receiving circuit.
by the use of_a "controllad jitter" wherein the operator

mpﬁ) would operate a circuit which would,alter'élightly'
his station's pulseiffeduency”rate.’,If the signal received =
onrthe screen-had-been-caused-by-nutual interférence with. -
another'station;;the track-would-now show itself ata

different distance from the center of the screen, if it — -

to be simpler and would_cost much less than a "dopplexr filter'".

Unexplaired Cosmic Fay-Daenomena, —

Two reported cases were examined: one at Palomar

'}vg-'—

Mountain, California, im October 1949, when cosnic ray Lo

counters want "offisca}e,forfa,few,seconds", appareantly —-
while 2 "V" of flying saucers was observed visually; and
two, a series of observations by the "Los Alsmos Bird
Watchers Association™ from August 1950 to January 1951,
when cosaie ray coincidence counters behaved queerly.
Circuit diagrams and records were available:for the latter,
and a Panel memdber wvas a150'quick1y'tbrp01nt out that the

recorded 42%t2 wvere .undoubtedly due to instrumental effects

14
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that would have beeh recognized as such by more experienced“'"'":
observers. ) .

The implication that radioactive effects were cor=-
relﬁted with unidentified.flying objects in these two cases N

was, therefore, rejected by the Fanel,

tover operators; Ground QObserver Corps personnel; and -

Educational Program: -

The Panel's concept of a broad educational program

integrating efforts of 2ll éoncerned,égeﬁeies was that it -

shoauld kave-two major aims: training and "debunking". -~ - ITTITIo
The -training 2im-would result in proper recognition =~~~ ——

of unusu2lly illuminated objects (e.g., balloons, zircraft

reflectibﬁs);aSiwellias’natural'phggggggg;(meteors,,fire- )

balls, mirages, noctiluceat clouds). Both visuzal and

radar receognition are concerned... There would be many levels

in such educidtion from enlisted personnel to command _and

research personnel, Relative emphasis and degree-of - - -~ = °

explanation of-differznt prograns would correspond to the

officers 2rd enlisted men in olher categories), : This . =~
training’should*resuitfihjafpéfkéd,?édﬁbtion in reports

caused by nisidentification and resultant confusion.

The "debunking™ aim would result in reduction in

public interest in "flying saucers" which today evqkes a

15
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strongz psychological reaction. This education could be
aécomplished by mass nedia such.as téievision, motion
pictures, and popular articles. Basis of such educatioﬁ .
would be actual case histories which had been puzzling

af fi?st but later explained. As in the case of éonjuring
tricks, there is much'less,stimulatiéﬁ'if the "secrei" is

known. Such a program should tend to reduce the current - -

gullibility of the public and conseguegt}y;gggigisuscepti- o

bility to clever hostile propzganda,

Menbers of the Panel had various suggestions related .. - - .

to the planning of such an educational prograa. It was =

felt strengly that psychologists familiar-with mass psy="—"

chology shouid advise on the nature and extent of the

prograx. Also, someone familiar with mass communication .

technigques, perhaps an advertising expert,

jould be helpful.

The tezgting 1echpi@uesLused:for?airéfaft identification - ... ...

‘during tze p2st war were cited 2s an example of 2 similar- T

educational tzsk.— The amateur astironomers in the U.S,

night b2 2 potentialfsourcefofienthgsiastiéfjal§btAﬂto

spread tze gospel'. It was believed that busimess ¢lubs, . =

high schools, polieges;*and'teleViSiOn;§§§§399§_yould all. . .

be pleased to coorgrate in the showing of documentary

type motion pictures if prepared in an interestirg manner,

16
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The use of true cases showing first the "myétery" and
then the "explanations™ would be force;ul.

To plan and exescute such a progranm, the Danel be11eved

was no pean task. The current investigatory group at ATIC

would, of necessxty, have to be closely integrated for
support with respect to not ‘only the historical cases but.

the current ones. Recent cases are probably. much nore.

susceptible to explanation than older ones; first, because -

of ATIC's exgperience and,fsécondly, their knowledge of most

plausible explanations. The Panel believed thal some

' expansion offthéfATIC¢efI0rtjﬁﬁa1d certainly be requizxed. -

- to support such a prograa, It was believed irappropriats - .

to state axactly how large a Table of Organization would be

required:

The Panel believed that,-with ATIC s support, the . . - " -

educatiozzl program of "iraining and debunking" outlined .

above righi be required for a‘ﬁinimqp;pf one and one-half— =7

to two years,

to "flyirzg saucers" should have been greatly reduced if not

eliminated. Cooperation from other military services and

agencies coacerned (e.g., Federal Civil Defense Adninistras— -~

tion) would be a necessity. In 1nvest1~at1nm significant.

cases {such 2s the Tremonton, Utah, sighting), controlled

‘experiments might be required.. An example would be the

17 R
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photograpbyinglof hpillow balloons" %t differont distances
under similar weather conditions at the site.

The'hglp of one or two psychologists and writers
and a subcontractor to produce training films would be
necessary in addition. The Panel cons%dergd thaé ATIC's

saxry, could bé nost

efforts, temporarily expanded 2s nece

useful in implementing any action taken as 2 result.of . L

its recomuendaztions.

be of value in both the—pgblicjedﬁéégiggg;;and service . . . -

training program envisaged.— At least one Panel member was .~ = -

of the opinion that after-public gullibility lessened and

the service organizations;isuchtas:ADC,WHEdibean,trained,to

Fxperience and recoxrds in ATICwould -

sift out the more readily explained spurious sightings, ¢
there would stili bz arole for a very modést=sized-ATIC . . .. &

section to copz with the residuum-of items of possible

scientific irntelligence value, _This-section should con~ - —— - .-~ " =°c

seemed to indicate the evidence of unconventional ememy. =~ oo TloTT LTI

artifacts. Reports of such artifacts would be expacted-to

arise mainly from Western outposts in far clcser proximity - oo
to the Iron Curtain-thaa Ludbbock, Texas! _5

Unofficial Investigating Groups. .

The Panel took cognizance of the existence of such

=1 -

groups as the 'Civilian Flying Saucer Iavesiigators
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(Los Angeles) and the "Aerial-Paenomena Resezrch Organ~ ,
ization (Wisconsin)". It wes beiieved that such organiza-

tiohs should be watched because of their potentially great

infivence on mass thinking if widespread sightings should — -

occur. The apparent irresponsibility and the possible use ~

of suen groups for.subversivehpg;poses should be kept in

mind. -

Increzs2 in Nunber of Sightings.

The coosensus of the Panel was, based upoa ihe history

of “the subiect, that the,nuﬁbér;offsig@;;ggé;bouldfbé

reasonably expected.-to inerease again this summer, - ...

19;:;’,’,,,,,' ST
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SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY PANEL ON UNIDENTIFIED
FLYING OBJECTS
14-17 January 1953~

Evidence P*esented

1. Seventy-flve case histories of sightings 1951~ 1952__4:;i;;;flf;;gi;
(selected by ATIC as those best documented). o T

2. ATIC Status and Progross Reports of Projeet- . - .-
GRDUGE and Progect,BLU“ BOOK (ccde names for- ATIC‘“”'

3. Progress Reports of Project.STORK (Iastltute
contract _work supporting ATIC)._

Base, New Mexico. - I

4., Summary Report of Sightings at Holleman Air Force -- _- . " 777 il

9. Report of USAF Research Center, Cambri dae, Mass.,fﬁ,,;w,pg,fﬁ;i'ﬁ;
Investigation of 'Green Flreball"‘Pﬁénomena —_ _ S
(Project TWINKLE). ' »

6. Outline of Investigation of UFO's Proposed by
Kirtland Air Force Base (Project POUNCE) .

7. Motion Picture Films of sightings at Trenonton,
Utah, 2 July 1952 and Great Fralls, Montana,
August 1950, —

8. Summary Report of 89 selected cases of sightings  —~ ~—— ~ "
of various categories (Formations, Bl1nk1ng Lights, S
Hovering, etec.). .

9. PDraft of manual: "How to Make a FLYOBRPT", prea ;
pared at ATIC. '

10. Chart Showing Plot of Geographic Location of
Unexplained Sightings in the United Stateées during -
1952,

1l. <Chart Showing Balloon Launch1ng ‘Sites in the
" United States. )

12. Charts Showing Sclected Actual Balloon Flight
Paths and Relation to Reported Sightings.
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Charts Showing Frequency of.Reports of Sightings
1948-1952,
Charts Showing Categories of Explanations of
Sightings. , .
Kodachrone Transparencies of Polyethylene Film - -~
Balloons in Bright Sunlight Showing High . - .. .~ =
Reflectivity.
Motion Picture of Seagulls in Bright Sunlight )
Showing High Reflectivity.
. Intelligence Reports Relating 1o U.S.S.R.
Interest in U.S8. Sightings.
Samples of Official USAF Reporting Forms and
COpjggjgfﬁpéi;inentrAir Force, Army, and Navy .
orders Relating to Subject. =
. SEE@IE?;PElyethyléﬁEf"Plllbw"rBalloong(54 inches -
squars, — )
nyariations in Radar Coverage', JANP 101 (Manuel =
jllustrating unusual operating characteristies - - -
of service radar).
Miscellaneous Official Letters and Foreign Intelli-
gence Reports Dealing with Subject. -
Copies of Popular Published Works Dealing with
Subject (articles and periodicals, newspaper
clippings)v — o -
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