STOP PRESS
~ A $500,000 “TRICK”

Lid taken off the Colorado Cauldron

The current issue of LOOK magazine (the issue for May 15, 1968) hit the North American news stands on April 30
with a staggering article by John G. Fuller. On May 1, FSR received a Xeroxed version of the article, taken from
an advance copy of the magazine, thanks to the kindness of Dr. James McDonald, the University of Arizona
atmospheric physicist. Thanks also to Ralph Rankow for tear sheets of the article.

The article is entitled Flying Saucer Fiasco, and it carries the introduction: “The extraordinary story of the
half-million-dollar ‘trick’ to make Americans believe the Condon Committee was conducting an objective investigation.”

Mr. Fuller traces the sorry history of the University of Colorado Project: the distressing situation that obtains at
the Boulder headquarters is starkly revealed. Full details are given of the sacking of Drs. Saunders and Levine
(see FSR, March/April '68, STOP PRESS). This unhappy episode stemmed from a memorandum which had been
sent to the University by Robert Low (Project Co-ordinator) on August 9, 1966, before the contract was signed. A
file copy of the memo was seen by Saunders and Levine, and they were so disturbed that they communicat2d the
contents to Dr. McDonald. John G. Fuller then relates how Dr. McDonald, in an argument with Mr. Low, revealed
that he knew about the memo. The sackings followed soon afterwards.

The controversial note contained the passage: ". . . Our study would be conducted almost exclusively by
non-believers who, although they couldn't possibly prove a negative result, could and probably would add an
impressive body of evidence that there is no reality to the observations. The trick would be, | think, to describe the
project so that, to the public, it would appear a totally objective study but, to the scientific community would
present the image of a group of non-believers trying their best to be objective, but having an almost zero
expectation of finding a saucer. One way to do this would be to stress investigation, not of the physical phenomena,
but rather of the people who do the observing—the psychology and sociology of persons and groups who report
seeing UFOs. If the emphasis were put here rather than on examination of the old question of the physical reality
of the saucer, | think the scientific community would quickly get the message . . . I'm inclined to feel . . . if we set
up the thing right . . . we could carry the job off to our benefit."”
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THE LEOPARD’S SPOTS

AT THE END of the period covered by this issue of FSR, the Condon
Committee at the University of Colorado is due to complete the
investigation and study of residual UFO cases. The Committee then embarks
on the compiling of the report which it has been charged to prepare.

So far, the life of the Committee has been marked by surprises, and a
deal of criticism. It has even been suggested that the chairman, Dr. Edward U.
Condon, has displayed lack of interest and bias. We confess that while we
have been puzzled by some of the criticism, we have also formed the
impression that at least part of it may have been merited. The old adage has
it that “where there’s smoke there’s fire”, and recent reports confirm,
unhappily, that there might well have been some *‘fire” to have produced this
“smoke™.

Consider an article under the signature of Peter Michelmore in the
April 1968 edition of Escort magazine. This reports an interview with Dr.
Condon, given, we presume, some time in November or December 1967. It
opens with the good doctor shrugging his shoulders in frustration as he says:
““This is like being chief of a fire department that only answers false alarms.”
Later in the article it is stated that:

“The sleuths in Colorado have examined 1,500 saucer reports over the
past year, but they are no closer to explaining UFOs than when they started.

“‘We have not seen a damn thing,” said Dr. Condon. ‘It cannot be
denied that some cases are very puzzling, that sensible people have actually
seen some strange things in the sky. But it is my bet that all this will be
explained one day when we know more about atmospheric phenomena.’ ™

After discussing a number of lunatic fringe and hoax cases, Dr. Condon
concludes with a reference to the famous Washington National Airport
incident, telling how he had traced two airport control officers who had been
on duty at the time. These men had been subjected to so much ridicule that
they declined to talk about UFOs—particularly as they had seen them many
times since over the same airport. The report of the interview is then concluded
with the lines:

**You see,” said Dr. Condon. ‘The whole business is crazy.”

Quite apart from Dr. Condon’s expressed views, we find it alarming that
such a prominent scientist, entrusted with the chairmanship of a body of
researchers commissioned to study an unusual and persistent phenomenon,
should see fit so to discuss his study at its half-way stage.

The publication of reports of this nature has prompted us to enquire
whether or not there are recorded instances of Dr. Condon’s reaction when
face to face with other new and revolutionary ideas. We quickly found a
pointer in the case of Dr. Emmanuel Velikovsky.



Velikovsky's vast studies of geological findings, of
Biblical stories, folklore and mythology, led him to
pronounce revolutionary theories about our planetary
neighbours, and about Earth’s evolution in giant
cataclysmic steps. His first book, Worlds in Collision,
was published in 1950, and Earth in” Upheaval followed
later. This impudent assault on accepted principles did
not go down well with the Scientific Establishment.
Velikovsky was reviled and ridiculed as a hoaxer. In the
van of the counter-attack was Dr. E. U. Condon, at
that time Director of the National Bureau of Standards;
a scathing review of Worlds in Collision appeared under
his signature in New Republic on April 24, 1950. Here
is a section typical of the article;

“The physical, chemical and astronomical statements
which Velikovsky makes, however, are all so completely
at variance with known principles that this reviewer
finds it much easier to believe that the events in question
really were caused by the direct intervention of those
various gods than that they happened in the circum-
stances which Velikovsky invents for their correlation.”

When new and revolutionary ideas threaten to bring
their long-established edifices crumbling down on them,
the orthodox hierarchy always fight back bitterly from
behind barricades of “known principles”. Characteristi-
cally they ignore the fact that there was once a time
when even those principles were unknown.

It is an irony that nowadays, eighteen years after the

publication of Worlds in Collision, some of Velikovsky's
ideas, at that time wildly unacceptable, have been shown
by researchers to be correct. We presume they have
taken their places in the ranks of “known principles”.

No wonder there are some who suggest that Dr.
Condon was chosen for this particular task because his
attitude could be guaranteed. For our part, we think it
more likely that such considerations never entered
anyone’s head when the team was chosen in 1966, and
that Dr. Condon was selected only because he was an
eminent scientist who at that time had never tangled at
length with the UFO problem.

The proof of the Condon Report will be in the reading
thereof, and it will be unwise of anyone to “‘expect the
Earth™. There is one fact that should not be forgotten,
however, and that is that a tidy sum of American public
money has been expended on this project. While
reasonable people will not expect a solution to the
UFO problem, certainly they will expect a sensible
approach to it, without resort either to hoary, time-
worn “‘explanations™, or to vilification and ridicule of
witnesses and serious researchers.

If the American public is to get good value for all
those hundreds of thousands of dollars, then it seems
that the leopard will have to have changed most of its
spots since 1950, a process which apparently had not
even started by the end of 1967, if we are to take the
Escort article at face value.
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THE WHIPPINGHAM

GROUND

EFFECTS

WAS THE DAMAGE TO CROPS CAUSED BY A UFO?
By LEONARD G. CRAMP

During the summer of 1967 the flight of an unusual aerial object was observed by
schoolboys in England's South Coast holiday island, the Isle of Wight. Our
contributor, well known for his two books, Space, Gravity and the Flying Saucer and
Piece for a Jigsaw, has had many contributions in the pages of FLYING SAUCER
REVIEW, including one in our very first issue in January 1955. The investigation
which he and his friends made of this 1967 incident was so meticulous that we are
delighted to present the report for our readers.

AT a quarter to nine on a fine, cloudless morning
last year (July 10, 1967), two pupils of the
Whippingham Primary School, near Newport, Isle of
Wight, were lining up with their fellows to enter school
when a stationary object in the northern sky caught the
attention of one of the boys. The object was “milky-
white”” and ‘“‘cloud-like” and looked like a disc with a
bi-convex section. It may or may not be significant that
immediately prior to the sighting the boy’s eye had
been attracted by falling ash, drifting in a westerly
direction across the sky. Apparently ash does occa-
sionally drift across to the school from a works situated
farther to the west, but then the ash is carried eastwards
by a westerly wind. On the morning in question there
was no wind, and “there seemed to be silvery sparks
around the large pieces of ash™. It was while looking
at this that the UFO was first seen hovering near the
distant B.H.C. test tank research establishment.

When the boys came out into the playground at 1030,
the boy who had spotted the original object looked in
the direction in which he had first seen it at 0845, but
saw nothing. Then his companion spotted the same (or
a similar) object further to the west. About a dozen
boys watched as the UFO moved in a westerly direction.
Its size was estimated to be “‘larger than a bus™. During
this time the UFO was descending and was “fluttering
down like something out of control”. This motion
continued until the UFO was at approximately 2 degrees
elevation; then it seemed to “‘correct itself”” and began
to climb. The westerly traverse between the first and
second sightings was calculated to be approximately 30
degrees. The UFO was then lost to view behind a line
of trees.

On his way home that evening on top of a bus, one
witness saw marks in the barley field (Site A) which is
bounded by the Newport-East Cowes road and adjoins
the school playground.

Investigations of this site revealed large areas (up
to 6 yds. wide) of damage, in the form of depressed and
flattened stalks, which made an almost completely
circular pattern. The damage had a very mechanical
appearance in a vortex pattern, sometimes clockwise
and sometimes anti-clockwise, but predominantly
clockwise. The centres of some of the vortices had tufts
with broken stalks and others had nothing—obviously

the roots and stalks had disappeared completely. In
these areas the heads of corn had been denuded and
looked (to quote one farmer) “as if they had been
thrashed™. From the rim of several of these vortices
there were “‘lanes”, about Ift. in width, which began
in the barley that had been pressed down outwardly.
These lanes tapered to an end in the midst of untouched
barley.

At first the investigators presumed that the damage
was restricted to the area near the school, but further
investigation revealed that the marks in the Site “A”
field continued, in a diminishing pattern, in a northerly
direction parallel to and 12 yds. from the hedge lining
the Cowes-Newport road. The marks on the Northern
and Western boundaries of Site “*A™ were discovered
at a later date when a study was made of aerial
photographs.

The barley field denoted as Site “B™ has a piggery
on its boundary, and the damage here was discovered
to be in the form of a continuous trough some 3 to 4 yds.
in width and 88 yds. in length. The trough runs close to
—and parallel with—the access path to the piggery.
There is a strong resemblance to the general characteris-
tics at Site ““A”". The undamaged heads of corn on the
northern side of the trough were in a uniform line
towards the east, as though the barley had been swept
by a broad broom. The damage discovered on this site
corresponds exactly to the 30-degree traverse indicated
by the boys. The westerly end of the trough thins out
and skirts round a small derelict shed. This thinning out
coincides with the point at which the object was said to
have been climbing. This completely supports the
suggestion that, if an aerial object produces effects on
the ground because it is at a low altitude, then those
effects must diminish as the object gains height.

In the “eye™ of one of the whorls a 6in. cube section
of concrete, weighing a few pounds, was found resting
on some of the stalks but covered by top stalks.
Although the investigators tried to identify the piece
with others on a nearby disused gun-site, they could not
satisfy themselves that it had come from there, although
this is the likeliest possibility.

A further significant point is that the body of a wood-
pigeon had been seen at the precise point at which the
witnesses stated the object was first seen hovering. This



YView from school showing UFO flight path, which, it is emphasised, was beyond the line of trees

has a special bearing on the discovery of pigeon feathers,
which were later found distributed along the damaged
areas.

The investigation continued into Site “C”, which is a
barley field similar to Site “*A”. The damage here had
the same general characteristics as in Site “A’—i.e.
intermittent with central tufts and occasional “‘lanes™
which led off towards the southern hedgerow. As with
Site “B”, the undamaged heads of corn were regimented
towards the east.

Damage on sites D, G, H, I and ] (all barley fields)
followed the general pattern of Site “*A”, while Site
“E” had characteristics of both Sites A’ and “*B""—i.e.
intermittent and trough-like damage.

Several stones were found in the damage at Site *“C

1)

’

lying in a similar position to the piece of concrete at
Site “B”.

Site “E”’, which is grassland, had large numbers of
stones (from several ounces to a few pounds) which
were deposited on top of the grass over a wide area.
Many of these stones could not have been in these
positions for long, since the grass underneath was still
quite green.

At Site “*C" the torn remains of a pigeon’s wing were
found, feathers being distributed and co-mingled with
the rotary lay of the damaged barley. One of these
feathers was found tightly wedged between a piece of
stone and other foreign matter. It was this discovery
that caused the investigators to back-track over sites
A, B, C and D, where more feathers were found,

The damage continuing in Site ‘A’ towards the distant B.H.C. Test Tanks
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Sketch-map of the fields around Whippingham, Isle of Wight.
Key: 1. The School 2. The piggery 3. British Hovercraft Corporation test tanks
4. Derelict harvester 5. H.T. poles 6. Caravan site

Note: With the exception of 'F,’ the lettered "'sites," and also that lying between '‘H' and 'F," were all barley fields.

It was in these that the damage was discovered. In the sketch, areas of damage are marked by the dark, curly pattern,

and should not be confused with the conventional signs for trees elsewhere. The positions of the stones are denoted

by crosses in sites '‘B' and 'F,’ and the approximate areas where pigeon feathers were found are indicated by small
triangles.

Our cover illustration shows the deep scar on Site '‘B' looking along the UFO flight path. The small hut around
which the marks meander can be clearly seen, Note also the rotary nature of the damage
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Typical rotary damage on Site ‘C’' in which the last
remains of the little wood pigeon was found. This photo shows
one wing, the many other feathers are camouflaged among the

barley. Here again the broken and thrust down effect is most
evident

constituting a continuous trail throughout the damaged
areas. One of the investigators then remembered seeing
the body of a pigeon lying in the Newport-Cowes road
on the morning of July 10, in the position referred to
above. As the body had been only a few yards from the
entrance to Site ““B”, this area was searched, but the
body could not be found. Some feathers were, however,
collected for later analysis.

When the extent of the damage to their fields had
been seen by the local farmers, they could not accept
the idea that the weather, which had been very fine
preceding the discovery of the damage, could have
caused such effects. They agreed, individually, that the
damage was too localised to be the result of any natural
causes known to them, and one farmer said “it looks
as though a mad thing has gone through there.”

Could the damage have been caused by straying
cattle? This question was answered when the team was
shown an adjoining field where cows had strayed.
There was no similarity at all between the two effects.
Moreover, the damage at Site “*A” was intermittent and
had no interconnecting “*lanes” between the larger areas
of damage.

Perhaps, then, shorter-legged animals—e.g. dogs,
pigs, etc.—might have caused the damage? This
possibility was discarded when one of the farmers came
through his fields followed by two Labrador dogs (one
of which was a fully-grown dog and the other a few-
months-old puppy). The dogs gambolled through the

barley with an abandon that worried the non-farming
team. However, the farmer was completely unconcerned,
for the stalks of barley resumed their original state as
soon as the dogs had moved farther into the field.
Though the puppy twisted himself round and round in
the barley, there were no traces left of his passage and
the team was therefore able to discount one more theory
of natural causes.

There remained the possibility that freak winds,
sufficient to cause a minor whirlwind or *“back-
draught™ effects, could have caused the damage, and
the opinion of a professional meteorologist was sought.
He stated that this would have been impossible. This
opinion is considered to be fully borne out by the
regimented pattern of the damage (absolutely parallel
to hedgerows and unhedged paths, precise right-angled
turns, the skirting of a dilapidated and overgrown hut,
etc.), which was most unlikely to have been caused by
some inanimate source.

Much of the damage coincided with the spot over
which the witnesses claimed to have seen the UFO. It
might, however, be argued that all the witnesses saw
was the “eye™ of a moving whirlwind taking dust and
debris along with it. If this was so, then such a whirlwind
seen at that range must have caused considerably more
noise (one authority instances a noise like an express
train) than the silence which attended the sighting.

It must be pointed out that the rotary pattern left in
the barley was consistent with the clockwise rotation
of whirlwinds in the Northern hemisphere, but in a
number of cases the rotation was counter-clockwise and
the vortices alternated everywhere.

Although the damage was spread over a considerable
area of the countryside, the width was restricted within
about | to 6 yds. Even at the narrowest widths, the
damage had been violent—the stalks having been
broken and flattened, heads denuded and some central
tufts of corn completely removed. Any whirlwind
capable of such havoc must not only have been attended
by terrific noise but must have caused considerable
atmospheric disturbance over a radius of many yards.
The effects of such a disturbance would have tended to
diminish towards the perimeter of the vortex, but the
barley was uniformly depressed and was very localised,
e.g. as though a large plate had been spun at great speed
while being pressed into the barley.

In several places large stones (alien to the surrounding
earth) were found, and in one particular spot the cube
of concrete mentioned earlier, similar to pieces at a
disused gun-site a quarter of a mile away. At Site “F",
which was a freshly sown meadow, numbers of large
stones were distributed over a considerable area. The
crushed and yellowed state of the grass under these
stones indicated that the depositing must have taken
place when the grass was nearing maturity.

Other materials, such as old—or prematurely aged—
bones, torn paper, etc., were also found on top of and
sandwiched between layers of flattened barley. These
finds were significant in that they were almost entirely
restricted to the areas of damage and bore the same
signs of dehydration as the surrounding barley, which
supports the view that they must have been deposited
there during the action of the damage.

Before the UFO sighting had been reported to the



investigators, one of the team had noticed a dead wood-
pigeon at the side of the road (as mentioned earlier), but
this had not been remembered until the investigation
revealed feathers, etc., in the areas of damage. An
obvious inference would be that the feathers found later
must have come from the same bird, but this cannot be
proved as a fact. At Site “*C” a wing and over fifty
feathers were found. These were distributed in layers
and showed the same spiral effects as the smashed barley
—i.e. each layer of convolute barley had to be lifted to
expose further feathers.

As mentioned earlier, the discovery of the feathers
caused the team to back-track over the other sites and
finally to the road (since this was a week or two later,
the pigeon’s carcase had disappeared). It was then
realised that the spot where the dead pigeon had been
coincided exactly with the position of the UFO at the
first sighting. As more damage was found in fields
right down to the river Medina, the team looked for
any similar signs and soon realised that the pattern was
being maintained. Feathers were found—but usually
only after careful examination of the lower layers of
barley—often in profusion over quite a few yards, then
there would be a total lack so that it appeared as if the
trail had ended, but in fact the trail continued to the

Aerial view of Site ‘A’ looking S.W. showing school boundary

limit of the investigation.

Later analysis by a competent ornithologist revealed
that all of the 130 feathers were identifiable as being
those of a young wood-pigeon. Significantly, none of
the feathers was duplicated. The ornithologist was
therefore confident that all the feathers had come from
the same bird.

The magnitude of the force exerted by the cause of
the damage was emphasised by the discovery of small
feathers firmly sandwiched between a stone and another
substance, which had the appearance of baked clay. and
other feathers which were co-mingled with and even
pierced on stalks of the barley. Though these effects can
equally be attributed to a whirlwind type of phenome-
non, the magnitude of this force was clearly out of all
proportion to the restricted nature of the damage and
the deliberately controlled path taken. For this reason,
neither a whirlwind nor a plasma-type (ball-lightning)
phenomenon can satisfactorily explain the cause of the
damage.

The investigation was concluded at Site “*E” on the
easterly bank of the river Medina. At this point it was
discovered that the main trough in the barley thinned
out, this being consistent with the gentle fall of the land
towards the banks of the river (and the thing which



caused the trough keeping at constant level flight?).
Field-glasses revealed further marks in a barley field on
the opposite, western, side of the river and these also
began some way up the bank, as on the eastern side,
curving slightly towards the west (sketch map). Owing
to the nearness of the harvest, these marks were not
investigated.

There would appear to be a possible corroboration
of the UFO sighting on July 10, for, some time after
the above investigation was concluded, a report was
received of a UFO sighting that same week in July.
Again, the witness was a young lad, but this sighting
was made several miles away at Carisbrooke Grammar
School situated on the opposite side of the river to the
Whippingham School.

At the time in July, this youngster told his parents
of what he claimed to have seen while playing cricket.
They admitted they treated the story very lightly. His
account was much the same, the UFO appearing about
half-an-inch at arm’s length, low down over the trees of
Parkhurst Forest and flying in a westerly direction. He
claimed he saw something shiny on the disc that looked
like portholes.

Aerial view looking towards the River Medina

This report is particularly interesting, for one
morning while going to work last July one of the
investigators of the Whippingham case spotted some
marks in a barley field near Parkhurst Forest. Not being
able to link them with the Whippingham case, he had
mentioned it to the other members of the team and
then dismissed it from his mind. But the remarkable
thing is that a line bisecting the end of the barley
damage on Site “E” on the eastern bank of the river
with the recommencement of that line in the field on
the western side, also passes right over Parkhurst
Forest—and over the adjacent barley field, where those
same marks were seen that early July morning!

Here we have an entirely separate sighting of a UFO,
reported at the time (last July), but not revealed to the
investigators till later, which was observed several miles
away from the Whippingham sighting. Only the date,
the time and the direction of flight link the two cases,
but the damage in the barley field on Parkhurst road
strongly corroborates it!

Piece for a Jigsaw by Leonard G. Cramp, price 27s. 6d.
Somerton Publishing Co. Ltd., Newport Road, Cowes,
Isle of Wight, England.



Analysis of 8,260 UFO Sightings

A STUDY OF CASES REPORTED TO THE U.S. AIR FORCE
By DR. JACQUES VALLEE

All available Air Force summaries of UFO cases have been punched into computer
cards for convenient information retrieval. The present article provides some
elementary frequency tables giving the number of sightings in each category of
interpretation used by the U.S. Air Force as a function of time of year, population
density and other parameters for every geographic area. This analysis leads to the

observation of several simple laws.

THE STATISTICS presented here are a by-product
of a computer-based study of geographic patterns
related to the UFO Phenomenon. In the course of this
study it was convenient to convert the totality of the
U.S. Air Force statistics into machine-readable form.
As readers may not be aware of the current state of
the problem, a few words of introduction may be
helpful before these statistics are discussed.

In spite of frequent rumours to the contrary, neither
Project Blue Book nor the Condon Committee at the
University of Colorado is in a position to produce
historical and background statistics from the existing
records of UFO observations. A popular magazine
article published in 1966 and inspired by the Air Force
made reference to Blue Book and “its big automated
filing system’ implying that the Air Force could retrieve
essential parameters of sightings from its files by
automatic means. This is definitely a false statement.

Yet such a system would obviously be a vital part of
any serious study of UFOs. All sciences of observation
rely on extensive archives of carefully recorded data; as
a special case of aerial phenomena, UFO events can
be dealt with in the same manner. The methods of
meteorology, in particular, would seem to be applicable;
they involve the recording of reported events over as
broad a time-basis as possible, and reduction of the
resulting catalogues to a form suitable for analysis.
Certainly, a purely statistical study of a phenomenon as
elusive as the UFO has no value in itself, but it is
indispensable as a support for any serious (passive or
active) physical investigation of the phenomena
involved.

The feasibility of such a system, on the other hand, is
clear since the following parameters are available for
every UFO sighting which is officially recorded by
American military authorities:

(1) Date of sighting.

(2) Location of sighting.

(3) Country, state or geographic area.

(4) Military classification.

(5) Names of witnesses.

(6) Result of investigation.

(7) Special comments for radar, photo or physical

specimen.

In the course of our study of the files, it was natural
to construct an index containing these seven pieces of
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data for all officially-reported sightings. If we take into
account the fact that Blue Book historical records are
somewhat incomplete, we find that information can be
obtained for 8,260 reports sent to the U.S. Air Force by
military or civilian observers between 1942 and 1965.
All these data were punched into cards in a routine
fashion after a standard format had been defined. A
digital computer was then programmed to give some
preliminary statistical tables. To present these tables is
the purpose of the article.
* * *

Out of 8,260 reports examined, 8,084 gave precise date
and geographic location. One hundred and ninety-four
(roughly one in every forty) included photographs. Of
these, eight (including the Drury photographs taken in
Port Moresby, New Guinea, on August 23, 1953) were
classified. Two hundred and twenty-five were radar
cases, of which sixteen were unidentified and forty-eight
classified. For the record, it may be useful to list these
unidentified radar cases:

1 | 15 October 1948 | Kyushu, Japan

2 | 27 March 1950 | Motubu, Okinawa, Japan

3| 24 August 1950 | Bermuda

4 | 21 September 1950 | Provincetown, Massachusetts

5 | 13 September 1951 | Goose AFB, Labrador

6 | 28 January 1953 | Albany, Georgia

7 3 February 1953 | Iceland Classified case
8 | 17 February 1953 | Fort Austin, Michigan Classified case
9 | 24 June 1953 | Iwo Jima
10 5 August 1953 | Bismarck
11 | 28 September 1953 | Palmdale, California "
12 | 20 March 1955 | Tokyo, Japan Classified case
13 | 12 February 1956 | Goose Bay, Labrador )
14 | 18 October 1956 | Wheelus AFB, Libya Classified case
15 3 June 1957 | Shreveport, Louisiana
16 | 25 July 1957 | Niagara Falls, N.Y.

Table 1
List of radar sightings listed as **Unidentified"’. Air Force files

In order to analyse the bulk of the files we proceeded
as follows:

(1) We took the Air Force’s interpretation at face
value. In the table above, the time distribution of the
sightings is such as to arouse certain suspicions—to say
the least—concerning the methods used by the Air Force
to arrive at their conclusion. The fact that no unidentified
radar case appears after 1957 is the consequence of a
selection effect, and it is precisely in recognising such
biases that our retrieval system can be useful.

(2) Sightings were organised for clarity into four
categories of interpretation:



(a) Man-made objects (aircraft, balloon, satellite).

(b) Astronomical (meteors, Venus, total astro.).

(c) Varia (“‘Other”, “Pending”, “Insufficient™).

(d) Unknown.

(3) Statistics were first compiled over weekly intervals
for fine detail. =

For every year the weekly number of cases of each
category was displayed as shown in Table 11 (year 1964).
From these tables certain observations can be made
immediately: as could be expected, aircraft mis-
identifications are most frequent during summertime,
while satellites peak in late July and early August. The
conditions of maximum brightness for Venus are not
seasonally linked, of course. Meteors, on the other hand,
are reported in all periods.

YEAR 1964—RAW DATA

Man-made | Astronomical Varia
1 —

Month ! £ | -] E
on <
Week c 8 ) E E g [
e | 3|18 8| =l1s|l€E|B]s8]=
gEl=s|l3lglel@]lEl3|EB1%]18

= [ E L) 3] o - i [ c
mlA|d|ZE|> | F|O|E|&]|R]|5
January 1 241 2 2 4
2 0
3 2 1 1 1 B
4 1 1 3 3 1 2 8
February 1 2 3 1 4 6
2 3 2 2 7
3 3 2 2 1 6
4 ! 21 3 2 | 6
March 1 1 2 2 1 1 5
2 2 1 1 2 6
3 1 | 1 2 1 2 6
4 1 1 1 2
April 1] 1 2| 2 ‘ 2] 1 1] 7
2 2 3 3 1 9
3 | B 1l el 2 9
4 2 ‘ i 2 4 6 | 1 15
May 1 2 1 5 4 5 2 1 16
2 T 1 B 1 1 2 3 1 1|11
3] 9 | 9 2 3 5 a 7 1| 34
4 1 I e | 3 1 4 4 4 1 1119
June 1 4 1 3 1 1 9
2 2 1 5 1 1] 10
3l 1 | 1| s 7
4 2 1 2 1 1 1 7
July 1 5 2 | 2 1 4 1 13
2 1 2 4 1 3 3 2 15
3 2 i|12 3 1 4 4 3 21 30
4 4 3] 21 1 3 4 3 2| 40
August 1 3 1] 13 3 1 6 5 28
2 2 6 2 4 4 4120
3 2 1 5 2 4 2 3 1]18
4 4 5 | 1 6 1 16
September 1 1 4 2 1 6 3 4 18
2 1 1 3 2 1 1 7
3 2 | 1 1 2 6
4 1 1 2 4
October 1 1 1 1 3 | 6
2 1 1 1 3
3 1 1 2 1 2 6
4 2 1 1 4 2 9
November 1 1 3 4 5 1 3 13
2 1 2 | | 2 1 i
3 3 7 2 2 1 3 1117
4 1 3 1 | 4 9
December 1 2 1 2 1 1 6
2 . | 1 1 2
3 1 | 3 4
4 1 1 | 2
Total 63 | 20 ‘134 52| 24 {106 | 75| 92 4| 18 |512

Table 11

Next, we compute for each year the contribution of
every weekly interval. Here we find that seasonal effects
do not play an important role, although the majority
of the sample is made up of North American sightings.
The