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Mr. Clifford E. Stone
Director

Operation Blue Fly Research
P.O. Box 5695

Roswell, NM 88202-5696

Dear Clifford:

Thanks for your letter and extensive report on the Operation Blue
Fly Research Project. 1 appreciate you taking the time and
effort to conduct this exhaustive research effort and share your
views with me on this important matter.

As you are well aware, the House Government Operations Committee
has taken an interest in this matter from the perspective you
present in your paper. However, all of the intelligence agencies
and their related counterparts throughout the government still
claim, officially, that they have not kept the Congress in the
dark on this matter. Congressional hearings may be held on this
matter later this session.

Though I am not a member of the House Government Operations
Committee or the House Intelligence Committee I will share your
comments and report with my colleagues on tHese two panels. Rest
assured, I will continue to keep your conclusions in mind while
the Congressional panels review this matter.

Again, I appreciate you taking the time and effort to contact me.
It is important that I be aware of the feelings and concerns of
the people I serve in Congress. Your comments enable me to keep
on top of the issues and I value your opinion.

cerely,

E SKEEN
Member of Congress
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INTRODUCTION

By

Clifford E. Stone

SFC, U.S. Army (Ret.)

For many years now the American Intelligence Community has
been charged with the alleged cover up of UFO data and not
releasing this information to the American Public or
members of Congress. This should be considered as a
serious charge; not because of an alleged cover up or
keeping information from the American Public. The one
factor that makes this charge so serious is the allegation

of keeping information from members of Congress.

Congress serves as the watchdog of our way of life. While
various types of information must be protected (classified)
in the legitimate interest of National Security and kept
from the American Public; we can never afford to accept
Congress being left out. For this very reason executive
sessions were created to protect classified information,

while keeping Congress informed.

Over the years Congress has held many open hearings into

the subject of UFO's, while at the same time there has



never been any mention of any executive sessions being held
on the subject of UFO's., These hearings have always been
based on the Project Blue Book files with no mention of any

other agencies' involvement.

With the enactment of the PA/FQIA of 1974, documents were
released alluding to more than a passive interest in UFO's
by many government agencies other than just the U.S. Air
Force. These documents were once classified and heavily
censored at the time of their release. Also, there is
strong indications the Congress was never made aware of the
existence of these documents, their classified nature, or
even the other agencies' interest in UFO's. Many of these
documents go into the 1970's, 80's and 90's. They, also,
tend to reflect a concern that these objects (UFO's) are
something real and involve an advanced technology. If this
is truly the case, it would totally rule out the first two

conclusions of every Air Force investigation to date.

I am of the firm belief that Congress should hold a hearing
on the involvement of various intelligence agencies
éoncerning their interest in the UFO Phenomena. Not to
determine if UFO's are interplanetary; but rather if
information is being kept from Congress and should this be

the case, what is its legality.

The intent of this report is not to provide members of

Congress with "evidence" of interplanetary space craft; but



to provide documentation of the existence of an interest by
various government agencies, while at the same time, these
agencies were expressing that they had no interest in the
subject matter. Also, this documentation clearly shows a
high level of interest, often classified, with no
indication that any member of Congress is being kept

informed of these activities.

Cnce again, I wish to state that the intent of any hearing
should not be the proving or disproving of the phenomena.
The only desired purpose should be determining the
exclusion of Congress by the various agencies of this type
of information, and hence, ending once and for all the

allegations of cover up.

Congress should be in a firm position to issue a statement
that they, as a governing body, are well aware of every
detail covered in this report and it is their firm belief
that no cover up exist. If not, then Congress owes it to
the American Public, which they serve, to call for a

Congressional Hearing.

Congress must protect the trust placed in it by the
American People. The only way this can be done is by
Congress being well informed of the activities of other

governmental agencies.

While it is understood that some information must be kept



out of the public domain to insure legitimate National
Security interest; no justification must ever be accepted
for the exclusion of Congress; the watchdog of our way of

life and our democracy.

CLIFFORD E. STONE
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INVESTIGATION OF UFO'S



THE U.S. AIR FORCE'S REAL, OFFICIAL

INVESTIGATION OF UFO'S

By

Clifford E. Stone

SFC, U.S. Army (Ret.)

Copyright (c) June 1993 by Clifford E. Stone

"Moreover, reports of unidentified flying objects which
could affect national security are made in accordance with
JANAP 146 or Air Force Manuel 55-11, and are NOT part of
the Blue Book system. The Air Force experience therefore
confirms the IMPRESSION of the University of Colorado
researchers 'that the defense function could be performed
within the framework established for intelligence and
surveillance operations without the continuance of a

special unit such as Project Blue Book.'"

The above guote is taken directly from an official U.S. Air
Force document, dated October 20, 1969, recommending the
termination of Project Blue Book. Also this guote clearly
points out several items of interest concerning Project
Blue Book. First, Blue Book was established to receive UFO
reports from the public at large and act as a public

relations unit. Blue Book was not to be involved with



those cases considered to be of vital intelligence
interest. For those cases, involving vital intelligence
concerns, another entity or reporting channel had already
been established outside of the Blue Book reporting

system. Secondly, the Air Force, unknown to the public,
had in place another reporting channel for UFO reports
which they wished to keep away from the public's view. The
University of Colorado researchers made just such a
recommendation not being aware of the existence of this

other entity outside of Project Blue Book.

Later, in this article, I will identify this other entity
and trace some of its history. However, for now, I would
like to reflect upon some other interesting points made by

this document.

"The termination of Project Blue Book would leave no
official federal office to receive reports of UFOs.
However, as already stated, reports of UFOs which could
affect national security would continue to be handled
through the standard Air Force procedures designed for this

purpose."

Read the above guote again, which is from the Air Force
document in question, very closely. Here it is made very
clear that while the termination of Project Blue Book would
give the impression that the U.S. Air Force was out of the

UFO business by not have a clearing house, so to speak, for



submission of UFO reports from the public, it would carry
on its investigation of those UFO cases it deemed to have
vital intelligence interest, without fear of any questions
from the media or public at large. All the U.S. Air Force
had to do, should anyone ask questions, was to simply state
that the U.S. Air Force ceased its investigation of UFOs on
December 17, 1969 as a result of the University of Colorado
Study recommendation. Since the existence of this other
reporting system was unknown to the media and public it was
not required, nor did the Air Force wish, to make its

existence known.

To this very day the U.S. Air Force does not want the
American Public to be made aware of any such UFO program
currently in existence within its intelligence branch.

Yet, I assure you that such a unit does, in fact, exist and
one of its many duties is the gathering of information on
UFO cases that it deems to have vital intelligence
interest. This same unit is charged with the
responsibility of forwarding the information they gather on

UFOs to other interested agencies.

There have been many explanations, both pro and con, given
for this document, known as the "Bolender Memo". The pro
has been that it "proves" the U.S. Air Force had, and still
has, a highly classified UFO investigation program. The
con is that Brigadier General (BG) Bolender was pressed for

time and had to say something. Not wanting to made the



powers that be worry, that should a situation araise
concerning UFOs and national security, we would be ill
equiped to deal with such a situation, he chose to state we
already have that base covered, not really knowing what he
was talking about. Actually BG Bolender knew quite well
what he was talking about. BG Bolender knew that Project
Blue Book did not investigate the really good UFO cases
reported to the U.S Air Force. BG Bolender knew of that

"special unit" located at Fort Belvoir, Virginia.

Under Air Defense Command Regqulation 24-4, dated January 3,
1953, the 4602d Air Intelligence Service Sgquadron (RISS)
was created. On August 26, 1953 this "special unit" was
charged with the official investigation of UFOs under Air
Force Regulation 200-2. All UFO reports were to go through
the 4602d AISS prior to any transmission to Project Blue

Book at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio.

AFR 200-2, dated August 12, 1954, stated, "The Air Defense
Command has a direct interest in the facts pertaining to
UFOB's (UFO reports) reported within the ZI (Zone of the
Interior) and has, in the 4602d Air Intelligence Service
Squadron (AISS) the capability to investigate these
reports. The 4602d AISS is composed of specialists trained
for field collection and investigation of matters of air
intelligence interest which occur within the ZI. This

squadron is highly mobile and depolyed throughout the ZI."



Here we have an Air Force Regulation making it clear that
the Air Defense Command had a direct interest in UFOs, as
well as the unit best suited to do the investigations. The
4602d AISS. Also, indicating that another agency, outside

of Project Blue Book, was involved with UFO investigations.

We are aware that every Air Force Base was required to
appoint a Project Blue Book Officer, mostly as an
additional duty, to handle UFO reports that came to the
attention of the base. However, these officers were not
permitted to report cases directly to Project Blue Book at
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. They first had to bring
the cases to the attention of, you guessed it, the 46024
AISS., Nor were they to conduct any investigation beyond a
preliminary without a direct request to do so from the

46024 AISS.

AFR 200-2 stated, "All Air Force activities are authorized
to conduct such preliminary investigation as may be
required for reporting purposes; however, investigations
should not be carried beyond this point, unless such action

is requested by the 46024 AISS."

According to AFR 200-2, "The Air Technical Intelligence
Center (ATIC) will analyze and evaluate: All information
and evidence within the ZI after the Air Defense Command
has exhausted all efforts to identify the UFOB; and all

information and evidence collected in overseas areas."



I have several problems with the above quote from AFR
200-2. First, we now know, thanks to the Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA), that many of the cases that should
have been in the Project Blue Book files were not there.
However, they did show up in the Director of Air
Intelligence files with a clear indication that they had,
in fact, gone through the 46024 AISS. Secondly, many of
the overseas cases, which should have been in the Project
Blue Book files were also missing. However, many of these
have also turned up in the Director of Air Intelligence
files, once again, indicating they, too, had gone through
the 4602d AISS. Third, none of these missing files, that
were located in the Office of the Director of Air
Intelligence, gave any indication that they had been
explained away by the 4602d AISS. Even if they had been
explained, there should have been files on these cases in

the Project Blue Book files.

In October, 1989, the Office of the Director of Air
Intelligence released several files to me. These files
should have been in the Blue Book files also, but they were
not. What I found interesting about these files was that
all technical information gathered by the aircraft that
were involved was forwarded to the National Security Agency
(NSA) by the 4602d AISS and not Project Blue Book. Of
course, most of the aircraft involved in these cases were

RB-47's and the National Security Agency would be the



agency best suited to evaluate the electronic data
gathered. However, the NSA will not release any
information on these cases, even though they occurred in

the mid-1950's.

Over the years, as a result of Air Force reorganization,
the 4602d AISS has been known by many names. In July, 1957
the 4602d AISS became the 1006th AISS. In April, 1960 it
became known as the 1127th USAF Field Activities Group.
Later, it would become known by such names as the 7602d
Field Activities Group, the U.S. Air Force Special
Activities Center, and today exists as the 696th Air

Intelligence Group located at Fort Belvoir, Virginia.

Also, over the years, this unit maintained three of its
peacetime functions. These were: 1. Unidentified Flying
Objects (UFOs), to investigate reliably reported UFOs
within the United States. From documents released under
the Freedom of Information Act, it would, also, appear they
collected information on UFOs from overseas and forwarded
this information to, "interested agencies". 2. Project
Moon Dust, to recover non-U.S. objects or objects of
unknown origin and debris of such objects that had survived
re-entry from space to earth. Cf course, some very earthly
space objects are initially reported as UFO's or objects of
unknown origin until closer examination is made. 3.
Operation Blue Fly, to expeditiously retrieve MOON DUST and

other items of vital intelligence interest. This included



reports of allegedly downed UFOs, both within the United

States and abroad.

These three peacetime missions all involve, "a potential
for empolyment of qualified field intelligence personnel on
a quick reaction basis to recover or perform field
exploitation of unidentified flying objects, or known
Soviet/Bloc aerospace vehicles, weapons systems, and/or
residual components of such equipment."™ These missions
were carried out by 3 wan intelligence teams. However,
they could draw upon the resources of the closest military
installation(s) in the area of operations both overseas and

here in the United States.

We can ascertain from newspaper accounts and documents that
have been released under FOIA requests that our government
did, in fact, recover objects of unknown origin both
overseas and in the United States. We can, also, ascertain
that the military was involved in some aspects with these

recoveries.

In December 1965, the military recovered an object of
unknown origin in Kecksburg, PA. 1In August 1967, we
recovered an object of unknown origin described as a
satellite, in Sudan. In July 1968, we recovered an object
of unknown origin in Nepal. This object was described as

being in four pieces with one of the pieces said to be of a



nose cone shape.

What do all these cases have in common? Our government
will not answer any questions concerning these cases.
Neither will they identify the origin of the objects nor
what these objects were. Surely, at this time in our
world's history, there can be no useful purpose in keeping

this information classified.

Debunkers will state that if these objects are anything,
they are Soviet spacecraft which we recovered and do not
want the Soviets to know they came into our possession., 1If
this were truly the case, why have the Soviets not filed an
official protest with the United Nations? The Soviets are
just as capable to tract their space objects as we are.
They would surely be aware of where their space objects
impacted on earth, should they survive re-entry. Also, we
are a party to various space treaties and UN resolutions
dealing with space objects which have returned to earth.
Should we recover any object, belonging to another country,
and not return it, we would be in violation of
international law. We might look very closely at any
object or objects we might recover for technical
intelligence purposes. However, in the end, we would
return them to the launch authority or country. In these

cases mentioned above this has not happened.

In December 1989, I desided to gather as much information



as possible on the unit at Fort Belvoir, VA, Project Moon
Dust, and Operation Blue Fly. The responses I received from
the Air Force proved to be quiet interesting in that they
considered the release of any information to be so
sensitive that in their response to me of June 5, 1991 they
wrote: "We can neither confirm nor deny the existence or
nonexistence of records responsive to your request
regarding 'Projects or Operations known as BLUE FLY, MOON
DUST, AFCIN SOP, and ICGL #4,' as any other response could
reveal classified information concerning military plans,
weapons, or operations under section 1.3(a) (1) of Executive
Order 12356, 'National Security Information.' Therefore,
pursuant to Title 5, United States Code (USC), Section
552(b) (1), and Air Force Regulation 12-30, paragraph 10a,
your request is denied." This statement indicated that
these programs and regulations were current and still

active.

Of course, I appealed this decision. All efforts, on my
own, to gather information on the UFO History of the 46024
AISS, Project Moon Dust, and Operation Blue Fly have met
with the Air Force ending all their replies with,
"Therefore, no further action is required and this matter
is considered closed." Considered closed by who? I assure
you, this matter was not, by no means, considered closed by

me.

With the Air Force being unwilling to release any

10



information, I asked for the help of the office of Senator
Bingaman. At first the Senator's office was hesitant to
become involved in a nutty subject such as UFO cover-ups.
However, after looking at my documentation and listening to
me explain that I was looking for the truth concerning
these missions and the 4602d AISS's involvement with them,
and not necessarily UFOs or spacecraft from some other
planet, the Senator's Office made its first inquiry on my

behalf.

In November 1992, the Air Force responded to the Senator's
first inquiry. The Air Force stated, "There is no agency
nor has there ever been, at Fort Belvoir, Virginia, which
would deal with UFOs or have any information about the
incident at Roswell. 1In addition, there is no Project Moon
Dust or Operation Blue Fly. These mission have never

existed."

Armed with this response and feeling that the Air Force had
chosen to lie to a United Stated Senator in order to cover
up the existence of this "agency", Project Moon Dust, and

Operation Blue Fly; I rebuttaled their reply.

In a letter, dated April 14, 1993, the Air Force responded
to my rebuttal of their earlier reply stating, "Upon
further review of the case (which was aided by the several
attachments to Mr. Stone's letter), we wish to amend the

statements contained in the previous response to your

11



inquiry." Also, the Air Force attempted to down play the
4602d AISS's involvement with UFOs by not naming the unit
and stating, "As the occasion never arose to use these air
defense teams, the mission was assigned to Headquarters,
United States Air Force in 1957..." Furthermore, the Air
Force wanted to impress, in this letter, that it was
Headquarters, United States Air Force, in 1957, that was
expanded to include the investigations of UFOs, Project
Moon Dust, and Operation Blue Fly. However, the recorded

history clearly shows this, not to be the case.

Among the documents I send to the Air Force to educate them
were 2 documents dealing with UFO sightings in the Soviet

Union. These documents were dated in the late 1980's.

This is what the Air Force had to say about these two
documents; "Since the Air Force discontinued its
investigative interest in UFOs in 1969, reports of UFO
sightings are now recorded and forwarded only if there is a
prior interest in the source of the UFO sighting. For
example, Enclosures 3 and 4 of Mr. Stone's letter pertain
to debriefings of two Soviet sources who were being
interviewed for possible military information of interest.
Their recounts of UFO sightings, even though they had
occurred many years earlier, were included in the report
for historical interest and were incidental to the main

purpose of the report."

12



Enclosure 3, dated November 25, 1987, entitled, " UFO
Siting (Sighting) in Shadrinsk" deals with UFO sightings
which took place in 1974. Enclosure 4, dated December 7,
1989, entitled, "Soviet Aircrew Sightings of Unexplained
Phenomena"” deals with UFO sightings which took place in

1984 and later.

These two reports deal directly with UFO sightings in the
USSR. They make no mention of any missile testing,
technical information on a possible new Soviet MIG, or any
type of military information (outside of the UFO sightings
themselves) that I can see. My gquestion is; what was the
main purpose of these two reports to which UFOs were

allegedly "incidental”?

There exist many reasons for the Air Force to have a
continued interest in UFOs. Among these are, to avoid
technological surprise; searching out solutions to certain
unanswered questions of atmospheric physics and radar
propagation through the atmosphere which are interwined
with UFO reports; and the possible military exploitation of
reported UFOs in given situations. All of these are of

intelligence interest and concerns.

While it does not regquire a believe in interplanetary
vistors to understand why the Air Force would have an
interest in UFOs for the reasons given above, it does

explain why much of the information might still ke highly

13



classified. However, this does not explain why the Air
Force would deny any interest in UFOs, while, at the same
time, collecting information from around the world, on UFO

reports going into the 1990's.

The United States Air Force has conducted, and continues to
conduct, a highly classified UFO investigations program.
Under this program, the Air Force has activily taken part
in the recovery of objects of "unknown origin" and has
chosen to remain silent about these recoveries. The
special unit for these investigations and recoveries is

located at Fort Belvoir, Virginia.

The answers as to what our government really knows about
UFOs and if they are of interplanetary origin, can only be
answered by full disclosure of the records concerning these
investigations by this special unit located at Fort
Belvoir, Virginia. Something the United States Air Force

is not, yet, ready or willing to do.

14
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AIR FORCE REGULATION}
NO. 200-2

X 1

JDEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON, 12 AUGUST 1954

*AFR 200-2
1-5

INTELLIGENCE
Unidentified Flylng Objects Reporting (Short Title: UFOB)

Purpose nndd Scope

Definitions oo ___..___
Objoctives oocmceccaumaoae
Responaibility
Guidance
ZI Collection
Reporting
Evidence

1. Purpose and Scope. This Regulation es-
tablishes procedures for reporting information
and evidence pertaining to unidentified flying
objects and sets forth the responsibility of Air
Force activities in this regard. It applies to all
Air Force activities.

2. Definitions:

a. Unidentified Flying Objects (UFOB)—
Relates to any airborne object which by perforin-
ance, aerodynamic characteristics, or wnusual
features does not conform to any presently known
nirernft or wissile type, or which cannot he
positively identified as o familiar objeect.

b. Familiar Objects—Include halloons, as-
tronomical bodies, birds, and so forth.

3. Objectives. Air Force interest in unidenti-
fied flying objects is twofold: First as a possible
threat to the security of the United States and
its forces, and secondly, to determine technical
aspects involved.

a. Air Defense. To date, the flying objects
reported have imposed no threat to the security
of the United States and its Possessions. How-
ever, the possibility that new air vehicles, hostile
aircraft or missiles may first be regarded as flying
objects by the initial observer is real. This re-
quires that sightings Le reported rapidly and as
completely as information permits.

b. Technical. Analysis thus far has failed
to provide a satisfactory explanation {or a num-
ber of sightings reported. The Air Force will
continue to collect and analvze reports until all
sightings can be satisfactorily explained, bearing
in mind that:

(1) To measure scientific advances, the
Air Force must be informed on experi-
mentation and development of new
air vehicles.

Paragraph

(2) The possibility exists that an air ve-
hicle of revolutionary configuration
may be developed.

(3) The reporting of all pertinent factors
will have a direct bearing on the suc-
cess of the technical analysis.

4. Responsibility:

f. Reporting. Commanders of Air Force
activities will report all information and evidence
that may come to their attention, including that
received from adjncent commands of the other
serviees and from civilians,

b. Investigation. Air Defense Command
will conduct all field investigations within the
ZI, to determine the identity of any UFOB.

c¢. Analysis. The Air Technical Intelligence
Center (ATIC), Wright-Patterson Air TForce
Base, Ohio, will analyze and evaluate: All in-
formation and evidence reported within the ZI
after the Air Defense Command has exhausted
all efforts to identify the UFOB; and all informa-
tion and evidence collected in oversea areas.

i. Cooperation. All activities will cooperate
with Air Defense Command representatives to
insure the economical and promnpt success of an
investigation, including the furnishing of air and
ground transportation, when feasible.

5. Guldance. The thoroughness and quality
of a report or investigation into incidents of un-
identified flying objects are limited only by the
resourcefulness and imagination of the person
responsible for preparing the report. Guidance
set forth below is based on experience and has
been found helpful in evaluating incidents:

a. Theodolite mcasurements of clianges of
azimuth and clevation and angular size.

L. Interception, identification, or air search

*This Regulation supersedes AFR 200-2, 26 August 1953, including Change 200-2A, 2 November 1953.
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action. These actions may be taken if appro-
priate and within the scope of existing air defense
regulations.

c. Contact with local aircraft control and
warning (AC&W) units, ground observation corps
(GOC) posts and filter centers, pilots and crews
of aircraft aloft at the time and place of sighting
whenever feasible, and any other persons or or-
ganizations which may have factual data bearing
on the UFOB or may be able to offer corroborat-
ing evidence, electronic or otherwise.

d. Consultation with military or civilian
weather forecasters to obtain data on: Tracks
of weather balloons relecased in the area, since
these often are responsible for sightings; and any
unusual metcorological activity which may have
8 bearing on the UFOB.

e. Consultation with astronomers in the area
to determine whether any astronomical body or
phenomenon would account for or have a bearing
on the ohservation.

AFR 200-2
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f. Contact with military and civilian tower
operators, air operntions offices, and so forth, to
deterinine whether the sighting could be the
result of misidentification of known aircraft.

g. Contact with persons who might have
knowledge of experimental aircraft of unusual
configuration, rocket and guided missile firings,
and so forth, in the area,

6. 71 Collection. The Air Defense Command
has a direct interest in the facts pertaining to
UFOB’s reported within the ZI and has, in the
4602d Air Intelligence Service Squadron (AISS),
the capability to investigate these reports. The
4602d ATSS is composed of specialists trained for
field collection and investigation of matters of
air intelligence interest which oceur within the

ZI. This squadron is highlr mobile and deployed °
[

throughout the ZI as follows: Flights are at-
tached to air defense divisions, detachments are
attached to each of the defense forces, and the
squadron headquarters is located at Peterson
Field, Colorado, adjacent to Headquarters, Air
Defense Command. Air Force activities, there-
fore, should establish and maintain liaison with
the nearest element of this squadron. This can
be accomplished by contacting the appropriate
echelon of the Air Defense Command as outlined
above.

a. All Air Force activities are authorized to
conduct such preliminary investigation as may
be required for reporting purposes; however, in-
vestigations should not be carried beyond this
point, unless such action is requested by the
4602d AISS.

b. On occasions—after initial reports are

submitted—additional data is required which
can be developed more economically by the
nearest Air Force activity, such as: narrative
statements, sketches, marked maps, charts, and
80 forth. Under such circumstances, appropriate

-commanders will be contacted by the 4602d A188.
¢. Direct communication between echelons °

of the 4602d AISS and Air Force activities is
authorized.

7. Reporting. All information relating to
UFOB’s will be reported promptly. The method
(electrical or written) and priority of dispateh
will be selected in accordance with the apparent
intelligence value of the information. In most
instances, reports will be made by electrical
means: Information over 24 hours old will be
iven a ‘deferred” precedence. Reports over 3
ays old will be made by written report prepared
on AF Form 112, Air Intelligence Information
Report, and AF Form 112a, Supplement to AF
Form 112.

a. Addressees:
(1) Electrical Reporta. All electrioal re-
ports will be multiple addressed to:
(a) Commander, Air Defense Com-
mand, Ent Air Force Base, Colo-
rado Springs, Colorado.
(b) Nearest Air Division (Defense).
(For ZI only.)
(¢) Cominander, Air Technical Intellj-
gence Center, Wright-Patterson Air
Force Base, Ohio.
(d) Director of Intelligence, Headquar-
ters USAF, Washington 25, D. C.

(2) Written Reports.

(a) Within the ZI, reports will be sub-
mitted direet to the Air Defense
Command. Air Defense Command
will reproduce the report and dis-
tribute it to interested ZI intelli-
gence agencies. The original report
together with notation of the dis-
tribution effected then will be for-
warded to the Director of Intelli-

ence, Headquarters USAF, Wash-
ngton 25, D. C.

(h) Outside the ZI, reports will he sub-
mitted direct to Director of Intelli-
gence, Headquarters USAF, Wash-
ington 25, D. C. as prescribed in
“Intelligence Collection Instrue-
tions” (ICI), June 1954.

b. Short Title. "UFOB” will appear at the
beginning of the text of electrical messages and
in the subject of written reports.

¢. Negative Data. The word “negative”

R . "R



in reply to any numbered item of the report
format will indicate that all logical leads were
developed without success. The phrase “not
applicable” (N/A) will indicate that the question
does not apply to the sighting being investigated.

d. Report Format. Reports will include the
following numbered itemns:

(1) Description of the object(s):

(a) Shape.

(b) Size compared to a known object
(use one of the following terins:
Head of a pin, pea, dimne, nickel,
quarter, half dollar, silver dollar,
baseball, grapefruit, or basketball)
held in the hand at about arms
length.

(¢) Color.

(d) Number.

(e) Formation, if more than one.

(f) Any discernible featiires or details.

(g) Tail, trail, or exhaust, including
size of same compared to size of
objecet.(n).

(h) Sound. If heard, describe sound.

(i) Other pertinent or unusual features.

‘2) Description of course of object(s):
(a) What first called the attention of
observer(s) to the ohject(s)?

(b) Angle of elevation and azimuth of
the object(s) when first observed.

(¢) Angle of elevation and azimuth of
object(s) upon disappearance.

(d) Deseription of flight path and
maneuvers of object(s).

(e) Manner of disappearance of ob-
ject(s).

(f) Length of time in sight.

(3) Manner of observation:

(a) Use one or any combination of the
following items: Ground-visual,
ground-electronic, air-electroniec,
(If electronic, specify type of
radar.)

(b) Statement as to optical aids (tele-
scopes, binocnlara, and so forth)
used and description thercof,

(c) If the sighting is made while air-
borne, give type aircraft, identifi-
cation number, altitude, heading,
apeed, and home station.

(4) Time nnd date of sighting:
{n) Zulu time-dnte group of sighting.
(h) Light conditions (use one of the

following terms): Night, day,
dawn, dusk.

X 3 AFR 200-2
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(5) Locations of ohserver(s). Exact lati-
tude and longitude of each observer,
or Georef position, or position with
reference to a known landinark.

(68) ldentifying information of all ob-
server(s):

(n) Civilian—Naine, age, mailing ad-
dress, occupation.

(L) Military—Naine, grade, organiza-
tion, duty, and estitnate of reli-
ability.

(7) Weather and winds-aloft conditions
at time and place of sightings:

(a) Observer(s) account of ‘weather
conditions,

(b) Report from nearest AWS or U. 8.
Weather Bureau Office -of wind
direction and velocity in degrees
and knots at surface, 6,000, 10,000,
16,000, 20,000, 30,000’, 50,000’
and 80,000’, if available.

(¢) Ceiling.

() Visibility.

{¢) Amount of cloud cover.

(f) Thunderstorms in area and quad-
rant in which located. ,

(8) Any other unusual activity or condi-
tion, meteorological, astronomical, or
otherwise, which might wecount for
the sighting.

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

(10) Loeation of any air traffic in the area
at time of sighting.

{11) Yosition title and comments of the
preparing officer, including his pre-
liminary analysis of the possible cause
of the sighting(s).

(12) Existence of physical evidence, such
as materials and photographs.

e. Security. Reports should be unclassified
unless inclusion of data required by d above
necessitates a higher classification.

8. Evidence. The exlstence of physical evi-
dence (photographs or materiel) will be promptly
reported.

a. Photographic:

(1) Visual. The negative and two prints
will be forwarded, all original filin,
including  wherever possible  both
prints and negantives, will be titled or
otherwise properly identified as to
place, tine, and date of the incident

3
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(sce "Intelligence Collection Instruc-
tions” (ICIL), June 1964).

(2) Radar. 'T'wo coples of each print wiil
be forwarded. Printa of radarscope
photogra{)hy will be titled in accord-
ance with AFR 95-7 and forwarded
in compliance with AFR 95-6.

b. Materiel. Suspected or actual items of
materiel which come into possession of any Air
Force echelon will be safeguarded in such man-
ner as to prevent any defacing or alteration
which might reduce its value for intelligence
examination and analysis.

AFR 200-2
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By OrpER oF THE SECRETARY OF THE AIR Forch:

OFFICIAL:

K. E. THIEBAUD
Colonel, USAF
Air Adjutant General

DISTRIBUTON:
8 X:
ONI, Depnrtment of the Navy 200
G-2, Department of the Army 10

This document (AFR 200-2) has been

9. Release of Facts. Headquarters USAF will
release summaries of evaluated data which will
inform the publin on this subjoot. In response
to local inquiries, it is permissible to inform news
media representatives on UFOB’s when the
object is positively identified as a {amiliar object
(see paragraph 2b), except that the following
type of data warrants protection and should not
be revealed: Names of principles, intercept and .
investigation procedures, and classified radar
df.t.;s. blFm' :.hose Jbi:c:g :vx;ﬁ\carg not ex-
plainable, an o fact-that - will analyse
the"datafi_siﬁor&:ly 31' release, due to the mayny
unknowns’ Involved.

N. F. TWINING
Chief of Staff, United States Air Force

reproduced as

a public service for distribution with the Third
Edition of the book "FLYING SAUCERS: An Analysis
of the Air Force Project Blue Book Special Report
No. 14". Single copies of this AFR 200=2 may be
requested, free of charge, by writing to the pub-
1isher at the address shown on the back cover of
the Third Edition of that book, enclosing a long
self-addressed envelope bearing first-class
postage. Give your ZIP-Code.

X v, 6. COVEANNENT PRINTING OFFICH: HOO4



' ' 4 HART SENATE OFFICE BLDG.
JEFF BINGAMAN : ':Azmsumorou. DC 20810-3102
NEW MExico (202) 224-8821 - :
' IN NEW MEXICO—1-800-443-8688
TOD (202) 224-1792

Mnited States Denate !

December 14, 1992

Mr. Clifford Stone

Director

Operation Blue Fly Research Project
1421 East Tilden

Roswell, New Mexico 88201

Dear Cliff:

Enclosed is the most recent communication that I have
received from the Department of the Air Force regarding my
inquiry on your behalf. It is self-explanatory and transmitted
for your information. I regret that we are still unable to
obtain the documents which you are seeking but the Air Force
denies that the projects to which you refer exist.

If T may be of service in any other way, please do not
hesitate to contact me or my office.

Thank you for this opportunity to be of service to you and
kindest regards.

Sincerely,
Je ingaman
U d States Senator
JB/res
Enclosure
PLEASE REPLY TO:
D 828 SILVER AVE . SW. SINTE 130 1 148 LORETTO TOWNE CENTRE T 114 EAST it STREET, SUITE 103 D 119 E MARCY, SUITE 101
ALBUOQUERQUF, HAt R7102 808 SOUTH MAIN STREET AOSWELL, NM 88201 SANTA FE. NM 87801
1808) 788-368138 LAS CRUCES, NM 88001 (808) 822-7113 {308) s0R-8847

(806) £23-86861
PRINTED ON NFCYCLED PAPER



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON DC 20330-1000
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The Honorable Jeff Bingaman
United States Senate o e
Washington, D.cC. 20510-3102

Dear Senator Bingaman:

This is in response to your letter to the Assistant Secretary
of Defense for Leglslatlive Affairs in behalf of Mr. Clifford E.

Stone concerning his desire for information on the July 2, 1947,
incident at Roswell, New Mexico.

There is no agency, nor has there ever been, at Fort Belvoir,
Virginia, which would deal with UFOs or have any information about
the incident at Roswell. 1In addition, there is no Project Moon
Dust or Operation Blue Fly. Those missions have never existed.

We have checked with the Air Force Historical Agency at
Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama, for any information they might
have on the Roswell incident. They found a short paragraph in the
1947 history of the base there which termed the object a radar
tracking balloon. We have no further information.

From 1948 through 1969, the Air Force investigated UFOs
through Project Blue Book. That program was discontinued based on
an evaluation of a report prepared by the University of Colorado
entitled, "Scientific Study of Unidentified Flying Objects." The
conclusions of Project Blue Book are: no UFO reported,
investigated, and evaluated by the Air Force has ever given any
indication of threat to our national security; there has been no
evidence submitted to, or discovered by, the Air Force that
sightings categorized as "unidentified" represent technological
developments or principles beyond the range of present-day
scientific knowledge; and there has been no evidence indicating
that sightings categorized as "unidentified" are extraterrestrial
vehicles. Should Mr. Stone be interested in reviewing the Blue
Book files, they are maintained at the National Archives in
Washington, DC, telephone number (202) 523-3340.

. We appreciate your interest in this matter and trust this
information is helpful.

Sincerely,
SR LAY

JOHN E. MADISON, JR., Lt Col, USAF
Congressional Inquiry Division
Office of Legislative Liaison
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Clifford E. Stone
Director
Operation Blue Fly Research Project
1421 East Tilden
Roswell, New Mexico 88201-7955

Phone: (505) 625-0920

December 27, 1992

Dear Senat&r Bingaman,
Thank you for your most recent letter of December 14, 1992.

I regret that the U.S. Air Force chose to lie to you on two
counts. these are, and I quote, "There is no agency, nor
has there ever been, at Fort Belvoir, Virginia, which would
deal with UFO's or have any information about the incident
at Roswell." and "In addition, there is no Project Moon

Dust or Operation Blue Fly. These missions have never
existed."

Inclosures 1 and 2 are your letter to me and the Air
Force's letter to you on my behalf.

Inclosures 3 and 4 are formerly classified reports from
1987 and 1989 showing that an Air Force unit at Fort
Belvoir, vVirginia was interested in UFO sitings in the
USSR. I would say that's a mighty big "OOPS" on the
comment that, "there is no agency, nor has there ever been,
at Fort Belvoir, Virginia which would deal with UFO's."

Inclosures 5 thru 15 are exsample of State Department
documents showing that Project Moon Dust did (does?) in
fact, exist and that a U.S. Air Force "agency" located at
Fort Belvoir, Virginia was heavily involved with this
project. Also, I am inclosing a copy of my book. See
Chapter 6 for the evidence of the existence of Operation
Blue Fly and this same Air Force unit's involvement with
this operation. I would again have to say that this too is

a mighty big "OOPS" on the comment that, "Those missions
have never existed."

Inclosures 16 thru 23 are documents from the U.S. Air Force
showing that they believe that Project Moon Dust and
Operation Blue Fly are so highly classified that they may
neither confirm nor deny their existence or nonexistence.
They took this stance even when confronted with the
evidence of the existence of these missions.

Now that we know that Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue
Fly did (does?) in fact exist and that apparently there
does exist a U.S. Air Force unit located at Fort Belvoir,
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Vitginia that has some interest in UFO's for what ever the

reason for that interest might be, the questions remain the
same.

Once again Senator, I am reguesting you demand the truth
(please note the "truth") to the following questions:

1. What really crashed here in the Roswell, New
Mexico area in July, 1947? 1t was not a weather balloon.

2. What did the U.S. Air Force recover in Kecksburg,
PA. on December 9, 1965? It was not a meteor.

3. Why are Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue Fly
so highly classified that the U.S. Air Force would lie to a
United States Senator about their very existence? Do they
involve illegal activities of some kind? Have we violated
international law? What are we trying to cover up
Senator???

Once again, the answers to the gquestions I have posed can
only be answered by the U.S. Air Force unit located at Fort
Belvoir, Virginia (which the Air Force says doesn't exist)
concerning Project Moon Dust and Operation Blue Fly (which
the Air Force states have never existed).

I trust Senator you will enlighten the Air Force with the
inclosed documents and again inquirer on my behalf.

1 appreciate the Air Force's offer to permit me to view
their former public relations program known as Project Blue
Book. However, what I know about this scam in our history
would probably be embarrassing to them.

As always, 1 appreciate your most kind assistance in this
matter.

Sincerely,

12 e

Clifford E. Stone

23 enclosures



Clifford E. Stone, Director
1421 East Tilden
Roswell, New Mexico 88201-7955
Phone: (505) 625-0920

April 22, 1993

Dear Senator Bingaman,

Thank you for forwarding the undated response (inclosure 1)
the U.S. Air Force sent you concerning my letter of January
4, 1993. However, I still find their answers to be evasive
of the issues I raise and once again untruthful. Please
permit me to illustrate.

1. "The unit with responsibility for maintaining these
teams was located at Fort Relvoir, Virginia. As the
occcasion never arose to use these air defense teams, the
mission was assigned to Headquarters, United States Air
Force in 1957 and expanded to include the following
peace-time functions: a) Unidentified Flying Objects
(UFOs), to investigaate reliably reported UFOs within the
United States; b) Project MOON DUST, to recover objects and
debris from space vehicles that survived re-entry from
space to earth; c¢) Operation BLUE FLY, to expeditiously
retrieve downed Soviet Bloc equipment."

REBUTTAL: "This unit" was created as a result of Air
Defense Regulation 24-4, dated January 3, 1953 and was
known as the 4602d Air Intelligence Service Sguadron.
"This unit" was given the responsibility, "to investigate
reliably reported UFOs within the United States" under Air
Force Regulation 200-2 dated August 26, 1953. Therefore,
this requirement existed long before 1957. It existed as
of August 26, 1953.

Today (as of Cctober 1, 1992) this unit is known as
Detachment 4, 696th Air Intelligence Group.

2lso, the definitions or functions given for both Project
MOON DUST and Operation BLUE FLY are wrong and give the
impression that we are talking about our space vehicles and
debris. The actual functions of these two missions are:

Project MOON DUST: to locate, recover, and deliver
descended FOREIGN SPACE VEHICLES (See ICGL #4, dated 2pril
25, 1961).

Cperation BLUE FLY: to facilitate expeditious
delivery to the Foreign Technology Division (FTD) of MOON
DUST or other items of great technical intelligence
interest. This included UFOs (See AFCIN SOP dated Fekruary



12, 1960).

The point I am trying to make is that MOON DUST and BLUE
FLY deals with only two items of interest. These are: a)
Soviet Bloc Space Vehicles, and b) objects of unknown
origin (See Department of State Airgram, entitled,
"Guidance for Dealing with Space Objects Which Have
Peturned to Earth, dated July 26, 1973).

2. "These teams were eventually disbanded because of a
lack of activity; Project MOON DUST and Operation RLUE FLY
missions were similarly discontinued. The Air Force has no
information that any UFOs were ever confirmed downed in the
United States. Although space objects and debris were
occasionally reported and recovered by United States
citizens, and subseguently turned over to Air Force
personnel for analysis, such events did not require the
assistance of an intelligence team. the unit at Fort
Belvoir continued to receive reports relating to UFOs or
Project MOON DUST/Operation BLUE FLY, which it would then
forward to the appropriate authority.”

REBUTTAL: So, these teams were disbanded because of a lack
of activity and Project MOON DUST and Operation BLUE FLY
were similarly discontinued. Really???

In a letter from the Air Force to a Mr. Robert Todd dated
July 1, 1987 the U.S. Air Force admitted to the existence
of Project MOON DUST, stating it had been replaced, "by
another name which is not releaseable" and "FTD's duties
are listed in a classified passage in a classified
regulation that is being withheld because it is currently
and properly classified" (See inclosure 2).

The statement that, "Althought space objects and debris
were occasionally reported and recovered by United States
citizens, and subseqguently turned over to Air Force
personnel for analysis, such events did not require the
assistance of an intelligence team." is a half-truth. 1In
fact, I have hundreds of State Department documents which
clearly indicate we have recovered okjects requiring the
use of these teams in foreign countries. Many of these
objects were considered of "unknown" origin. Also, none of
these objects of "unknown" origin, for which I have State
Department documents on, were clearly idenified as U.S.
object or returned to any other lunch state. To be sure,
in several of these cases the U.S. was directed to down
play their knowledge of the existence of these events (See
Chapter 6 of my book, UFOs: LET THE EVIDENCE SPEAK FOR
ITSELF) .

A document found on Micofilm #31,641 from the U.S. Air
Force Historical Center, Maxwell AFB, AL indicates that
both MOON DUST and BLUE FLY were guite active during the
Cuban Missile Crisis (See inclosure 3).



A three (3) man team was sent to Acme, PA to investigate
and pick-up an object that started a fire there on Decemrber
9, 1965. This team was, in fact a Operation BLUE FLY Team
(Source: Project Blue File on Kecksburg, PA. UFO sighting
of December 9, 1965).

In June 1991 the U.S. Air Force responded that they could
neither confirm nor deny the existence or nonexistence of
records responsive to my reqguest for information on MOON
DUST, BLUE FLY, AFCIN SsOP, and ICGL #4. They took this
stance even when confronted with the evidence of the
existence of records (See inclosure 4). Why, if the Air
Force is not trying to hide something???

3. "Enclosures 3 and 4 of Mr. Stone's letter pertain to
debriefings of two Soviet sources who were being
interviewed for possible military information of interest.
Their recounts of UFO sightings, even though they had
occurred many years earlier, were included in the report
for historical interest and were incidential to the main
purpose of the report."

REBUTTAL: 1Inclosures 3 and 4 were once classified Air
Force Intelligence Reports. Inclosure 3 was IIR 1 517 0002
88, dated November 25, 1987, entitled UFO siting in
Shadrinsk. This report deals with UFO sightings which took
place in 1974. 1Inclosure 4 was TIR 1 517 0619 90, dated
December 7, 1989, entitled Soviet Aircrew Sightings of
Unexplained Phenomena. This report deals with UFO
sightings which occurred in 1984 and later.

What was the main purpose of these reports?? They deal
directly with UFO sightings and make no reference to Soviet
missiles, or MIGs, or tanks. So, what was the main purpose
of these reports to which UFOs were incidental???

Senator, if the response at inclosure one is, in fact, true
and correct; then I ask that the United States Air Force
make available to your office for transmittal to me the
following documents/items:

1. The new name given to Project MOON DUST and a copy of
the regulation dealing with the FTD'S DUTIES within this
project as referred to in the document at inclosure 2.

2. All 2air Force documents dezling with Project MOCON DUST
and Operation BLUE FLY. This is to include the 12
documents forwarded to the Air Force from the Department of
State on or about March 12, 1991 and all other documents
that have been denied under my FOIA request since December
25, 1989.

3. 2 copy of AFCIN SOP, dated February 1960 and a copy of
ICGL #4, dated April 25, 1961 and any current or up-dated
changes to these documents.



4. A copy of the Operation BLUE FLY Report concerning the
Acme, PA., incident of December 9, 1965.

If a full accounting of Project MOON DUST and Operation
BLUE FLY cannot be provided to your office by the United
States Air Force, then Senator I would suggest that the
United States Air Force is attempting to hide something.
After all, these missions, according to the letter sent to
your office on my behalf, no longer have any useful
purpose. If this is truly the case, surely no useful
purpose can be given to keep this information classified.

If the U.S. Air Force cannot provide the documentation I
have requested above, keeping in mind that it was denied as
early as December 2, 1992 due to it being classified, I am
willing to accept a full and honest explanation as to why
it cannot be released. However, I remain firm in my belief
that U.S. Air Force must be open, truthful, and honest with
your office even if they feel they cannot be fully
responsive to my request. I feel that this is the only way
in which elected representatives can serve the best
interest of the people.

The Air Force is trying very hard to hold something back
about these missions. While it may not be the recovery of
space craft from some other world, it could very well be a
violation of international law. Therefore, Congress must
be made aware of all the facts and not just what the
various agencies wish them to know.

Senator, I have taken great pains to remove this from a UFO
issue and place in a more down to earth issue. 1In short,
Project MOON DUST and Operation BLUE FLY did/does exist.
Now the U.S. Air Force would have us to believe that there
was nothing to these two missions, while, at the same time
maintaining the any information on these two missions are
highly classified and not releaseable. Why??

I hope to hear from your office soon in reponse to this
letter and hopefully the Air Force will be much more
responsive this time around.

As always, I wish to express my sincere appreciation to you
and your staff for your interest and concern in this matter
on my behalf.

Sincerely

ST Al

/
g ',.///, z
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Clifford E. Stone



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
WASHINGTON BC 20330-1000

The Honorable Jeff Bingaman
United States Senator

114 East 4th Street, Suite 103
Roswell, New Mexico 88201

Dear Senator Bingaman:

This is in reply to your inquiry in behalf of Mr. Clifford E.
Stone on the accuracy of information we previously provided to
your office. Upon further review of the case (which was aided by
the several attachments to Mr. Stone's letter), we wish to amend
the statements contained in the previous response to your inquiry.

In 1953, during the Korean War, the Air Defense Command
organized intelligence teams to deploy, recover, or exploit at the
scene downed enemy personnel, equipment, and aircraft. The unit
with responsibility for maintaining these teams was located at
Fort Belvoir, Virginia. As the occasion never arose to use these
air defense teams, the mission was assigned to Headquarters,
United States Air Force in 1957 and expanded to include the
following peace-time functions: a) Unidentified Flying Objects
(UFOs), to investigate reliably reported UFOs within the United
States; b) Project MOON DUST, to recover objects and debris from
space vehicles that had survived re-entry from space to earth; c)
Operation BLUE FLY, to expeditiously retrieve downed Soviet Bloc
equipment.

These teams were eventually disbanded because of a lack of
activity; Project MOON DUST and Operation BLUE FLY missions were
similarly discontinued. The Air Force has no information that any
UFOs were ever confirmed downed in the United States. Although
space objects and debris were occasionally reported and recovered
by United States citizens, and subsequently turned over to Air
Force personnel for analysis, such events did not require the
assistance of an intelligence team. The unit at Fort Belvoir
continued to receive reports relating to UFOs or Project MOON
DUST/Operation BLUE FLY, which it would then forward to the
appropriate authority.

Beginning in the late 1940s, the Air Force investigated UFO
reports under a succession of programs, the last of which was
known as Project Blue Book. 1In 1969, the Secretary of the Air
Force, Robert C. Seamans, Jr., terminated the program after
determining it did not merit the continued expenditure of
resources. In announcing this decision, he noted the program
concluded that no evidence had been uncovered that UFOs

Locl L



constituted a threat to national security, or that they
represented technological advancements beyond the scope of
contemporary scientific knowledge, or that they were, in fact,
extraterrestial vehicles. Subsequently, all Project Blue Book
records have been retired to the National Archives (Attachments 1
and 2). The Air Force refers inquiries on Project Blue Book and
current UFO sightings to the National Archives or private
organizations such as the Center For UFO Studies, 2457 West
Peterson, Chicago, Illinois, 60659.

Since the Air Force discontinued its investigative interest
in UFOs in 1969, reports of UFO sightings are now recorded and
forwarded only if there is a prior interest in the source of the
UFO sighting. For example, Enclosures 3 and 4 of Mr. Stone's
letter pertain to debriefings of two Soviet sources who were being
interviewed for possible military information of interest. Their
recounts of UFO sightings, even though they had occurred many
years earlier, were included in the report for historical interest
and were incidental to the main purpose of the report.

The Air Force does maintain an interest in space objects that
survive re-entry. When referred to the Air Force, such objects
are forwarded to the Foreign Aerospace Science and Technology
Center at Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio, for analysis. If the object
or debris is determined to be of foreign origin, the launching
country is notified by the State Department in accordance with the
Treaty governing such matters.

We regret that the information in our previous letter was not
more accurate and sincerely apologize for any confusion it may
have caused. We trust this information is helpful.

Sincerely,

GEORGE M. MATTINGLEY, JR., Colonel, USAF
Chief, Congressional Inquiry Division
Office of Legislative Liaison

Attachments
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WASHINGTON DC 20330-1000 : {
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Mr. Clifford E. Stone
1421 E. Tilden
Roswell, NM 88201

Dear Mr. Stone:

This is 1n response to your Freedom of Information Act
request of December 25, 1989. We can neither confirm nor deny the
existence or nonexistence of records responsive to your reaquest
regarding "Projects or Operations known as BLUE FLY, MOON DUST,
AFCIN SOP, and ICGL#4," as any other response could reveal
classified information concerning military plans, weapons, or
operations under section 1.3(a) (1) of Executive Order 12356,
"National Security Information." Therefore, pursuant to Title 5,
United states Code, Section 552(b) (1), and Air Force Regulation
12-30, paragraph 1l0a, your request is denied.

The denial authority is James R. Clapper, Jr.,

Major General,
Assistant Chief of Staff, Intelligence.

You may appeal this decision by writing to the Secretary of
the Air Force within 60 days of the date of this letter. Include
in the appeal your reasons for reconsideration and attach a copy
of this letter. Address your appeal as follows:

Secretary of the Alr Force

Thru: SAF/AAIS (FOIA)

washington, DC 20330 -1000
si cerely,

14 WMCQ

éAROLYN W. RICE
Freedom of Information Manager

91-0359
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
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JACL 2 7 AUG 1991
FOIA Appeal

Mr. Clifford ®. Stone
1421 Rast Tilden
Roswell NM 88201-7955

This Is in response to your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)
Appeal, dated 10 June 1991, concerning Projects Blue Fly and Moon
Dust. The Secretary has already acted upon your 25 December 1989
FOIA Request, which is the subject of your present appeal, when he
denied your request for information pursuant to exemption (b) (1)
of the FOTIA aon 25 .July 1990, Therafore, no further action 1in
requirerd and thia matter In conatdered ocloand,

MICHAEL J. BARRETT, JR.

Assoc. Chief, General Litigation Division
Office of The .Judge Advocate General
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ¢
WABHINGTON, DC

JACL 2 December 1991
FOIA Appeal

Mr. ClifFford E. Stone
1421 East Tilden
Roswell, NM 88201-7955

l. The Office of the Secratary of the Alr Force forwarded
your letter of 3 September 1991 concerning your Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) appeal to us for reply.

2. As we indicated to you in our letter of 27 Auqust 1991,
the Secretary has already acted on your FOIA raquest and
appeal pertaining to Projects Blue Fly and Moon NDust.
Accordingly, no additional actlon {s necessary and we conslder
the matter closed.

VWi
WILLIAM B. BEAZLE
Chief, FOIA/PA Branch
General Litigation Divlislon

Air Force Legal Services Agency

jor, USAF

grzc( 7
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OPERATION BLUE FLY:

Conceal From Both Public and Congress

By

Clifford E. Stone

SFC, U.S. Army (Ret.)

Copyright (c) September 1993 by Clifford E. Stone

"An agency shall refuse to confirm or deny the existence or
non-existence of requested information whenever the fact of
its existence or non-existence is itself classifiable under
this Order (Executive Order 12356, Part 3, Section

3.4(£)(1))."

The above guote is the authority for government agencies to
place special restrictions on certain information and
materials. These special restrictions manifest themselves
in such programs as Sensitive Compartmented Information
(SCI) and Extremely Sensitive Information (ESI). These two
programs fall under what is call the Special Access Program

(SAP) .

This is what Executive Order (EQC) 12356 has to say about

Special Access Programs: "Agency heads designated pursuant



to Section 1.2(a) may create special access programs tc
control access, distribution, and protection of
particularly sensitive information classified pursuant to
this Order or predecessor orders. Such programs may be
created or continued only at the written direction of these
agency heads. For special access programs pertaining to
intelligence activities (including special activities but
not military operational, strategic and tactical programs),
or intelligence sources or methods, this function will be
exercised by the Director of Central Intelligence. (EO

12356, Part 4, Section 4.2(a))."

The point I am trying to make here, is that only when
information is itself classifiable under EO 12356, Part 4,
Section 4,2(a) can an agency use the statement they may,

"neither confirm nor deny its existence or non-existence."

As we have already seen, from section one of this report,
the U.S. Air Force invoked this response, when I asked for
information on Project Moondust and Operation Blue Fly.
This response of the Air Force is a clear indication that
they consider any information on these two missions to be
so sensitive that they must be protected by Executive Order

12356.

Among the agenies I requested information from, concerning
Project Moondust and Operation Blue Fly, was the Defense

Intelligence Agency (DIA). The first response I received



from the DIA was, "It has been determined that all
substantive portions of the information pertaining to
Project 'Moondust' are properly classified and are not
releasable. The properly classified portions withheld are
exempt from release pursuant to 5 U,S.C. 552 (b) (1).
Freedom of Information Act. Subsection (b) (1) applies to
information properly classified under the criteria provided

by Executive Order 12256."

The DIA wanted to make it clear that they had no
information on a Operation Blue Fly. This is true, in that
Operation Blue Fly, an operation falling within the Air
Force's Project Moondust, was the actual U.S. Air Force
recovery teams sent out from Fort Belvoir, Virginia.
However, Blue Fly operations were only activated at the
direction of the DIA for the recovery of objects of non-US
or unknown origins. Therefore, the DIA did, in fact, have
knowledge of the existence of Cperation Blue Fly and their
response was nothing short of an attempted cover up of that

knowledge.

More than a year later, the DIA did release some documents
that had been sent to them from the State Department as a
result of my Freedom of Information reguest to them. This
information was of great interest in that it clearly showed
that the DIA was much more involved, in Project Moondust,
than they wished the American Public or Congress to know.

To be sure, it is the DIA who provides the State Department



with instructions for the collection of Moondust
materials. The DIA is the go-between for the State
Department and "other interested agencies" for Project

Moondust.

The North American Aerospace Defense Command (NORAD), among
other agencies, collects information on "unknown tracks"
they pick up on radar. This is done through what is called
the "NORAD Unknown Track Reporting System (NUTR)." The
information gathered by NUTR is then forwarded to, among
other agencies, the DIA for their action in the event a

Moondust operation is in order.

One of the other agencies involved with the collection of
this type of information is the National Security Agency
(NSA) who have "listening posts" around the world. Once

again this information is fed to the DIA for their action.

Based upon the tracking information the DIA receives from
these "tracking agencies," a meeting of a "DIA Working
Group" would be called to determine what course of action
to follow. If no impact was expected by this piece of
"unknown space debris," then just an Intelligence Report
(IR} would be filed. However, if it was reasonably
expected that the object would, in fact, impact with the

earth, much more activity would take place.

An Air Force unit (currently the 696th Air Intelligence



Group), located at Fort Belvior, Virginia would be alerted
for a possible Operation Blue Fly recovery of any debris
that might impact with earth. 1In those cases involving
foreign countries, "Country Teams" were established to
provide "comments and recommendations"™ to exploit certain
situations that might arise to better insure our recovery
of the so-called "space debris" and ally any fears that the

country or its people might express.

If the impact with earth was considered to be immediate,
say to occur within 14 days or so, then an estimate would
be made of the projected impact area. If this area was
outside of the United States, the American Embassies in the
affected country or countries would be notified to report,
"any indications in (the) press or verbal reports or
sightings of entry into (the) atmosphere or landing of
'space debris'."™ They would also, normally, be cautioned
to, "avoid public comment”™. Also, in many cases if the
Embassy in the host country would suggest that the host
country should be informed, the response from the State
Department was, more often than not, "Under circumstances,
approach to (any foreign head of state) at this time would

appear premature."

However, if the impact was not expected for a period of
time, say more than 14 days and in some cases going into
months, then the DIA would direct the U.S. Air Force to

appoint, as an additional duty, a Project Moondust officer,



as a point of contact, within the area of expected impact.
After the "mission window" had closed, the additional duty
as Project Moondust officer would be terminated. It should
be noted that this additional duty can be from 15 days to 6

months in length.

I wish to remind the reader, once again, that Project
Moondust was to deal only with objects of non-US origin or
objects of unknown origin. While, some objects of US
origin might have initially come under Moondust as a result
of not being immediately identifiable as being of US
origin, they would have immediately been removed from this

category as soon as identification had been made.

The reason for this is very simple. Objects of US origin
become more of a problem for NASA than the Department of
Defense because we are not really looking for any
intelligence data in most of these cases. Items of
interest to Moondust, however, become more of a problem for
the Department of Defense than NASA directly because of a
very real foreign intelligence interest in these items.
Also, Project Moondust was established for the sole
"peacetime mission" of locating, recovering, and delivering
"descended foreign space vehicles." This included objects
of unknown origin. Also, Moondust involved the gathering
of technical intelligence data on the development of the

Soviet space programs and their intended purposes.



In 1973, the DIA had the State Department inform all of its
Embassies and Consular Posts to use the code word
"Moondust" when reporting, "cases involving the examination
of non-US space objects or objects of unknown origin.”
Based upon the information provided by the post, concerning
Moondust reports, "the Department of State in conjunction
with other interested agencies will determine subsequent

action required."

On August 28, 1970, a Soviet satellite (COSMOS 316) broke
up, upon re-entering the earth's atmosphere and impacted
with the earth across the Mid-West United States.
Subsequently six fragments of this satellite were recovered
in Texas, Oklahoma, and Kansas. We were able to ascertain
the origin of the objects by analysis of tracking data and
of the fragments themselves. However, the Soviet Union

declined the U.S. offer to return the fragments.

In 1972, out of fear that interest in the 1970 case might
be revived as a result of on-going Senate hearings, a set
of pre-approved "questions and answers" was prepared. The
answer to guestion number nine I find to be most

interesting.

The guestion: "Have any fragments as large as these ever

come back to earth from US or other Soviet satellites?"

The answer: "We do not have any record of a US fragment or



of another Soviet fragment as large as the largest COSMOS
316 fragment surviving re-entry. The largest COSMOS 316

fragment is approximately 4 ft. X 4 ft. and weighs 640 1lbs."

A once classified DIA document, dated BAugust 17, 1967 out
of Sudan, reads, "l. (U) Local press 17 Aug 67 reported
that a satellite, cube shaped, weighing approximately three
tons discovered 3 August 50 miles from Kutum 1425N 2460E.
Satellite described as made of soft metal presumably 1light
aluminium in oblong cubes measuring two inches by one inch
tightly fastened together and covered by a silky material.
Nationality not identified as no inscriptions evident on
outer surface. Local authorities in El1l Fasher have

photographs and with difficulty cut samples."

Could it be that the State Department had really forgotten
about the object found in Sudan on August 17, 1967 and the
fact it weighed about three tons? OCr could it be that the
State Department was, in fact, very truthful and that no
space fragment of US or Soviet origin had been recovered
weighing more than 640 1lbs.? Could it be the object
recovered in Sudan, weighing three tons, was truly of

unknown origin???

Neither NASA, the DIA, nor the State Department are willing
to release any other information on the Sudan case. As it
is with other like cases, they consider this information to

be currently and properly classified and not releaseable



under criteria provided by Executive Order 12356.

To be sure, when it comes to the Air Force's Operation Blue
Fly recovery of such objects, the BAir Force swears by
Executive Order 12356. When confronted with their own
documentation as to the existence of Operation Blue Fly,
they still respond that they may neither deny nor confirm
the existence or non-existence of any such records under
the criteria provided by Executive Order 12356; not even to

members of Congress.



DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY

WASHINGTON, D.C 20310

U-1,023/RTS-1 - 4 January 1990

Mr. Clifford E. Stone
1421 E. Tilden
Roswell, New Mexico 88201

Dear Mr. Stone:

This responds to your request under the Freedom of Information Act dated
25 December 1989. Therein you requested information pertaining to Project
"Bluefly" and Project "Moondust". A search of DIA's systems of records
located no information pertaining to Project "Bluefly".

Upon review, it has been determined that all substantive portions of the
information pertaining to Project "Moondust" are properly classified and are
not releasable. The properly classified portions withheld are exempt from
release pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552 (b)(1), Freedom of Information Act.
Subsection (b)(1) applies to information properly classified under the
criteria provided by Executive Order 12356. There are no reasonably
segregable portions of this exempt material.

You are advised that a requester may appeal, within 60 days, an initial
decision to withhold a record or part thereof. Should you wish to exercise
this right, you may do so by referring to case #0006-90 and addressing your
appeal to:

Director

Defense Intelligence Agency
ATTN: RTS-1 (FOIA)
Washington, D.C. 20340-3299

Sincerely,

! '/ '1

,l\ s (v‘ ' (7(1/-"—"\3-)
ROBERT C. HARDZOG [/

Chief, Freedom of Information and
Privacy Act Staff
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DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY £ %
3 ;
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20340 3 i

U-1,802/RTS-1 - 26 April 1991

M. Clifford FE. Stone
1121 E. Tilden
Roswell, NM 88201

Dear Mry. Stone:

This vesponds to yomn yequest undey the Tyeedom of Informatton Act dated

25 December 1989, Theveln you vequasted,  fyom the Department of State
(DO5)Y, iInformation pertaininag to "Moondust.™ In processing your request,
the DOS Tocated eight document< orviainated by this Agency and forwarded them
Fn veview by letter dated 12 Marech 1ual,

Upon veview, it has been detevmined that some portions of six documents are
nol releasable. The information withheld iz exempt from release pursuant to
5 U.5.C. 552 (1) and (b)(2), Freedom of Information Act. Subsection
(1) applies to information propevly rlassified under the criteria
provided by Executive Order 12356. Subsection (b)(2) applies to information
which pertains seolely to the internal rules and practices of the Agency.

AT reasonably segreaahle portions of these documents are attached hereto.

ATl substantive portions of the remaining two documents are not releasable.
The information withheld is exempt from rvelease pursuant to 5 U.S5.C. 552
(1) and (W(2), Freedom of Information Act Ihere are no reasonably
segregahle portions of this exempt matervial.

You are advised that a requester may appeal. within 60 days, an initial
decision to withhold a recovd or part theveof. Should you wish to exercise
this right, vou may do so by veferrving to rase #0224-91 and addressing your
appeal to:

Divector

Defense Intelligence Agency
ATTM:  RI15-18

Washington D €. 20340..37299

Tincerely,

f Fnclosuves als RORTRT ¢ HARD 0
thiof  Fyecdom of Infeormation and

My ivuney Acl baff
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NORAD Unknown Track Reporung System
NUTR

Monthly

197]

7,000

North American Aerospace Defense Command
HQ NORAD/NPY, Peterson AFB, CO 80914-5001
COMMERQIAL

Wingeard, R. O. (303) 554-3758

North American Acrospace Defense Command
HQ NORAD/NFY, Prierson AFB, CO 80914-5001
COMMERCIAL

Wingeard, R. O. (303) 554-3758

North Amencan Acrospace Defense Command
HQ NORAD/NPY, Peierson AFB, CO 80914-5001
COMMERCIAL

Wingeard, R. O. (303) $54-3758

Limited
Alphanumenc
Pascal
Zenith-150
Available
Secret

No

Air Force

Directory of Databases

AUTOVON
692-3758

ALUTOVCN
692-3758

AUTOVON
692-3758

Descriptors Air Force; Aircraft, Greenland; Iceland: ldenufication: Latitude; Longitude, North
Amernica; Number of Unknowns; Region, Scramble Acuons; Scramble Bases; Sovict
Traffic; Tracking; United Kingdom

Abstract The NORAD Unknown Track Reporung Sysiem records detzils of all airr vaffic

declared unknowm in Noxth America and the Greenland- Icefand-Umited Kungdom
Gap. Dauw are used by a wide vanery of users in NORAD, USAF, Joint Chiels of
Stafl, Canadian NDHQ, and region commanders in a continuing assessment of

airspace sovereignty.
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‘\Ub 3 3 1. NASA regards technical evaluation of this particular
u ’ﬁ
202 gg fragment as not repeat not critical to program; therefore, is
Q E >
% 3 §§ faterested in obtaining fragment only if this can be accom-
>tmo |5
= s %: plished economically and without political difficulties. De-

partment believes high repeat high level approach at this time
not repeat not warranted, but considers it important that

principle of UN Resolution 1962 of December 13, 1963 (State
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{ )DELETE
6 )iomerpuitaive indo,

14105 and copy pouched September 15) be maintained; i.e., that
ownership not affected by passage through outer space or by re-

turn to earth of that object or component parts found beyond the
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limits of the launching state shall be returned to that state.
?3%; Request you continue patient but firm insistence that fragment
be returned.

FYI. Definite identification of fragment cannot be made
é?? without personal inspection and, possibly, analysis but, based

.
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r—on informatiog provided by Eﬁﬁa;;y and fact fragment QUOTE identi-
fied by competent Zambian authorities as being of American origin
UNQUOTE there 1is strong presumption that fragment is from US space
vehicle. Accordingly, NASA does not contemplate sending official
for identification purposes. However, if Embassy believes NASA ex-
pert can be of assistance to Embassy by identifying fragment, NASA
willing send one. If US ownership acknowledged by GOZ, NASA pre-
if desirable and economically
pared endeavor to retrieve fragmeng/ RMBxEK2%8feasible. END FYI.

2. Zamblan fragment believed part of Apollo AS-203. Similar
fragment from same vehicle landed in Peru July 9, 1966. That frag-
ment returned to US same month for analysis. FYI-1f desired, US
willing return portion to Zambia for historic and display purposes,
but wishes not to have this made part of a deal. END FYI.

3. FYI. Reglstration of launch of Apollo AS-203 submitted
to UN September 19. This is normal lag between launch and registra-
tion. END FYI.

4. 1In discussions with officials GRZ, the following additional
arguments may be drawn on as appropriate:

a. Resolution 1962, known as QUOTE Declaration of Legal
Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and

use
L_?SR of Outer Space UNQUOTE, was passed unanjimougly by the 18th General
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Assembly. Zambia not then an independent state, but all African
members of UN at that time supported the Resolution as did US and
USSR. Following are African states which became UN members after
passage of resolution: Zambia, Gambia, Malawi and Kenya.

b. Twenty pound metal fragment recovered Manitowoc,

Wisconsin %22 1962 identified as of Soviet origin and returned to

USSR by US.

c. Any fragments of US origin reported found have been

returned by finder countries.

phLl

end
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3 1. Responsibility of GOZ to return fragmen:t is expli= DA
<4 S
. cit under UN Resolution 1962 (XVIII) of December 13, 1963 o
% (quoted reference c.). Recently agreed Space Treat-contailns -
L’: similar provision, Because of long time which has elapsed

since reentry, sclentific value has been negated. Ccnse-

quently, there 18 no urgency 1n effecting return tc NASA.

ko

8

& B

b g v

5#5 Adherence to the principles embodied in UN Rescluticn is more
C.::A‘_f

e significant than technical consideration.

2.2 2. Since obligation to return rests on Government,

%':" negotiations should be addressed to GOZ rather than Lawless.

NASA willing to pay reasonable cost as determined by Amembassy
Lusaka for recovery, storage, salvage and transportation of

fragment from Mushingashi to Ndola. However, £ 200, considered
t acceptable _l

-maximum value of such services. Portion of fragpeéy
|
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Billing data contained in reference b. Military airlift

can be provided from Ndjili to US on space available basis.
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July 13, 1972

MEMORANDUM // j)
1317

TO :+ Smithsonian - Mr. Durant :7

DOD/ISA - Mr. Anderson

DIA - Mr. Green

NASA - Mr. Jones ( 'a,t

USUN ~ Mr. Reis

STATE-IO/UNP - Mr. Black e ,/ ),’5J7\'
INR/RSG - Mr. Lissfelt 51
EUR/SOV - Mr. Kadilis (/ = W
L/UNA - Mr. Stowe W ¢ SR-
SCI/SAM - LTC Campbell U

A9
o
SUBJECT: Questions and Answers with rggard to the Soviet
Space Objects which fell in the US Middle West

Questions on the Middle West space fragments may arise
during the course of the Senate hearings on the Outer Space
Liability Convention, generated either by consideration of
the Convention or by recent studies* issued by the Senate
Committee on Aeronautical and Space Sciences. Moreover,
since media interest in the Mid-West space objects may

be revived by the hearings or by the placing of the objects
on display in the National Air and Space Museum of the
Smithsonian Institution and the USAF Air Museum, Executive
Branch press spokesmen and other officials must be ready

to field a variety of probing qguestions on the subject.

A draft set of Q's & A's has been prepared with a view
toward providing (1) a factual presentation which places
the Mid-West case in proper perspective, and (2) the basis
for uniform press guidance governing all Executive Branch
press spokesmen. '

L —

*--1. Convention on International Liability for Damages
Caused by Space Objects, US Senate, Committee on

Aeronautical and Space Sciences, 92D Congress, 2d
Session, Staff Report, May 1972.

2. Soviet Space Programs, 1966-70, US Senate, Committee on

Aeronautical and Space Sciences. 92D Congress, 1lst

Sessicn. Stafi Repo:-t by lcnyressional Research Service

and Librsary of Corgress, Decsmber 9, i971.
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Would you reviev the atrteched Q's £ P's fnrr pﬁ;g
(first) during the Senate hearings in conjunct:

o

other Iiability related material prepared by S.::<

USUN and previously cleared,

and (second)

by pr-z¢

spokesmen and substantive officers throughout *+'-

Branch.

the Department of State.
technical-military implications should be refer:-
All officers who are 1l:i:i-:
be questioned on this issue should carefully re-:
guidance issued by their parent agency with res:c=
making statements on classified space matters.

bepartment of Defense.

May we have your clearance/comments on the Q's

Similarly, gquestions

Voo

<) Pt

any additional comments you may have on the han.’l:

issue by COB July 21

Attachment:
Draft Q's & A's
dated July 13

o
PM/AE:ARTurrentine :bpw

7/13/72
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DRAFT

7/13/72
QUESTIONS. Ab ANSHERS: 1 I,
WITH RZICARC TG THE: SOYIEY :SPACE OBIECTS
WHICH FELL-IN THE US MIDDLE WEST
- ON AUGUST 28, 1970

1. Wwhat is the background on the space objects which fell

in the US Middle West a few years ago?

Answer: On August 28, 1970, a Soviet satellite
(COSMOS 316) broke up, re-entered the earth's atmosphere
and returned to earth impacting across the US Mid-West.
Subsequently, six fragments were recovered in Texas,
Oklahoma, and Kansas. An analysis of tracking data and of
the objects themselves clearly indicated the debris was of
Soviet origin. The United States met 1its obligations under

the 1968 Agreement on the Rescue of Astronauts, the Return

of Astronauts and the Return of Objects Launched into Outer

Space by informing the UN Secretary Gengral and the Soviet
Embassy that the fragments had been recovered. The US
offered to return the space objects to the Soviet Union and
provided Soviet representatives several opportunities to
inspect them. The Soviet Union did not exercise its option
under the Agreement to examine the space objects or request

their return.

2. Did the Soviet space objects injure anyone or cause any

damage when they fell to earth?

Answer: We have received no report of injury to persons

or damage to property associated with this case.
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3. What has become of *be 88viét .Spdcé objéct:s
Answer: The space cbjécis-ﬁavé:béenséadé' vailakle
to thé‘ﬁational Air and Space Museum of the Smithscnian
Institution. We understand that an appropriate puklic
exhibit of space debris, including the Mid-West frazacrments,

is under consideration.

4. What kind of satellite was COSMOS 3167

Answer: From the nature of the material which
survived re-entry it seems certain that COSMOS 316 was an
experimental vehicle and the fragments appear to have been
a dummy rather than an operational payload.

5. What was COSMOS 316 doing? Was it a FOBS or "killer

satellite" test?

Answer: The information available suggests that
COSMOS 316 was some sort of experimental vehicle rather
than an operational satellite. Any attémpt on my part toc
deduce the "mission" of COSMOS 316 would be pure speculatiocn
and therefore inappropriate.

6. Did the Soviet Union admit or deny that the fracrments

came from a Soviet satellite?

Answer: The Soviet Union evinced no particular interest
in the fragments. Soviet representatives neither confirred
nor denied explicitly that the Mid-West space chkjects were
of Soviet origin. Under the Return Agreement, a party 1s not
required to request the return of its svace objects=s that < . rao

back to ear=l n aro=he~” cnuntry s ter-itnry.
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7. Why didn't th= Soviet Urinn wan% t» cteim-iis space

objects and have them returned?

Answer: Only the Soviet Union can answer that question.

8. If any damage had been done, would the Soviet Union have

been liable and would they have paid claims?

Answer: If such a case were to occur today, the Soviet
Union, as a party to the Quter Space Liability Convention,
would be liable for any damages caused by its space objects
returning to the earth. We have no reason to believe that
the Soviet Union would not live up to its obligaticns under
the Convention if objects it launched into space were to
cause injury or damage.

9. Have any fragments as large as these ever come back to

earth from US or other Soviet satellites?

Answer: We do not have any record of a US fragment or
of another Soviet fragment as large as the largest COSMOS 316
fragment surviving re-entry. The largest COSMOS 316 fragment
is approximately 4 ft. x 4 ft. and weighs 640 1lbs.

10. Wwhat are the chances of such large objects falling on

the US again?

Answer: It is likely that some space objects will
survive re-entry and fall within US territory again at some
time in the future. However, the probability that such
debris will cause damage or injury to anyone is exceedingly

remote.
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11. Can anything be déne”ﬁo'QEptect people trom space debris?

—

" Answer: At present there is no protection from falling
space debris other than legal compensation under the Outér
Space Liability Convention. The potential danger is so
slight, however, that it is statistically irrelevant when
compared with the day-to-day hazards associated with urban
living which we routinely accept.

12. To whom do the COSMOS 316 space fragments now belong?

The Smithsonian? The United States Government? The

people who found them?

Answer: The ownership of space objects is not
affected by the return of the objects to earth. The COSMOS
316 objects remain the property of the Soviet Union, how-
ever, they have indicated that they have no further interest
in the matter. The United States Government may be
considered as "holding" the objects.

13. Have other space objects fallen to earth and been

recovered?

Answer: Yes. A listing of such objects may be found
in Appendix F of the Senate Committee on Aeronautical and
Space Sciences Staff Report entitled "Convention on Inter-

national Liability for Damage Caused by Space Objects" May 1972.

PM/AE-7/13/"'2
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UFO'S AND THE SOVIET CONNECTION

By

Clifford E. Stone

SFC, U.S. Army (Ret.)

Copyright (c) September 1993 by Clifford E. Stone

In September 1947 the Commanding General of the Army Air
Force asked for the considered opinions of the Air Material
Command concerning the so-called "Flying Discs". On
September 23, 1947 LTG Twining responded to that request
stating, among other opinions, that "The phenomenon
reported is something real and not visionary or
fictitious." and "The possibility that some foreign nation
has a form of propulsion possibly nuclear, which is outside

of our domestic knowledge."

The United States Army Intelligence Division had already
concluded UFO's were something real and on January 21, 1948
released "Intelligence Collection Memorandum Number 7".
This memorandum required various overseas commands and
military attaches to collect as much information as
possible on "unconventional aircraft" of possible Soviet

origin. An inclosure to this document listed the type of



information desired. Among the desired information was
reports on, "any aircraft whose shape approximates that of

an oval, disc, or saucer."

On January 22, 1948 Project Sign was established to
investigate reports of Unidentified Flying Objects

(UFO's). This project was given a secret classification
with an A-2 Priority. 1In later years this project would be
called Project Grudge and end as Project Blue Book.
However, the personnel working these projects were not made
aware of the really good UFO reports. They were aware of
the "rumors" of other reports existing and other agencies'

involvement with the Phenomena.

In August, 1948 the Air Technical Intelligence Center, at
the direction of the Directorate of Air Intelligence, did a
report known as the "Estimate of the Situation". The
situation was UFO's; the estimate was that some reported
UFO's were interplanetary. This report was approved by the
Directorate of Air Intelligence and forwarded to, then
Chief of Staff, General Hoyt S. Vandenberg. 1In February,
1949 General Vandenberg rejected the report, stating that
the report lacked sufficient evidence to prove UFO's were

of interplanetary origin.

The Directorate of Air Intelligence was in a position to
know that the Chief of Staff would reject the "Estimate of

the Situation” due to lack of sufficient evidence.



Therefore, the Directorate of Air Intelligence released
their own report, dated December 10, 1948, entitled,
"Analysis of Flying Object Incidents in the U.S.". This
report was classified top secret and concluded UFO's were
real and if not of U.S. origin, then they were probably of
Soviet origin. Also, this report concluded that an

advanced technology was involved.

From this time on the Air Force, among other agencies,
would gather intelligence from the field on the basis that
UFO's were something real and they might be of Soviet
origin. This activity continues to this very day, based on

the same reasoning.

A memorandum for record, dated April 25, 1952 from the Air
Force's Special Study Group stated, "In connection with
flying saucers, the Group is attempting to develop a proper
framework for fruitful analysis. The Air Force cannot
assume that flying saucers are of non-terrestrial origin,

and hence, they could be Soviet."

Going into 1948, up to the present, the Air Force, among
other agencies, has continued to gather intelligence on
"reliably reported UFO's" from around the world. These
reports were not made part of the Project Blue Book system
and no member of Congress was ever made aware of this
gathering of UFO intelligence information or even the

existence of this intelligence data gathered.



From 1947 up to the present the Air Force, among other
agencies, has had programs in place, such as Project
Moondust and Operation Blue Fly, for the immediate recovery
of alleged downed UFO's and objects of unknown origin. No
member of Congress has ever been briefed on the nature and

intent of these missions.

Communications Instructions Reporting Vital Intelligence
Sightings (Short Title - CIRVIS) still requires UFO's to be
reported as, "intelligence sightings of vital importance to
the security of the United States and Canada." When the
Air Force is asked for copies of the CIRVIS Reports on
file, they state none exist. Yet, the documentation
released thru FOIA clearly show that many such reports
should exist. Once again no member of Congress has ever
been briefed on the existence of the FOIA information and

have explained why the CIRVIS Reports are missing.

In 1979, NASA translated into English a Soviet study on
UFO's. Copies of this report were made available to the
Air Force, the National Security Agency, the Defense
Intelligence Agency, and other government agencies. This
report seemed to indicate that the Soviet were just as
mystified by the UFO Phenomena as we are. Again, no member
of Congress was ever briefed as to the need to translate
this report into English and what we hoped to accomplish as

a result of its translation.



Intelligence information on UFO sightings and events is
gathered by the American Intelligence Community and
Congress has yet to be briefed as to the need for the
collection of this type of information or what is hoped to
be accomplished by gathering this type of information. To
be sure, Congress has never been briefed on the gathering
of this information. Also, to date the American
Intelligence Community has not been able to show a
connection between the reported phenomena and the Soviets

or any other foreign power.

The gathering of intelligence information on UFO sightings
and events by the American Intelligence Community requires
the expenditures of funds that must be approved by
Congress. Yet, with Congress not being briefed on these
activities, how does the Intelligence Community get its
funding? Without the approval of Congress, how can any
governmental agency justify the expenditures of funds, on a
subject matter, that, according to the United States
Government, officially does not exist; and yet, highly
classified files are maintained on this same subject

matter?
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T = ATTENTION: Brig. Genaral Georgse Scbu.l.gen
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1. As requested by AC/AS=2 theres is presented below th: considered
opinion of this Command concerning the so=called "Flyinz Disca®. This
opinion is based on interrogation revort data furnished by AC/AS-Q and
preliminary studies by personnel of T-2 and Aircraft Laboratory, Engineer-
ing Mvision T=3., This opinion was arrived at in a conference between
persormel from the Air Institute of Technolozy, Intelligence T-2, Office,
Chief of Engineering Division, and the Aircraft, Power Plant and P‘mpe]lar
Laboratories of Engineering Division T-3,

2., It is the opinion that:

a. The phenomenon reported is something real and pot visicnary
or fictitious.

be There are cbjects probably approximating the shape of a
disc, of sach appreciable size as to aprear to-be as large as man—-made
aircraft.

ce There is a possibility that sc=s of the incidents may be
caused by matursl phenomena, such as meteors.

de. The reported cperating characteristics such xs extreme
rates of climdb, maneuverability (particularly in roll), and action which
mist be ccnsidered evasive when sighted or contacted by friendly air-
craft ard radar, land belief to the possibility that some of the objects
are ccntrolled either marually, automatically or remotely.
e The apparent comcn doscripticn of the objects 1is as follows:-

(1) Metallic cur light reflecting surface.

U-33552
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(2) Absence of trail, except in a few instances when the
object apparantly was operating under high perfor-
mance canditions.

(3) Circular or elliptical in shape, flat an bottam and
domed on top.

(4) Several reports of well kept formation flights varying
from three to nine objects.

(5) Normally no associated scund, excest in three instances
a mubstantial tumbling roar was noted.

(6) Llevel flight sﬁeeds normally above 300 knots are esti-
mated.

fo It is possible within the present U. S, knowlsdze == pro~
vided extensive detailed development is undertzken — to construct a
Piloted airc.aft which has the generzl description of the object in sub-
paragraph (e) above which would be capable of an appraximate rangs af
7900 miles at subsznic speeds, '

g Any developments in this country along the lines indicated
would be extremely expensive, time consuning and at the considerables ex-
penss of current projects and therefors, if directed, should be sei up in-
dependently o existing crojects.

he Due consideration must be given the followingz:-

(1) The possibility that thess objacts are of domestic
origin = the product of some high security project
not known to AC/AS~2 or this Commsnd.

(2) The lack of phrsical evidence in the shape of crash
recovered exhibits which would undeniably prove the
existence of these objects.

(3) The possibility that some foreign nation has a form
of propulsion possibly nuclear, which is cutside of
our domestic knowledge.

3. It is recommended that:- -

as ileadquarters, Army Air Forces issue a directive assigning
a priority, security classificition and Code Name for a detailed study of
this matter to inciude th> preparati:n of complets sets of all available
and paertinent data vhich w4ll then be ncue availabls to the Army, Kavy,
Atoniz Enerzy Commlsaion, JrDS, the Air Force Scientific Advisory Group,
NACA, and the RAMD and 7PA projects for comments and recormerdations,

with 3 preliminary report toc be forwarded within 15 days of receipt of
the data and a d2iailed raport tnerzafter svery 30 days as ths investi-
.‘:' ‘—' 4

-2- S U=-33552

T ————— T

m&%vnmn




TINT PERRRR R T AR T AN R e e A r—m‘m—
. .o ’

TU° ]
.“" \, ‘m (i s i
INCE "/, ;’;1.\'\'1 NN i

Basic Ltr fr CG, AXC, WF to CG, AAF, Wash. D.C. subj "ALT Opinion Con=
cerning "Flying Discs®

gation develops. A complete intémhanga of data should be effected,

L. Awaiting a specific directive AMC will comtimue the investi-
gation within its current resources in order to more closely define the
nature of the phenomenon. Detailed Essential Elemsnts of Infarmtion
will be formulated immediately for transmittal thru channels.

N, F. T¥INING 7

Lieutenant General, U.S.d.
Comme nding

-3 ) (U-39552
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UNCONVENTIOMAL £ TRCRAFT

OBJSCT

i 1. . ‘The objsct of this memorandum is to enunciate partial and
continuing requirsmesnts for information in the field of unconventional
alrcraft , T

- -t ': .~:| ’ - . B v' J

-

GEMERAL

_ 2. The Czrman High Command indicated a definitz interest in ths
Korten type of flying wing and viars abtout to embark on a rigorous cam-
paign to devezlop such aircraflt towrrd tha end of the war. A Horten
* design known as th2 IX which vas desiznated as the Go-8-229 and Go-P-
60 (nivht fighter) was to ba manufacturad by tha Gotha Plent. It is
reported that a contract for fifty such circraft was plannzd but only
three or four were built. This plant is now in the hands of the
Russians. A recent report indicates that the Russians 'arz now plan-
ninz to build a flzet of 1800 Horten VIII (six engine pushar) type
flying vwing aircraft. The wing span is 131 feet. The swe:p-back
angle is 30 degrzes. The Russian version is rszported to bs jet pro~

palled. - - - e o : .
REQUIREMENTS °

3._i Riquir2ments appeé?:§£ inCiosur?kinféf:él_. o T
SPECTAL INSTRUCTIOWS - - ~#7% - - = "o e o

A} .
. .

4.  Th2 inclosurz was preparad to insurs .collzction action
principally in the field of Soviet =activities'in the U.S.S.R.  Por-
tions, howavar, have equal'application to Soviat activities outside
the U.S.S.R, and to activities of non-Soviet agencies and individuals
located within arzas of responsibility of addressees. The inclosure
will therefore be applied' locelly both as an-enunciation of specific
requirements and as a general guide for coll*cting and raporting in
the subjact field. - o S Tl
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, Se Replies to lhe specific requiremants at inclosure will refer
to Control Number A-1917. Raplies to other unconventional aircraft re-
guirements will refer to othar appropriate iﬁptrol numbers, if any.

FOR THE DIRECTOR OF INTELLIGENCE: /léblal k’

/‘i..:%aw 91‘,4”;%‘

R. #. ENNIS .
Colonel, GSC
~.. .Chief Intelligence Group

sy .
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For Action , : -.;.-:,_ “;:,tt:

) Commandor-in—Chluf, Far East, APO 500, c/o Postmaster, San_Francisco,
California (3 copies)
Commanding General, U. S. Army’ Forces in Korea, "APO 235, c/o Post-
. master, San Francisco, California °
\Commander—ln-Chlef, Europsan Command, ATTENTICN.. A. C. of S., G—2,
' APQ 757, c/6 Postmzster, New York, New York (2 copies) .
~ Commending Gensrzl, U, S, Forces, Alaska, AP0 942, ¢/o Postmaster
Seattle, Washington
Commanding General, U, S, Forces, Austria, APO 777, c/o Postmaster,
New York, New York
Commanding General, Trieste, United States. Troops, APO 290, c/o
Postmaster, Now York, New York
Military Attacha, American Embassy, Brussels, Bclgium
Hilitary Attache, American Legation, Sofia, Bulgaria
¥ilitary Atteche, American Embassy, Ottawa, Canada ‘
.- Military Atteche, American Embassy, ‘Kanking, China
. Military Attache, American Embasay, Praha, Czechoslovakia
Militery Attache, American Embassy, Copenhagen, Denmerk
. Hilitary Attache, American legation, Helsinki, Finland
- . Militery Attache, American Embassy, Peris, France
Military Attache, American Embessy, ILondon, England
liilitary Attache, American Embassy, Athens, Greece
Military Attache, American Logation, Budapest, Hungary
Eilitary Attache, American Embassy, Teheran, Iran

Y N
(Cont'd on page’ 3)
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For Action Cont( (

Militory Attachs, hmerican Embassy, Bsghdad, Iraq

Military attacho, .sunsricen Embassy, Roms, Italy :
1ilitery Lttache, Ancricen Zmbassy, The Hagua, The XNaothzrlands
ddlitary ittachkz, fmorican Embassy, Oslo, Nervey

wilitery sttachs, .mericon Embassy, Warsaw, Poland

dilitary Attache, fimericen Legotion, Bucharsst, Rumania
‘Filitery ittache, Amorican Embassy, iadrid, Spain

Hilitary Atteche, Amzrican Logation, Stockholm, Swaden
Military Attache, fmerican lezation, Bern, Switzerland
Militery Attache2, American Embassy, inkare, Turkay

¥ilitary Lttachs, smerican Zmbassy, lwscow, U,S.S.R.

¥ilitary fLttachs, imerican Ewbassy, Belgrads, Tugoslavia

Fof Information

Special Asst. for Research and Intelligence, Dapartment of State
Central Intelligence Agency

Chief of Naval Intelligsnce, Department of the Navy )
Director of Intelligence, Department of the Air Force (6 copies)
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Rassarch and Devaglopaznt

a. YVhat Soeroon scicntists had a b2tter-than-everage knovledgzz of

the Forten brothers! verk and perspnctivn thinking; vhere- ere T

th2sy scientists now locau=d, end vhat is their presant activity? \;J

Shuuld be ccntacted and intarrogated. . W
b. “hat Russizan factcrics arc building the Horten VIII dosizn? s

c. Mhy‘aro'tﬁa Russians building 1,800 of ths Horten VIII dasign?

d.  ¥hat is their conter:nlated tactical burposo?

2. %hat is th2 presznt 2ctivity of the Hurten brothers, Walter and \{;
Rizmor? : ) ' . . Y&
f. hot is known of the ihcreabouts of thz entire Horiten femily, ° é&
particularly ths sister? i1l should b: contacted end inter- .
rogsted regarding zny contenpleted plans or perspiactive think-
ing o7 tha Horten Lrethura, and any intsrest shovin by the . \\\

Russisns to devalcp their zircraft,

(9]
L]

}r= ~ny fforts being wmade to develop the Horton "Perebola”
or modify this C‘nJL7uT“tl ' to eppreximits an ovel or disc?

h. : *hst is the Eorten perspective thinkinz on internz2l controls
or cunbrols that arc effactive mainly by streams OF air or
g;s sriginzting frow within the aireraft to supplﬂnt con-
v 1)nml axtoernzl surfzca controls?

Centrol

For any aircraft vhosz snape epproximates that of an oval, disc, or
srugar, inforwction ragarcding the following items i3 requested:

Q. .Buundary 1pyar control iethsd by suction, btlewing, or a com-
bination of both,

k. Spzcial contrels for effective monsuverability at very slow
" . spzads or extram2ly hisk altitudes. —

- =

¢.  Openings eitnsr in th: leading adge top and bettom surfaces
thot aro erployad caixfly t5 -accomplisn boundary laysr con-
trol or for ths purscse of rsducing the induced drag. Any :
opznings in tho lJ?d*n) 2a3e siould be repcrted and de2scribed -
as t> shopz, siz2, <tec. This invastigation is siznificant to
Justify =2 disc. sh‘>u c\nf‘xurnuion for long-range application, CN:!

N |
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. Approximzte 2irfoil shepe in the center and nzar the tips.

Front viav 2nd recr viev shape.

Ttans of Censtruction

e

b,

T,ype of meterial, whether metal, ferrous, ncen-ferrous, or non—
mctallic. . :

Corposite or sandwich construction utilizing various combinations
of motals, plsstics, and perheps balsa wood,.

Unusuzl fzbrication methods to achieve extrerno.light weight and
structural stability pezrticularly in comnection with great capac-
ity for fuel storega.

Jtens of Arrangement

Spacial provisions such rs retractable dones to provide unusual
observation for the pilot or crew mzabers.

Craw nuabcr aend eccommodation facilities.,
Pressurizcd cebin equipmeont,
High a2ltitude or high specd escapement methods.

iiethods of pressurization or supercharging from auxiliary units
or frow the prim: pover plant. .
Provisions for towing - especially with short fixed bar, and for
re-fueling in flight.

Provisions for assisted tek: off application.
Bomb bny provisions, such ¢s dinensions, approximate locztion,

and unusunrl features regerding the opening end closing of the
doors,

Landine Gear

a.

Indicate type of landing gcaf - whether conventional, tricycie,
nuitipla vhe:ol, cstc,

Retractabls, and jettison feztures for hend gear.
Provisions for tzke off fron'ica, snow, or water.

Skid arrangzunents for either take off or landing.

SECRET
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6. Power Planf (

B 3 U

b,

Ce

Information is needed regarding the propulsion system usod in
the sircraft. Possiblo types of enginzs that could be ciployad
include:

(1) Rociprocating (piston type) engine or gas turbinz. Either
or both of thaesa could be used to drivs propellers of con-
vantional or special d3517n, rotdting vanes, ducted fans,
or compr2ssors.

(2) Jet propulsion engines including turbo jets, rockets, rem-—
Jets, pulse Jets, or a combination of all four,

(3) Mucleer propulsion- (atomic enargy). Aitomic enurgy engines
viould probably be unlikos any familiar typs of cngine, al-
though atomic energy might be employed in combination with
any of the above types.

Aireraft would be characterized by lack of fuel systens
and fuel storage place.

.. The power plant viould likely be an integral part of the air-

eraft and could possibly not bs distinguished as an iten
s2parate from the 2ircraft. If jet propulsion is used, large

- -

air handling capacity, characterized by a large a2ir inlet R

and large exhaust nozzlo, should be evidant. The size of
entrance and exit arees would bo of interest. It is possible
that the prcpulsive jet is governed or influenced for control
of thz aircraft. The presence of vanes or control surfaces
in the exhaust or ncthods of changing the directlion of the
Jet should be obsarved,

Information desired on the propulsion systems bertains to the
following items:

(1) Type of power plant or power plants..

(2) General description.

(3) Rating (thrust, horsepower, or air flow).
(4) Type of f.uel.

(5) cCatalytic agents for super-perfornanca or normal cruising
pover.

iy
ay
. ‘p’-\ .
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1. To justifx & recussy fer temporery duty for 14, Cel. Sterling

0y

Cnief, Speciel Study Grcup, snc Ur. Fossony, Air Intellirence Spocislist,

GS-15, in Burope for & period of epproxime tely five weeke commencine
; P ! Pl . L
15 ey 1€52.

CACTS 47D DILCITEIC:,

2. Tne offectiveneng of Lie GAT 35 derrudont uner troper entici-
petion of {future ensm woerncohs ?ro:rlns. Lt prosent, the UGLY hes ¢

éevelopment progrem ren-ine iro
ided missiles to the LYo Yo ]15t1¢ mieside, Tiire i:t, ncouever, no
teneble ond ccavincing estimate eof fulwe nvsiing woliver: cunbans,
periiculerly those missiles of super~-senic sr ed, Tlercovar, current
esvimtes do not refleet the pon ]b]]‘L‘ tre b the brsdicons o
teken the U.3. in ecdvenced ruided mirsile rosirren end developmant.

i

Further, estimctes do not duvote oroper titzatien te the historicel {ect

thot teehnelory vroseatly is under the dnmrcl ci t ver: conciderttie

eccelerctien, Tnis vpswine of prorres: Lenus Lo Leleszepoe Bechnolepricnl

n ot temteres vie cq‘—SDlﬂr 1n¢ supar-scnic

2y hiive over-~

eccomrlisiaents incoe frr snorter periods then roequired for wecomplishmente

of anclorcus mernitude et en ewrlicr time,

. The Sveciel Situdy Crouwp hes undertiiis
cf Russicn cepcbilivies in the field of ¢dvenced rer

”n'=hﬁnsxxe study

51
e
[ O]
o O

CL.ry SMSTLIS,

This studv iz exrpectid to colormine the antirt of such w8, Sheir
strazteric inmrliceticns, ond rnronstle Sine ne ve develomuent wna
on°rctloﬁal eveilrcility. #s5 en imporweal oide oroduct, 1L ir nesud
thet some much needed llght cen be sned on tne vexinr "Clviur seucer”
problem, B
4. Lccordiﬂ“ to vrecent plene, Lhe oods econdicts of tne folloving
broed cuterories: i.viaced jot Lesbers ¢f coavaitioned c0w§:;..ct,.J;
bellistic and Elice tree missiles, s weld s menacd firerel s of uazens
ventionel desirn; orbiial missile (includir- the lenper ~lobr1 ranre
bembing svste m) and orbhitel bhombing rletforas, oaa {1ving seuvcers.
5. In connection widh {Ivinr fauccrs, the Group is rigaartiner to
develop & prcever fremcucry fer fruitful nasl lveis Ine £ir Force crnnot
ossune thst f}\lnc spucers ere of4t~rrest1L] oririn, end hence, ther
could be Soviet.
1
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€. ‘Two exemples ere riven te sumiart this hypotaesis: L U.G.
lievel officer, truckinr by menns of 6 theodolite, #scribed to v saveer ton
t1titude of 5C miles, ¢ horizontel velocity of ehout 8,000 meters (v eides)
per £ecoad end ¢ climt of 4,490 meters (2.7 miles) per secoad. t {re-
auently hus been stated tawt such velocities cennot be rroduced on eurtn. D
Such e stetemeat is correct insofer ©s our rresent enrincerinr sizills go,w;

, - “but it eppcers.’incorrect with respzct to theoretical knowledge. Lhere are
" severcl -propulcion methods by which, troviced the cnzimeering problums ure -
solved, such spceds could te vtteined., Yor example, berylliuwm oxidized .t
Ty ozene, liguid hydropen eariched by stslle nyd ro;c- ttens, & ges consist‘nL
of pure nydroren stomz, ond ionized scbstences ere porsible fusls for ultre
nigh-speed earines. The fect must te stressed tx'- txc spced recorded by
the thecdolite is slirhtly hicher then the sreec recuired for the escepe
fron. the gravitational rull of the esrth. L

7. In addition, ¢éiscussion with wetronomers hove vroduced en
ergitent which seems to excludc extre-terrcsirirl oririn ol the saucer.
An object trovelding ot tne speed of  lirht ond comine fro: cutcide cur _ ,
olenetery system would be escerteincé by the "wstroaomicul prirel” (Guily o0 0
vhotegrarhs of the skies) tt lesst fowr yerrc in cdvence. Loecerding to o
the estronomers, there is no possikility of feilure,

8. If the objects were from either iirrs or Veaus, ocu twc next o
neifnbors, the maximum theoretical snved would be 1%,250 w:lcs/%econn or

- & trevel time of less then en how {rom the tlnnei to the orrta,  Such !
) . speeds oroustly ere impossitle cver "short distencer”, cnd would reguire :
guch herd btreking thet the objocts stil) would be :i;'ted fgtheor thar
flying dirwctly te the certh, it is likely thet € missile from en edjecent
plenet would essune &n ortitel veth vefore enterins the earti's etmosphere,

*aus, -there would be & high degree of orobetility thet the missile would . o
be locceted. Lest but not lonst, the inhehiitmmts of the svwce missile
undoubtedly would heve ecguired the cenrbility tc flx to the carth leng
before they were rble tc rescn iie ebove - featestic speeds. It theroiore,
wculd te logical to essume thct sune coaticts previcuely would heve keen. 0 -f
made. SR
¢. Calculations have been nrdh on the %tcis of & speed of T
6 to 13 miles/second, in which cese e trir irom either lisrs or Venus woulq'
,‘.Z teke from one  to {ive monihs. If 50, the shipe rrevebly would be oliserved
-.Cn the busis of vresent tnecreticul imowledrz, then, it is ¢stimeted lbt'
the first trips {rom earth to lrre and  Venus wouid reguire 266 end 146 -
days, respectively. incc specochips would possoss conciderable altedc
(refloctivity), the poss sibility of exire- terrcecriel visitors escaping
- astronomicsl detection is thnlv doubtful.

%?uf:-u L 1C.. The working nypothesis thet the seucers tre of Soviet oripin

RECUTITY 1MPCTXATION
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nes not been edopteol to crueclude olher ecrsumplions.  There is neced for
forauleting 1) hppctazser whieh celd b2 wed es brsie of croner
intcllirence vroereas, <o drbe ) the Speeinl Sludy Group hes uncoverced
severnol cimificunt lendc. These Jends, ccupled with tie dete of Lie

kir Technicel ln‘e]‘*f01cc Conter congerning Scvicet prorress in une

design of missile enrines, definitely underscore thce imnediante reguirement
for a thorough,ln\esulrstlon of HKussian ccpebiiities in this field.

11. These leecs includo:

e. [he world-reasvned funsien geientizd, Croncirntine L,
Tsiolicoveki, undertook initirl dnvesticobicne in Lie rield of nich vl uitude
end 1n»ery15netory flving end correctly enticire ted the need for rocket
propulcion.

b. Tmder Tsiolkovsind's inafdus-nes, Lo Soviets oo Jgrdl 1024
founded an orgenizetion for the davelopment of recrais, rad cencwrently
& sociz2ty fer interrlenetery trrevel. These or-znizriicnr were ehtoened te
the then Vilitery Lir Accdenmy end includsd ¢ cordbion ahvreed with the
study of the militery ioolicsations of these metbers. 1o 1529, it wue
lecide? to vuvbklish e 12-volume encyclopedin aceline with recieiry end
interplenctery prctlems.

Litrery of Ccntress. Isc in 1928, the first excarisehtel flirhts were
schedulcd. tYiothing is kmovm to heve bieen published rtout the results.,

Triis encvclovedic hits noi voi beea feund in the

20

c. sbout tne crwe bime, T
in circvlar,
impressed wit

the eerly thartics. Tucss experiments influenced Lie cevelcepaent of sone
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CHAZPTER 11

COMMUNICATIONS INSTRUCTIONS FEPORTING
VITEL INTELLIGENCE SIGHTINGS (RCS - EXNEMPT)

(Short Title - CIRVIS)

v-2-11
11.1 Subject and Purpose. This report provides for the pecacetime
reporting of intelligence sightings of vital importance to the security
of the United States and Canada.

11.2 Suvbmitted By. Any Rir Force personnel.

a. ZAirborne reports. Any available US or Canadian
military or civil air/ground communications facility. Facilities receiving
CIRVIS reports will rapidly process and fcrward them as prescribed by
JANAP 146 directives.

b. Pestlanding reports. CINCNORAD, Ent AFB, Colorado, or
Eeadcuarters, Northern NORAD Region, North Bay, Ontario, whichever is
the more convenient.

11.4 Wwnhen Submitted. 2As soon as possible after an intelligence
sighting reguiring a CIRVIS report.
11.5 How Submitted

a. Classification. Normally unclassified but handled as
information for official use only.

b. Method of Transmission. By the most rapid means available.
2irborne reports will be made using the same procedures as those now
established and in use by pilots for air traffic control. Wwhen contact
by pilots cannot be established with any ground communications station,
maximum effort shall be made to relay the CIRVIS reports via other
aircraft with which communication is possible.

c. Precedence of Transmission
(1) Zirborne Reports

(a) To avoid delays in rendering a CIRVIS report to
a ground facility, the word CIRVIS will be spoken or transmitted three times
preceding the call to preempt all other communications (except distress

and urgency) .

(b) Should instances occur when use of the above pro-
cedure fails to clear the freguency(ies) over all other communications in
progress (except distress and urgency calls), the internatiorial urgency
signal "XXX" transmitted three times, or "PAN" spoken three times will
be employed.

(2) Ground relay of airborne‘reports or postlanding
reports. Flash.

2-11-1
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rdicator. CI

11.6 Reoort

11.7 ggecéélg_ﬁgg:rting Instructions

a, Xir FTorce personnel will report by rapid communication
proceéures 211 unidentifiable, suspicious, or hostile land, aercsgace,
cr seaborne trafific which, because of its nature; course, or actions,
must be cconsidered a threat to the security of the United States or Carnada.
Such repcrting will serve to extend the early warning defense system fcor
the United States and Canacda.

b. The following types of CIRVIS reports will be submitted:

(1) The initial CIRVIS report: Issued while the rpilot
(or as warranted, upon landing) or by the land cbserver

is airbcxne

as soon &s practicaekle. Additional CIRVIS repcrts will be made if
situation recuires it, and each one should refer to the initial report
to permit icdentification with the original sighting.

(2) The CIRVIS cancellation report: Issued by the observer
.1f a previously reported sighting is positively identified as friendly
or has been erronecusly reported.

(3) The CIRVIS postlanding report: Issued by the pilot
when he lands, if he has made an airborne report. It must cite the
airborne report(s) issued. If the landing is not made in Canadian
or US territery, the report should be made to the nearest Canadian or
US military or diplomatic representative. Postlanding reports should
be addressed to CINCNORAD, Ent AFB, Colorado, or Headquarters, Northern
NORAD Region, North Bay, Ontario, whichever is the more convenient.

(4) The CIRVIS evaluation report: Submitted by each
addressee of the above CIRVIS reports. It will include necative cr
other information as warranted and will be submitted promptly to Kkeep
all messace addrecsees fully informed during the evaluation phase.

All investigative mesasures and evaluation processes instituted by

the addressee must be consistent with existing procedures and reported
according to JANAP 146. This will be Hg USAF responsibility when the
CSAF is an addressee of a CIRVIS report.

c. The following specific sightings will be reported:
(1) While airborne and from land base observers

(a) Hostile or unidentified single aircraft or forma-
tions of aircraft which appear to be directed acgainst the United States or
Canada cr their forces.

() Missiles.

(c) Unidentified flying objects.

(d) Hostile or unidentified submarines.

(e) Hostile or unidentified groups of military surface
vessels.

2-11-2
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(f Individual surface vessels, subrarines, or aircraft
of unconventicnal de € ged i icicus activity or okserved
in & locatlcn or on ‘hic interpreted as constituting

their forces.

a threat to the Unit

(g) Zny unexplained or urnusuzl activity which ray indicate
a possikble attack against or through Canada or the United States, including
the presence of any unicentified or other suspicious ground parties in the
polar region or other remote or sparsely populated ercas.

while airbcrne.

(b) CUnlisted airfields o~ facilities, weather staticns,
or air navigation aids.

5
mn
0
R

(c) Pestlending reports (to include phectograrph
film if pictures were taken).

é&. Every effort should be mede to substantiate vital intelligence
sichtings by taking as many photogrephs &s possible. Undevelcped film
or prints and negatives should be forwarded with a brief letter report
anéd other identifying information to either the Director of Navel Intelli-
gence, Department of the Navy, Washington, DC 20305, or Director of Naval
Intelligence, Canadian Forces Headguarters, Ottawa 4, Ontario, as approp-
riate. Photos will be processed and one copy of each print, together with
a roll of new film,will be returned to the individual.

e. The CIRVIS report is a narrative report. Treaining reguirements
and specific responsibilities are outlined in 2Anrnex 2, this chapter.
Ncte: CIRVIS reporting rrocedures are also explained in Flight Information

Publication, Section III.

11.8 Report Content

a. 2Zirborne CIRVIS reports will be similar to routine zircraft
position reports transmitted by either radiotelephone or racdiotelegraph.
The eppropriate procedures to be employed will be those applicable to
ccmmunications facilities utilized. The reports should contain the
information detailed below, when appropriate, and in the order listed:

b. When reporting identifiable objects
(1) CIRVIS report.

(2) 1Identification of reporting aircraft or observer
s appropriate.

(3) Object sighted. Give Lkri

i n of the sighting
which should contain the following items a

{(a) Number of aircraft, vessels, missiles, submarines, etc.

(b) Category of object, general description, e.g., size,
shape, type of propulsion, etc.

2-11-3



2SIU3 6, VALV, RS © .

(4) The position of the object. This can ke indicated by
any ¢f the fcllowing methods:

P

D

(a) Latitude and longitude.
(b) Over a radio fix.

(c} True bearing and distance frem a radio fix.

(d) Over a well-known or well-defined geographic point.,

(5) Date and time of sighting (GMT).

(6) AEltitude of object.

(7) Direction of travel of object.

(8) Speed of cbject.

(9) &Any observed identificetion, insic¢rnia, or other
significant information. Every reasonable effort should ke macde to
identify pcsitively the object sighted.

c. When reporting unidentifiable objects

(1) CIRVIS report.

(2) Identification of reporting aircraft or observer
as appropriate.

(3) Object sighted. Give brief description of the object
which should contain the following items:

(a) Shape.

(b) Size compared to a known object (use one of the
following terms: head of a pin, pea, dime, nickel, cguarter, half
doller, eilver dollar, baseball, grepefruit, or basketball) held in
the hand at about arm's length.

(c) Color.

(@) Number.

(e) Formation, if more than one.

(f) Any discernible features or details.

(g} Trail or exhaust, including size of same compared
to size of object.

(h) Sound. If heard, discribe sound.

(i) Other pertinent or unusual features.

2-11-4
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(4) Lescription of course of chbiect:

(a) What first cal:l checervar (s)

(b) ngle or eleveticn end azinuth of cobject when

{c} 2Zngle or elevation grné azinmuth of object upon

(d) ©Descripticn of flightzath and maneuvers of object.

ion of the following items:

(a) Use one of any ccrbinati
r orric. (If electronic,

Grouncé-visual, ground-electronic, &i
specify type of radar.)

(b) Statement as to cpticzl zids (telescopes,
binoculars, etc.) used and descripticn thereof.

(6) Time and date of sighting:

(a) 2ULU cdeate/time croup of sichting.

(b) Light conditions (use one of the following terms:
night, day, dawn, dusk).

(7) Location of observer(s): Exact latitude and longitude
of eech observer and/or geographical pcsition. A position with
reference to a known landmark also should be given in electrical repcrts,
such as 2 miles north of Deeville, 3 miles southwest of Blue Lake.
Typogrephical errors or garbling cften result in electrically trans-
mitted messages, making location plots difficult or impossible.

(8) Weather and winds--zloft concditions at the time and
place of sightings:
(a) Cktserver's(s’') account of weathe: conditions.

(b) ©Report from ne t AWS or US wzather Bureau
office of wind directicn and velcci i and xnots at surface,
&£,000', 10,000', 16,000', 20,000", 000', and 80,000' if
prossiktle.

(c) Ceiling.

2-11-5
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(13) Existence of physical evidence, such as

materials and
phectograrhs.

11.9 Eample Report. Omitted.
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A statistical analysis of information in 256 reports, of ob-
'servations of anomalous atmospheric phenomena (UFO) in the
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ANIIOTATZICN

This paper presents a statistical analysis of information gilven
in 256 reports of observations of anomalous atmospheric phenomena in
the USSR.

The analysis permits certain statistical regularities of these
phenomena to be brought out. Time characteristics and some other data-
are similar to the characteristics obtained by other investigators (in
other countries). This makes 1t possible to draw a.conclusion that
there 1s a certain type of phenomenon which shows stable statistical
properties.

It 1s premature to speak of the nature of these phenomena on the
basis of the data obtained. The development of methods of obtaining
more reliable data, expansion of the initial information file used and
deepening of the statistical analysis of some phenomenon parameters are
required.

PRECEDING »AGE ELANK NCT Flume.
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OBSERVATIONS OF ANQOMALOUS ATMOSPHZRIC PHENOMENA IN THE USSR:
TATISTICAL ANALYSIS

Results of Processing First Sample of Observational Data
L.M. Gindilis, D.A. Men'kov, I.G. Petrovskaya

Shternberg State Astronom. Inst., Moscow Engineering
Physics Inst., Inst. of Space Research

Introduction

This analysis was performed on material of the first body of re- /3

ports on observations of anomalous atmospheric and space phenomena in o
the USSR.

For convenience in processing, the reports on the observations were
formalized, by means of a code specilally developed for this purpose.
The formaligzed reports, printed on K-5 punch cards, form the initial
body of the preliminary General Catalcg (GX) of anomalous atmospheric
and space phenomena. The reports used zre one sample of the preliminary
Generzl Catalog. The statistical characteristics of this sample are
considered below.

In this report, we use the terms "anomalcus ztmospheric and space
chencmenza" or "anomazlous atmospheric phenomensa." Sometimes, in the
same sense, the abbrevizted terms "ancmalous phenomena" or "anocmalous

bjects" are used in the text. We ccnsider the previocusly used term
JF0 to be less adequate for such work, since it contains & defilnite
interpretaticon c¢f the phenomena observed. However, in a number of
cases, for examrle, in references or In the discussion c¢f other work,
this term also is used in this repor:
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1. General Charzcteristics of Initisl Materizl
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centains 207 reports, in whi
tions c¢cf ancmalicus thenomena or objects are pr
assigned a numter from the preliminary General
0253 and from 0462 to QLEL), They 1nclude.

3
=)
]
=]
v
ct
(1]
D+
i}
v
'_J

¢ch 286 cases of observa-
esented (these cases are
Catalog, from 0001 to

Greound based observations 242 cases
Cbservations aboard aircraft 13 cases
Observations at sea gboard ship 1 cese
Of them, 11-12 are cases of observations at close range. We /4
cilassify cases in this category when, according to the estimate of the

¥Numbers in the margin indicate pagination in the foreign text.

I,‘I

Reoorts of this samrle of observaticnal data were collected and kindly
entec by candidate in physicel and mathematical sciences F. Yu.
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hundred me ers (in thils case, an errcr of severzl times that 1s possible,
but the order of magnitude evidently remains reliabl or cases when
the distance 1s not 1ndicated, but the observer d¢5uinguishes parts

with the unalded eye, feels some effect, observes a dark objJect at
night, etc. In the case of observations aboard an aircraft, we classify
observations 1n the close category, at distances on the order of 10 km,
as well as 1n the case of maneuvers of the object about the alrcraft

or the presence of effects.
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The overwhelming majority of observations (97%) are conventilonal
observations by eye. In 9 cases, optical instruments were used (bi-
noculars in 4 cases, spyglass in 4 and telescope in 1). There are
two reports of radar recording. In one case (GC-0218, Apraksin), there
was a simultanecus visual observation and radar recording.

The reports contaln word descriptions ¢f the phenomenon observed,
with indication of the observation circumstances. There are drawlngs
in 50 cases, and photographs were made for 3 cases.

For 16 cases, there are references to the presence of official
documentation in the initial material (official letter, 2 cases; official
telegram, 8 cases; officizl report, 5 .cases; record in log, 1).

The authors of the mejority of the reports indicate theilr addresses,
nome or office telephone, and they report the place of work and position
occupied.

2. Circumstances of Observation: Meteorclogical Conditions, Visibility
of Celestial Objects

In analysis of specific cases, knowledge ¢f the meteorological
cenditions is of great importance. TUnfortunately, these data are com- /Z
pletely lacking in the majority of the reports. For 83 cases of ob-
servation of 25¢€ (32%), information on cloud cover is reported. These
data are presented in Table 1.

TABLE 1. CLCUD COVER DATA
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a. Cloud ccver g. partly cloudy

b. Number of cases h. solid cloud cover

c. % of total number of cases 1. nature of clouds not indicated
d. Absent (clear) Jj. No data

e. Cloud cover present, k. Total

including
f. scattered clouds

There also is interest in the visibility of celestial objects
during observations.

The sun was observed in 28 cases, including 4 at sunrise and 15
at sunset; the moon was observed in 19 cases; the stars were observed
in 38 cases.

¢ In 177 cases, nothing 1s reported on the visibility of celestial
objects.

3. Observers and Witnesses of Observatiocns

We call the persons who carried out the observations cbservers. In
the overwhelming majority of cases (214, i.e., 86%), they are the

authcers c¢f the reports. In some cases, the report was written in the
words of the observer by another person or frem documents or printed
material (26 cases, 10%). 1In 8 cases (3%), it is not clear whether or )

not the repcocrt was written by the observer himself.

We call both obervers and persons, of whom it is known from the
report that they &also were present and cbserved the phenomenon described,
witnesses (or eyewitnesses).

3.1. Number of Witnesses of Observations

The number o¢f witnesses i1s characterized by the fcocllowing table.

TABLE 2. NUMBER OF WITNESSES

S@WNIIZIQoTAR UnlimIaupn

“n

Xey: a. Number of witnesses

b. Number of observations

c. % of total number of cases
S. MA few!"

e

. Mzss observation



nes3s iz oL I the zzses. 15 higrhsr than frcm the forelign data
e ~ £ Mmoo -t s i
[1]. The percentagze of "mass" observations is significant (15%). =

classify cases in thls categocry, when large groups of people were eye-
wWitnesses of the event: audiences at an open alr motlon picture theater,
residents of a settlement, many people in a city, etc. This 1s tens,
hundreds and, sometimes, even thousands of persons.

3.2. Observer Categories

The observer categories by place of residence and nature of activity
are presented in Table 3. The total number of cases (see Table 3) is
259, since 3 cases (GC-208, GC-126 and GC-259) were counted twice, as
the eyewitnesses were classified in two different categorles. The
percentage 1s of the total number of cases, which is 256.

TABLE 3. OBSERVER CATEGORIES
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X=y: &. Categery k. In flight
b. Number cf observaticns 1. At observation stations
c. %3 cf total 256 cases m. Of them, at metecrological
@¢. Local inhabitants stations
e. Nonresidents, including n. At astronomical cbservatcries
f. Vaczationers 0. Servicemen 1in performance of
£. Under crders cificial duties
h. Travelling, including p. Unknown
1. Cn tour g. Total
. COn expedlticn
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5.3 Diztricuzicn ¢ Cpecialty
The distribution of the number of cases by observer speclalty is /T

presented in Table 4. Of 256 observations, the specialty of the eye-
witness 1is not indicated in 134 cases. In 122 cases (48%), the specilal-
ty is given for 130 eyewitnesses who participated in the observations.
The distribution of these eyewitnesses by specilalty is as follows (see
Tahte U4),

TABLE 4. OBSEZRVER DISTRIBUTION BY SPECIALTY

c R
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Xey: a. Observer specilealty 1. Lab workers, technicians
b. Number ¢f eyewltnesses m. Tezachers
c. % of total number of eye- n. Undergraduates
witnesses with specialty 0. Students
indicated p. Servicemen
4. Scientific workers, including: g. Physicians
e. ASTronomers r. Cultural workers
f. Meteoroclecgists s. Workers
g. Geologists and geophysicists t. Administrative workers
h. Other specizlties u. Maintenance workers
- s s N V. a p
L. Not indicated Eeamep
J. Engineers w. Total
kK. Plicts

(9]
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icant percentage of as stronomers vers (7.5% of the total
number of eyewltnesses with this spec1allty and 30% of the number of
scientific workers).

With account taken of the relative fraction of persons of various
specialities in the total population of the country, a coefficilent can /9
be presented, which characterizes the activities of various occupation-
al groups:

k:v.':“.;'
&5 !
37
where ng is the number of observers of a given occupation, Nt 1s the
total number of persons in this occupation, and y 1s & normalizing
factor. The values of Nt for different occupational groups are taken

from the results of th 1970 All-Union Census [2]. To determine the
activity coefficient, not the absolute value of Nt’ but the ratio between

these values plays & part. We used 1970 census data, since this is the
closest census to 1967, which makes the basic contribution to the sample
under consideration. Data on the number of students and teachers were
taken from the Great Soviet Encyclopedia Yearbook [3]. Data on the
number of astronomers were taken from A.S. Sharov (they were obtained
from the card index of the Astronomiczl Council, USSR Academy of Sclences
and other materials). The results are presented in Table 5 (see p. 7).

The table highly graphically 1iilustrates the high activity coefficient
of the scilentific colleagues, especizlly astronomers. This points out
naccuracy of the widespread opinicn thet inexperienced persons
glly predominate among the cbservers, and that there supposedly are
ports from specialists. J.A. Hynek noticed the inaccuracy of this

of view as early as 1966 [L&].

3.4, Repezated Observations of Anomalous Peenomena bv One Syewitness

The overwhelming number of observers saw anomalous phenocmena once.
However, there are witnesses, who saw them several times over various
intervals of time, including: 1€ eyewlitnesses observed twice, 6 eye- /10
witnesses observed 3 times and 2 eyewitnesses, more than 3 times.

L., Spatial Distributicn of Events

The points at which the events were observed were plotted on maps
1, 2). On the whole, they cover the entire area of the Soviet
‘However, "increased activity" is observed in specific regions in
rate per;ods. Thus, in 1967, there was "ilncreased actﬁvfty" in the
n Caucasus, Donbass and the Rostov Region. 1In the Asiatic areas
Union (not counting the Caucasus), observaticns in the 1957-106%
predcminant. For 1960, a third of the observations fall in the /11
an pertion of the Union and two thirds, in the Asiatic. Of
s these regularities cannot be considered solidly established

are too few statistics). Howev,_, some tendency towards a change
"zeTtivity" over time evidently is noted. The spatizl
ven:s obtained from cther samrles 1s additional confir-
nclusion.
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Key: a. Qccupationel group i. Physicians
b. Group population J. Technicians and 1lab
(millicn persons) workers
¢. Number of observers k. Culturzl wocrkers
in this group 1. Higher education institution
d. Activity coefficient and schecl teachers
e. Toteael porulation over m. Undergrzduates
Q years old n. Maintenance workers
f. Scientific workers, 0. Students
including: p. Workers
g. Astrcnomers
h. Engineers
A two dimensiconal distribution of the number of cases by latitude
and longituce 1s presented in Fig. 3, a unidimensional distribution of
the number of cases by longitude, in Fig. 4 and the latitude distribu-
tion, in Fig. 5. A longitude maximum at longitude 35-45° =. is dis-
Tinctly distinguished. The latitude distribution is more uniform. How-
ever, two maxima are found here, at latitudes LL-L46° and U48-50°.
5. Time Distribution of Events
5.1. Distribution of Events by Year and Month
The sample under study covers cases of observations cf anomalous
ctlects from 1523 to 1374, including:
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-13¢¢ 3z cases o) l:i,
1967 194 cases or 76%,
1968-1974 12 cases or L Sm.

More detailed data on the annual distribution are presented 1n Filg. 6.

These data only very indirectly reflect the actual phenomenon activity

ocver time. Thus, the sharp increase in number of reports in 1967 evi-
dently 1is associated with a Central Televislon appearance, 1n which the

UF0 phenomenon was discussed and reporting observatilions of similar

phenomena was suggested. More than that, to judge by foreign data [5,

6], some increase in UFO activity actually was noted. Similarly, a

sharp drop in the number of reports after 1968 evidently is assoclated /12
with critical statements in the central press (Pravda, 29 Feb 1968), in
which the UFO problem was classified as unscientific.

In our opinion, the observation of anomalous objects before 1957 is
most significant. Together with the corresponding foreign data, this
indicates that, at least, not all cases of observation of such objects
can be associated with normal (known) technical objects of space experi-
ments.

The distribution of observations by month is presented in Fig. 7.
The histograms were plotted with and without allowance for possible
duplication, as a result of obtaining several independent reports of the
same phencmenon (see Section 5.2). As is evident, the effect of duplica-
tion hardly disturts the distribution pattern. The "increased activity"
In the summer-fzll period may be a result of the fact that this time is
most favorable for observations. However, for the 1967 curve, the small
number of cases of observation 1n June, as well as the clear spring-fall
asymmetry, are noted. These features of the distribution are repeated
cver the entire sample, since the overwhelming number of cases in this
sample is for 1967.

The distrituticn obtained for other ears without 196 / is very
3 3
much more Sym'net.. ical (Fic . 88.) .

5.2. Distribution of Events by Day, 1967

stribution of events by day in 1967 is presented in Fig. 9.
with & given date, more than 1 event per day were oObserved on
ndependent observations of events, macde by different pecple
in different places (in the majority cf cases, at different geographical
pcints) are kept in mind. For the 70 days, a total of 157 events were 1
observed (2.2 events per day, on the average). Data on the number of
observations (events) per day are presented in Table 6.

24 days. I

La)

|

Thus, of 157 events, 111 events (or 71l%) concern cases when mocre
hen one event per day was observed. For days with z precisely indicated
te, the ccrresponding numbers are 82 events of 117 (or 70%).

In a number of cases, the events of one date were observed at

imately the same time, at pcints no more than z few hundred kilo-
s away frcm each other. This permifs it tc be assumed that we are
i with independent observations of the same obtject cr phencmenon.

0



TAZLE 6. STRIZUTION OF EVENTS BY DAY OF 196
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Key: a. Number of observations c. Observations with pre-
(events) per day cisely indicated date
b. All observations, d. Number of days
including cases wictt e. Number of events
date approx. indicated f. Total
In this case, counting the data cof all reports of observations can
introduce ahoﬂecwabl distortions in the resulting s*atist'cal distribu-
tion, because of duplication. Since, from the zvailable material, it 1L
is impossible to precisely indicate how many objects were ckbserved on
each specific day without additional analysis, in this study, we will
present both the statistical distribution of z2ll reports without allow-
ance for duplication, and distributions "corrected" by allowance for
durlication. It was assumed in this correction that all observations
which coincide by date and nearly in time concern one object. Of course,
this Z1s a dominating proposal Some of such "coincident" observations
may concern different ocJects. Therefcore, it can be stated that the
actuzl distribution will lie within the limits bounded by the curves
witheut and with duplication taken intc account. The method of accounting
for durplicaticn for each specific distribution 1s stipulated separztely.
The number of cases, according to the preliminary General Catalog,
for which the duplication effect is tazken into account, is presented
0

£.2. Distribution of Zvents by Time of Day

In the majorisy of cases C7 of 256, i.e., 81%), the eyewitnesses /15
rercrt the time of observation of the phencmena. Histograms of the
distributicon ¢f number of cases of observaticns as a function of

\D
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02.,22,1967 ] 212,0214,0225,02.6,0217,0463,0464
16.12,4987 [ C245,0247,C248
Key: z. Observation date
b. Preliminary General Catalog case number

loczl legal andé mean solar time are presented in Fig. 10. We under-
stand local legzl time to be the time cfficieglly adopted zt a given
place, the time by which the Instituticns cperate and the population
lives. It either coincides with the time belt ¢r it differs from 1t by
a2 whole number of hours. In the mejority of cases, observers indicate
local legzl time. To change from it tc mean solar time, we used the
Census of Territories, in which the actual calculated time differs from

The estaplished tTime.

Duplication was taken intec account for the repcrts indicated in
Taple 7. 1In this case, for zll the "colncident" observations, the tinm
was calculated once. As is evident from Fig. 10, allcwance for duplic
tion does not change the nature of the distribution.

The observation maximun occurs in the evening hours, around 9 p.m
Zesides, 2 slight secondary maximum is noted In the mecrning hours, at J1E
arercximately 7 a.m. .




A cecmparison of Soviet and foreign data 1is shewn in Fig. 11. The
latter were taken fraom [il. The normalized numher c¢f cases curves, the
areas under all the curves, were the same. As can be seen, the nature
of the distributlon for different countries 1s similer, as a whole. The
distinctly expressed maximum in the evening hours 1s persistently re-
tained. For the Soviet observations,; this maximum.is sharper. Allow-

ance for duplication permits the maximum to be reduced somewhat but,

'U

nevertheless, 1t remzins higher than that obtained from the foreign data.

This evidently is & real property of the sample under consideration.

According to Vallee and Poher [l], the observed curve 1s a result
of the superposition of two effects: the actual distribution of the
rhenomena and the distribution of the daily occupations of the popula-
tion, the time during which the working population 1s outside the house.
After reduction of this effect, the distribution maximum 1s shifted to
the hours after m*dn;ght approximately 3 hours after midnight, and the
total number of recorded cases should be increased 14 times [l]

The time of day distribution, separately for different seasons of
the year, is presented in Fig. 12. The shift of the maximum 1m the
winter period to earlier hours evidently 1s associated with the earlier

~
[}
-1

twilight pericd. It 1s desirable to study the dependence on the time
cf twilight in greater detal We note tnrat, in winter, an arpreciable
fracticn of the observations fal‘s in the pericd of the day, when the
working population 1s outside the house. Conseguently, the reduction
used by Vallee and Poher [1] is not completely unambiguous. Appearently,
the duration cf the light and dark times of day must also be taken into
account, in addition to the occupation of the population.

The distributicn of number ¢f observations as a function of local
star time at the observation peoint is presented in Fig. 13. For the
distributicn obtained over the entire sample (Fig. l1l3a), together with
the principal maximum 2Tt £-7 p.m., a secondary maximum is guite dis-
tinctly fcund, which Iz shifted by € hours relative to the first, and
which occurs &t nocn-1 p.m. star time. Evidently, these characteristics
of the distribution are peculiar basically to 1967, which makes the
most significant contribution to the sample under discussion. For the
remaining yeaprs (except 1967), the distribution is more uniform (Fig. 13b).
It should be kert in mind that the statistics of these years are pocor

The distribution of the number of cases as a function of universal
time is presented in Fig. 1h4.
> Classification ¢f Phenomena, Types of Obiects

We used the focllowing properties as characteristics of the types
c¢? oblects: definition, transparency and shape. All the objects can
e divided into tThree types by the first property: clcud like objects
with indistinct, blurred edges; cbjects with distinctly cutlined edges
("cody"), and intermediate type objects. Thils type is used, when it
is difficult tc assign the observed object to one of the other two
Types, for example, when part of the outline is distinct and part is
clurrsd.
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The cbserved shapes of the anomalous objects are extremely diverse.
This can be exrlained, elther by the diversity of the phenomenon itself,
Oor by the fact that, here, we are dealing with phenomena of various
natures. It is possible that both factors are valld. Besides, 1t must
be kept in mind that the same object, observed at different angles of
approach, can appear and be classified differently. Finally, the
psychological factors must be taken into account. Upon unexpectedly
Observing a phenomenon which 1s unusual to them and frequently compli- /18
cated, eyewitnesses perceive it differently and, in writing reports,
they introduce additional distortions, since it frequently 1s very
difficult to transmit their impressions exactly.

The classification of the shapes of the objects is presented in
Table 8. Of course, this classification is arbitrary. The shape
designations adopted in it were taken from the eyewitness descriptions
(as they are designated in the reports). In this case, the differences
between certain types of shapes are extremely arbitrary. For example,

a flat round disk cannot always be distinguished from a spherical object
at great distance, or a disk visible from the edge from an oval object.
The difference between an oval body and & slightly deformed (oblate)
sphere, as well as the difference between an elongated oval and a
"cucumber" or "cigar," is Just as arbitrary. The following basic types
of objects evidently can be distinguished:

star shaped objects, objects of small angular dimensions (be-
the limits of resolution of the human eye); in this meaning, a
r w*th appreciable volume" cbviously means an object, the angular
nsions of which are at the limit of resolution; sometimes, star
ed objects are successfully resolved by telescope or binocular
rvaticns; in this case, they can have the most diverse shapes;
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spherical bodies (including oblate res or not very elongated

sphe
ovals); since they are perceived in vciume, it can be thought that these
ars comparatively close objects;

-
on

disccid objects,

oblong objects (highly elongated ovals, "cucumbers," "cigars,"
"eylinders," "tars");

crescent shaped objects; by sheape, angular dimensions and
brightness, they are similar to the moon in the phases preceding the
first quarter; they usually move guite rapidly through the sky; in a
number of cases, they have been observed simultaneously with the resl
moon; regular ("bicorn") and "single horn" crescents, of a shape similar /19
to that of an inverted comma, are distinguished; they frequently are
accompanied by one or more star like objects; generally, this is &

quite rare type of object; however, in the summer of 19€7, they were ob-

served guite frequently over the southern part of Eurcpean USSR; there-
fcre, these ckbjects represent an appreciable fraction of the study
Szmroe {(se22 Tatle 8);
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Key: a. Object shape t. Highly elongated oval
b. Number of objects ("cigar," "cucumber")
c. Duplication not allowed for u. Objects of regular "exotic”
d. Duplication allowed for shape
e. Starlike objects v. Triangle
f. Of them: w. Rectangle
g. Stars X. Stri
h. "Stars" of noticeable volume y. Ring
1. Sphericel bodies z. Dome
J. Regular sphere az. Hemisphere
kK. Ceformed sphe”e bb. Objects of irregular shape
1. Round pcdies, discs cc. Irregular spot
m. Discs with &apparent edge dd. Cometcid object
n. Rcund discs (frontal) ee, Irregular polygon
c. Crescent shaped objects ££. "Dumbbell"
p. Symmetrical crescent gg. Objects of continuously
g. Asymmetrical crescent, changing shape
"comma" hh. Difficult to determine share
r. EZlongated cbjects 1i. Shape not indicated
(= &
s. Cval body j5. Total
objects of & regulzar "exotic" shape (triangle, sguare, circle,
etc.);
ocbjects of irregular shapes; .
cbjects c¢cf continuously changing shape.

It shculd be ncted that only the basic share of the object 1s taken
intc account in this classification. Secondary details, for example,
the presence of a lumincus tail or other structural features, are not
ftaken intc account at z2ll. These characteristics will be considered
separately (in Section 8).
£.1. TFcrming Phases and Transitions Between The

In the analysis of shape, the following three types of phenomena
must be distingulshed:

a. one cr more cobjects of constant shape is observed;
. 2n CStject cr several otjects ¢l gcentinucusly changing
shape i1s cbserved;
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c. Cne Cr =
cf share then occurs, as a result of which another cobjects or group
cbjects, also of stable shape, is observed. These changes include:
change of shape of the object (transition from one shape to another);
separation of one object from another; the connection of one object to
another; "extinction" of a luminous object; gradual dissipatlion of an
cbject; origination of a new object, etc. 1In all cases, when such .
changes occur, we speak of several phases of forming. 1In each phase, /20
the objects have a stable shape. Any change means a transition to the

next phase. Phases of the phencmenon can be dlstinguished by other
characteristics, for example, by a change 1n the characteristics of

motion. In order to emphasize that the matter concerns changes 1n shape,

we call the corresponding phases "forming phases."
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In the majority of cases (77.5%), the eyewltnesses observed one
forming phase. Two phases were observed in 29 cases, 11%, 3 phases in
20 cases, 8%, and more than 3 phases in 9 cases, 3.5%. Changes of
forming phases were noted in a total of 58 cases of 256 (22.5%). Here,
149 separate changes (or transitions), which happened to the objects,
were observed. They included:

transition from one object shape to another 51 or 39%

extinction of one object 33 or 22%
dissipation of one object 17 or 11%
originaticn of a new object 29 or 20%
separation of one object from another 17 or 11%
ccnnection of one object to another l or approx. 1%
division of an object 1 or approx. 1%

6.2. Object Type Statistics

The presence of several forming phases introduces some mnncertain-
Ty into the statistics, since the question arises, as to how many times
an object of one type, observed in different phases, should be taken
into account. We took such objects 1nto account one time.

Allowance for duplication (Section 5.2) was mzde in the following
manner. for "cocincident" observations (Table 7), objects, for which
all the type characteristics were assumed to be the same, were taken into
account only once. Objects, of which even one characteristic does not
coincide, were considered different, and each was taken into account
independently. For example, if a crescent shzaped object was observed /21
at the same time at different points, it was counted oncey if a spherical
object was observed at the same time &t other points, it was counted
separately. Questions of change in perspective 1in obsgervations from
different points were not taken into ccnsideration here. This requires
special detailed analysis, aprlicable to each specific case.

With these remarks taken into acccunt, the statistics are as
follows. In 250 cases of observation, objects were recorded:



Total
Of them: _ .
L Le /iy S /I8t
Cloudlike form "
Objects with distinct 369 ppEy AIC /78
edge ("body")
Intermediate type objects Ty KA
Type difficult to determine - .,
Za /977 25 /8,5l
- £ .
By nature of transparency: P aar fons
Opaque Sl /8% ’
Transparent and translucent ;
Iy D /%Gl
Type difficult to determine I5 e le /2,357

The shape distribution of the objects is presented in Table 8.

6.3. Simultaneous Observation of Several Objects

One cbject was observed in the majority of cases. However, in
arproximately one third of the cases, several objects were observed
simultaneously, including:

without allowance for with allowance
duplication for duplication
two objects 62 cases 4s cases
three objects 24 22
four objects 6 6
mecre than four
ctjects 2 2
Total 94 cases 75 cases
(of 256)

In a number of cases, there was observation of severzl objects, n
multaneously, but in successicn (in different phases of the phencmen

ct
: on

S

For those cases, in which more than one object was observed, in

nzlf the cases (47 of 94), association of objects of diverse shapes with
starlike objects was observed. Crescent shaped cbjects were associated
with them most freguently: 42 cases of 47, which is 89% of all cases

cf asscciation with starlike cbjects. As to all cases cf observatiocon

cf crescent shaped objects, we have:

without alliowance for with allowance
duplication for duplication
total number of
objects 109 Q
number ¢ cbjects
ccnnected with star-
like objects b2

)

N
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N
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Althous 2llowznes Jor It zl1lCwance
duplicactiocn for duplication
% 38 33

Thus, crescent shaped objects are asscciated with starlike objects /24
in approximately one third of the cases.

7. Duration of Events

7.1. Total Duration of Events Distributed by Duration

We will call the time interval between the start and end of an
observation the duration of the event. In the majority of cases, the
duration of the event 1s less than the duration of the phenomenon.

In 146 cases of the 256 (57%), how the observation began was indicated.
In 42 cases, the start of the observation coincides with the start of
the phenomenon (of formation of the object). In 104 cases, the start
of the phenomenon preceded the start of the observation.

In 141 cases (55%), the end of the observation 1s indicated. 1In
47 cases, it ended at the time of the end of the phenomenon. In 14
cases, the observation ended before the end of the phenomenon (people
were engaged in other matters and stopped the observation). In 57 cases,
the ocject moved away as long as it was seen. 1In 23 ceses, the object
was hidden behind an obstacle (or beyond the horizon).

The durztion of the observations of anomalous phenomena was indi-

cated in 177 cases. In 13 of them, the durztion of the event was de-
fined aprroximately ("a few seconds," "z few minutes," "a few tens of
minutes"). In 164 cases, numerical values of the duration were reported.

-

n some of them, i1t was reported for only one thase of the phenomenon.
In 144 cases, the duration concerned the entire phenomenon. We call it
the total duration of the event. In 14 cases of them, the starting and
ending of the observations coincide with the start and end of the
rhenomenon. In these cases, the total duration ol the event coincides
with the duration of the phenomenon itself. In the remaining cases, 1t
can be considered a lower limit of the duration of the phenomenon.

~
V)

The duration distribution of the number of cbservations (for the
total duration of the event) is presented in Fig. 15. The distribution
maximum is in the 1-4 minute interval.

L comparison with foreign data (from [1]) is presented in Fig. 15.
The unguestionable similarity for different countries can be seen. This
indicates generality of the observed phenomenon.
7.2. Durztion Distribution of Objects of Different Types

The duration distribution of events for cbjects of different
types 1s presented in Fig. 17. The nature of the distribution differs
fer different objects. Spherical shape objiects and discs are dis-
tinguished by a more uniform distribution. TFor crescent shaped objects,

17



TogZsTner With the frincipal maximum (wnlich ccour :ei zt & duraticn cf
1-4 min), a secondary maximum 1is .distinguished, with a duration on the
crder of a few seconds. Objects of irregular shape are observed a

longer time. Among them, a highly noticeable fraction of the events
last on the order of one hour. In this respect, the distribution of
objects of regular "exotic" shapes (triagular, sguare, etc.) 1s par-
ticularly characteristic. Of course, the features 1ndicated cannoct be
considered solidly established. There are too few statistics for
separate types of objects. However, 1t can be thought that the pre-
dominance of longer events, which i1s .asscciated with observations of
objects of irregular and, especilally, regular "exotic" shapes, apparent-
ly is completely real.

8. Object Structure and Nature of Luminosity

Besides the general shape, anomalous objects frequently are char-
acterized by diverse externzal and internal details (surface structure),
as well as luminosity of a frequently extremely comp‘ex nature. The
characteristics of the objects are presented below.

~
N

8.1. External Details

In the 256 cases of observation of anomalous objects considered, a
totzl of 457 different objects has been described (we do not allow for
duplication). For 264 objects, the reports contzined no informaticn on
eXxternal details. It can be thought that, in these cases, either they
were lacking, or they were not expressed very distinctly. The presence
or zbsence of external details was noted in 129 cases (for 193 objects).
In this case, in 17 cases (for 25 objects), the eyewitnesses noted- the
absence of any external details whatever. For the remaining 168 ob-
jects in the reports, verious external details were described. These
data are summarized in Table 9. For 9 objects of 168, two detalls
were noted. The corresponding objects were taken cnto account twice in
the tabtle. Therefore, the total number of objects in the second column
of Tzble 9§ is 177. The percentage is of the total number of objects, 168.

+

8.2. "Internal" Details, Surface Structure of Chbjects

In the reports of 71 cases of observations (28% of 256 cases), there /27

is an indication ¢f the presence of absence of surface structure of the
objects. Here, it was noted in 12 cases (for 20 objects) that the
surface of the object was uniform. The presence of visible structure

or surface irregularities was noted for 82 ooJects (18% of U57 objects).
For 355 objects, there weas no 1nd1catlon of surface structure, In these
cases, 1t 1s possible that "internal" details are lacking (uniform
structure), or they were faint and pccrly distinguishable in visual
observations. Besides, it must be considered that the observers dc nct
always concentrate attention on these details.

Data on the surface structure and "internal" details of the objects
are presented in Table 10. Two characteristics of nonuniformity are
noted for three objects. These objects were counted twice in the table

[
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b. Number of objects with (beams, luminous arcs,
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d. Taill (corona, halo, etc.)
e. Including: 1. Shells of various shapes
f. Dark tail, dark track m. Total
g. Shining tails of
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h. Sparks

8.3. Luminosity Characteristics

There are indications of the nature of the luminosity in 240 cases
of observations (94% of 256 cases). In 16 cases (for 36 objects),
there are no indications of 1llumination, or its characteristics are
vague. The luminosity of U421 objects was characterized in some manner

by the cbservers. Data on the qualitative nature of the luminosity are
presented in Table 11.

It is difficult to determine the nature of luminocsity against the
dark sky background. Specilal analysis is required for this. It can be
thought that, in the majority of cases, we are concerned with the
intrinsic luminosity of the objects. 1In the opinion of the observers,
the luminosity of 4 objects was assocciated with the reflection of sun-
light.

The brightn
Ar fa
kuu

ss was extimated by the observers (basically gqualitative-
ly) for 183 ts

. The data are summarized in Tzable 12,
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e. Great 1. Brightness given in star
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For 249 objects, the observers presented data on the nature of the
change in brightness. The brightness of 157 of the objects remained
ocnstant during the entilre time of observaticn. A decrease in bright-
rress of 56 objects was observed and, for 8 objects, an increase. Vari-
ztions of brightness (flickering) of 18 objects was noted, and abrupt
cnanées of the brightness of 10 objects, of the flash or explosicn
type, were noted.

O

\)

8.3.1. Obgject Color

For 184 cases (for 295 objects), data on the color are presented.
These data are lacking for 162 objects. According to the indications
cf the eyewitnesses, the range of colcrs turned out to be extremely
wide. The data zare summarized in Tabls 13. We note that, for 53 cb-
‘ects, a mixed, complicated cclor was observed (for example, yellow-
en). Twelve objects had multiceclecred surfaces. In &ll these cases,
h color was ccunted separately. The corresponding objects are
unted more than once in Table 13.

O(D

8.3.2. Cclor Change

In 23 cases, & pattern of the cclcr of the luminosity was ob-
served (changes both toward a decrease in wavelength and towards an
increase in wavelength; pulsations, overflcws; ccler changes from

21

~

n

™~

(W)

Ne]



— - . ~r as
UzeT a fb'-'::::.:\ o%em:zégugzg;;e?yf&;f_g;/\
Yoecun?,pozoayt 4 : 74 25
Cpasxemxd,"orueiAnl” € ! 74 z0
verri, “sczorzcruat T ool 19
Rerecul g€ : Iz 4
Tary6ol h ! = iz
Carz? i : 2 I
“EoreTonui J 4 i,8
[Gomiiad k @ 8 ‘ 2,6
=2 1 [ 3 I
te I 73 25
Eoargzma 5 4 1,5
‘ Eeped;z:’:z»:ﬂ o ; S 3
‘l: MeTATTITRIITY or:c:::::‘:a’ 7 2 P
Key: a. Color i. Blue
b. Number of objects J. Violet
c. % of total 295 objects k. Black
of this color 1. Gray
d. Red, pink m. White
e. Crznge, "flame" n. Pearl
f. Yellow, "goldish" 0. Silver
g. Green p. With metallic hue
h. Azure

section to secticn over the surface of the object). Color changes were
observed in a total of 28 objects. In 61 cases for 162 objects, the
gbsence of changes in the color ¢f the luminosity was noted. 1In the
remaining cases, there are nc indications ¢f a2 color pattern.

9. Angular Dimensions of QObjects

Gg.1. Estimates of Angular Dimensions by Eyewltnesses

Estimation of angular dimensions by unprepared observers obviously
involves great difficulties. Descriptions such as the following fre-

quently are found in the reports: "the object was the size of an

1 1"na s mn "

orange," "of an apple," "like a watermelon," "the size of a tennis ball,
etc., and without indications of the distance at which the object was
compared., Such estimates cannoct reasonabtly be used.

For 244 objects (of 457), an attempt is made in the reports to give
a gualitative or cquantitative estimate of the angular dimensions. OFf
<hem, 94 cbjects were evaluated as starlike (angular dimensiocn 0),
7 objects were characterized by a "small" angular size, and 31 objects,
=y "large" size. For the remaining 112 objects, a2 guantitative estimate
is given. It should be considered that the matter concerns visual
estimatas made by pcorly trained cbservers. Althcugh the moon or the

ARl
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sun freguently are used in the estimates c¢f angular dimensicns [¢
comparison, in the majority of cases, such cocmparisons were made frcm
memory (the moon or the sun noct observed simultaneously with the objJect
described). Therefore, the estimates presented give an extremely rough
idea -of the actual angular dimenslons of the objects.

The results of the estimates are presented in Table 14. For 8
objects of 206 (112 + 94), two different angular dimensions are pre-
sented in the reports (in cases of change in angular dimension or in
cases of observation of an asymmetrical object). The corresponding
cbjects are counted twice in the table.

TABLE 14. ANGULAR DIMENSIONS OF OBJECTS

- _ .
’ 1
! gfmze3cl poanep /moudmenemic/ (Ursno ofsenTen O i
' 1
! O /apcanscdpoanuyl citens/  C Ca !
| I5° m menee a | i !
1 i i
o i &z :
H » N !
' 45 ' 2 ;
-0 -- i
| - Py :
} 2% a0 e e 3 ,
f i=zmo: 274 i
Key: a. Angular dimension d. 15' or less
(approximate) e. 2° or more
b. Number of objects f. Total
c. 0 (starlike object)
9.2. Change of Angular Dimensicns
For the majority of cbjects, thing 1s stated of changes in an-
gular dimensions in the reports. Fcr 150 object:, it was noted that
the angular dimensicns remained cconstant. An increase in angular di-
mensions was noted for 36 objects and a decrease, for 22 objects. Nine

objects initially had constant angular dimensions but, then, they began
To change.

The change in apparent angular dimensions of the objects may be a
consequence of changes in distance to the object as it moved or a
consequence of change in linear dimensions (for example, expansion of
a cloud like object). 1In analysis of the available reports, it is
difficult to make a distinction between these t"o cases, the more sc¢
that the superposition of both reascns is possibtle. No distinction was
mace 1in the data presented.

. Characteristics cf Moction of QOblects

[
(&)

The data on motion of the objects presented in the reports include
gqualitative characteristics of veloccity and i1ts changes and data on the
nature of the Iflight path and the flight direction.
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rocity and Acceleration
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Data on the qualitative nature of the veloccity was presented in 80
cases for 176 objects. In 69 cases for 111 obJects, the motion was
characterized as uniform. In 36 cases for 65 otjects, the eyewltnesses
noted irregularities in motiocn, including:

ocnefold change of velocity, 29 cases for 53 objects

-

twofold change in velocity, 2 cases for 2 objects;
threefocld change in velccity, 2 cases for 2 objects;

manifold changes in velocity, 1 case for 4 objects;

jerking motion, 2 cases for 4 objects.

Here, accelerated motion was noted in 21 cases (for 36 objects),
motion with slowing, in 9 cases (for 18 objects), and change in sign of
the acceleration (alternation of acceleration and slowing down), in 6
cases for 11 objects. .

In 18 cases (for 21 objects), an abrupt change in velocity was
noted (great acceleration), a smcoth change in velocity in 15 cases
(41 objects), and acceleration characteristics were not presented in 3
cases (3 objects).

Data on the angular velocities of the objects are presented below.

In 152 cases for 242 objects, an attempt was made to characterize the
engular ve7oc;ty In the majority of cases, qualitative velocity char-
acteristics were g’ven "nigh" (47 cases); "low" (33 cases); "average"

{2 cases); "like an airecraft" (41 cazses); "like a satellite" (15 cases).

In 13 cases, the velocity was estimated as close to zero. Numericzal /33
estimates of the angular velocity are presented for 14 cases. These

data are presented in Table 15.

10.2. Flight Path of Qtjects

For 51 objects of the 457, the nature of mction of the objects was
ct indicated or was not clear. Data on motion zre presented in the
eports for 406 objects. Among them, 8 rotating objects were noted.
ata on the flight paths of all 406 cbjects are presented in Table 16.

C
ct

o~
()
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hem, two different flight paths of 24 ctjects were observed,

-, o]
atT @) e
ight paths for 2 objects and & flight

3 flight patbs for 11 octjects, 4 f1 T &

paths for 1 oo ectT. mI”ese cbjects were counted 2, 3, 4 and £ times,
respectively, ;n Tzble 16. This should be kept in mind in determination
cf the total number of objects in the second column of Table 1€.

Further, as is evident from Table 16, in the mejority of cases (28%4
cf Lo6), not-on along a smooth flight path was observed. However, for
222 objects (30% of the totzl number of objects with the flight path
indicated), significant pecularities were noted: =zbrupt course changes,
novering and maneuvVering oI the objects, rotation, unusual “light paths.
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d. Smecoth track, nature
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2. Change ¢f flight direction
once Or mcre g
f. Maneuvers oI cCbjects
(mutual or relative
to aircraft)
10.3. TFlight Directiocon
Zn visual observations, it is pessi
Zirecticn ¢ moticn ¢f a remcte object,
through the zenith. In

g.
h.

Object hangs still
(hovering)

Start and end of hovering
Cbserved

Unusual tracks (swinging,
gpiral, sinuscid, round-
ing cobjects, flight around
perimeter)

Total
ble tc determine the actual

cnly in the event it passes

the remaining cases, we obtain the projection
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of the apparent direction of motion ¢on the celestial sphere. Reduction
to the actual direction in the absence of additional information 1s
guite uncertain. However, the errors are not over 90°. Therefore,
these data only can be used for rough statistical determination of the
prevalent directions of movement. As to errors in estimation of the
direction by the oObservers themselves, they are of a random mature and,
ccnsequently, have little effect on determination of the prevalent
directions in a large body of data.

To simplify the pattern, we considered only objects moving away,
and we only allowed for the velocity of departure, disregarding the
direction from which the object appeared. For cbjects, the direction of
motion of which changed during the observation, only the direction of
final departure of the object was considered. This procedure permits a
rough distribution of objects by direction of motion to be obtailned.

(W)
n

In 99 cases of 256, the direction of departure was not indicated. /
In 157 cases, the direction of departure of 220 objects was reported.
The distribution by direction was determined by two different methods.
In the first method, those cases were selected, when all simultaneously
observed objects departed in a single direction and, for them, a dis-
tributicn of the number of cases vs. departure direction was plotted.
In the second methecd, zll departing ct ects were taken into account
(both objects moving in a single direction, and moving in different
directions) and, for them, a distribution of the number of objects vs.
direction was plotted. The results are presented in Table 17 and Fig. 18.

|

TABLE 17. DISTRIBUTION BY DIRECTION
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£. South n. Total
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As 1s evldent, tThz average distribution for all years but 1967
is guite symmetrical. Isclated deviations are not statistically signif-
icant, and they probzably are of a random nature. However, the 1967 dis-

tribution is clearly asymmetrical. Movemen: in an easterly direction is
prevalent. This can be seen particularly graphically in Fig. 18. On the
whole, the distribution by number of cases and number of objects is
similar.

The distribution for separate types of objects 1is presented 1in
Fig. 19. This distribution was ncrmalized by number of objects (the /36
total number of objects of a given type, summed over all directions,
is taken as one). Starlike objects associated with crescent like ob-
jects, spheres and discs were not included in the "objects of other
types" category. As can be seen, the asymmetry 1is determined primarily
by the crescent like objects, as well as by the spheres and discs. How-
ever, the crescent like objects make the primary contribution to the
total statistics, since their number 1is larger. '

11. Estimates of Linear Quantities (Distance, Altitude, Size, Velocity)

In observations of anomalous objects at great distance from the
surface of the earth, when the binocular nature of vision does not per-
mit perception of the bulk of an object or estimation of the distance
to it and, cconsequently, the altitude above the surface of the earth,
dimensions or velocity, visual observations conly permit determination
of angular guantities, such as angular altitude of the cbject above the
horizon, its angular dimensions and its angular velocity.

In scme extremely rare cases, estimates of linear quantities were
successful. This becomes possible in close observations (within the
limits of binocular vision), as well as in those cases, when the ob-
served objects can be compared with known objects or phenomena at a
known distance (for example, the object 1s chserved against a back-
ground of mountains, below the clouds, etc.). Distance data also can
be obtained from analysis of cases of simultaneous observation of objects

v different points. In these cases, an estimate of the linear gquanti-
ties (zltitude, size, velocity of the object) can be given, 1f the
cerresponding angular guantities are known.

the samrle under consideration, the distance to the objects was

s
estimated in 20 cases. In the majority of <hese cases, the estimates
presented are extremely arbitrary. The numerical values ¢f the dis- /2T
tances according to these estimates are as Icllcws:

-

100 meters, 3 cases;

1

from 1C0 meters to 1 km, Z cases;

from 1 kilometer tc 10 km, 11 cases;

~

from 10 km ©o 100 km, 3 cases; 230 km, 1 case.

-
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The last estimate (230 km) was obtained by Z.S. Kadikov, from
analysis of simultaneous observations at 2 points, wilth tie 1n of the
observed position of the objiect to the stars (GC-0075).

Linear Dimensions of Objects

The linear dimensions were estimated in 10 cases. For the most
part, these estimates also are extremely arbitrary. The minimum estimate
was 4 meters and the maximum, 600 m (Z.S. Kadikov). The distribution
for Intermediate cases is as follows:

from 10 m to 100 m, 4 cases; from 100 m to 300 m, 4 cases.

In a number of cases, eyewitnesses give a completely unsubstantiated
estimate of the linear dimensions of a remote object, when it is im-
pOSulbl° to determine the actual dimensions. Such estlimates were not
taken into account in the statistics.

Altitude Above Surface of Earth

It was estimated in 27 cases, included a few estimates made aboard
an aircraft. The minimum estimate was 35 m and the maximum, 100 km (Z.S.
Kadikov). The distribution of intermediate cases 1s as follows:
from 100 m to 1 km, 7 cases;
from 1 km to 10 km, 14 cases;
from 10 km to 100 km, 3 cases.

ata on the nature of change In altltude are more relizble.
were presented in 68 cases. f them:

cases, altitude of the object did not change;

I_J-
o

(W)
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in 12 cases, a graduzl decrease in altitude of the object
was observed;

in 10 cases, the altitude gradually increased;
in 6 cases, a vertical rise of the object was observed;

in 9 cases, verticzl descent;

-

1 case of fluctuation of altitude was noted.

Linezr Velocity

u

It was estimated in 10 cases. The minimum estimate was 5 m/sec
and the maximum, 5 km/sec.
12. Associated Zffects and Phenomensa

In a numker of cases, the ancmalcous atmcspheric phenomena hacd a
definite 27fect on the envirconment.

N
(a)
0



In the majorlty of cases they apparently occurred silently. The
eyewltnesses did not note any acoustical effects and, in a considerable
number of cases, the absence of sound was specially emphasized. The
rare cases when the phenomenon was accompanied by sound regquire special
analysis. This may be connected with observations of specific non-
anomalous objects, for example, bolides, or be because the phenomenon
occurred near the observer. In thils case, the presence of sound may be
an indirect indication for the estimation of distance.

Cases of effects on technical means and the human nervous system =
were noted. These cases are extremely rare. However, they are of very
great importance. Here, careful verification and further accumulation of
data are required.

A summary of the observed associated effects is presented in Table 18.
The numbers of the cases from the preliminary General Catalog are shown
in brackets.

~
W
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13. Dates with Large Number of Observations

Section 5.2 notes independent observations, made during one day at
approximately the same time from different points. As an exanple, a '
brief description of observations of anomalous objects for three dates
in 1967 are presented in Tables 19, 20 and 21. The objects were ob-
served cver a quite substantial arez. The locations of the observation
points are presented in Figs. 20, 21 and 22.

Independent observatiocns at different points are supplementary
evidence of the reality of the observed phenomenon.

Theoretically, the following possibi es are permitted:

simultanecus observations of one object at diffe

]

ent pcints;
sequentiesl observations of one object;
observations of different objects.

To chocose between these possibilities, detalled analysis must be
carried out. Evidently, some of the cases described are observations of
cne object. If they were simultaneous and not seguential observations, /
altitude should be on the order of hundreds of kilometers and the lineazar
dimensions, on the order of a kilometer.

-
L

14, Discussion

In conclusion, we discuss the vasic ocutlines of the observed
pnenomenon, as well as certain ceonclusions, which flow from the stat
tical analysis of the observation materizl.

4
=N

14.1. Reliability of Initial Observational Material

vewitnesses on the

crts e
mena they observec. The authers made no verification of

29
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TAZLE 19. OBSERVATION OF ANOMALCUS PHENOMENA 17 July 1967
GC No. | Observation point Univer- Shape Track Fﬁght
sal time direc-
tion
0224 | Putivl, UkrSSR 17.45 | Angled bands Not shown -
0229 Yasinovataya, Donets 18.00 | Crescent- and star-{ Smooth track W-E
Distr., UkzSSR like objects
0012 Krasnogorskaya station, 18.00 | Crescent-like Smooth track W-Z
tavropol Terr., RFSFR object
0015 Novo-Amvrosiyevskiy, 18.15 Asymmetric cres— Smooth track w/ W—z
Donetsk Distr., UkrSSH cent, dark body, small angle turm
stars
0013 Nevinnomyssk, Stavropol | 18.15 | Crescent-like Smooth track Sw-llE
Terr, RFSFR object
0222 Krasnyy Luch, VoroshilovH 18.15 | Crescent-like Not shown SW-Z
grad Distr., UkrSSR object changed
to star
0226 Lazorevskaya, Krasnodar |18.20 |Cresceni-semi- Smooth track 7-NZ
Terr., RSFSR disc
0014 Molodogvardeysk, 18,30 | Crescent-like Smoocth irack Sw-Iin
Voroshilovgrad Pistr., object and 2
UkrSSR stars
0221 Zhdanov, Donetsk Distr., |18.3C | Symmetrical Smootn track, SW—HE
UkrSSR crescent hovering, jerk fer
movement,
smooth track
0010 Agudzery, near Sukhimi, |19.00 |Disc visible Smooth frack Wi
Georgian SSR frem edge
The letively low fraction of sclitary observations should be
noted. In twe thirds of the cases, more than one eyewitness partici-

pated in the observations. 1In this case, there is a highly substantizl
rercentage of mass observations. Besides, in 2 considerable numkber cf
cases, there were independent observations, made at the same time at
different points.

In the
tions. Thi

ma
me
a

=

jority of the cases, the observers had quite high qu
s0 raises the reliability of the initial material.

b1

S

The time characteristics of the phenomena (daily distribution of
events and distribution of events by duration) are highly consistent
with foreign data. This Indicates that we are concerned with a specific
class of phencmena, which have definite, stable statistical properties.
i is important that, accordéing tc Vallee and Poher [I]

o
Iresy o L=2
the distribution c¢f events by duration for zanomelous (unidentified)
chencmena diffsers zignificantly from the dis buticn for known (identi-
fied) prencmena and objects.




TAELE 20. O3SZRVATICH OF ANOMALOUS PEELCMNA 19 SEPTEBER 1967

GS Ne, |Observatiion point Univer- Shape Track ?hght
sal time direc-
tion
0059 Svatovsk Terz., 16.20 |Crescent- and star- | Smooth track SW-NE
Voroshilovgrad Distr., like objects
UkrSSR ‘
0056 Zimnik farm, Serafimo- | 16.20 |Svherical body Smcoth track NW-SE
vich Terr., Voroshil-
ovgrad Distr., UkrSSR
0063 (c){Voroshilovgrad-Volgo- 16.3C |Crescent-like ob=- Hovering, ma- W 15
grad aircraft flignt ject, then elongat- | neuvering a-
No. 404 ed object round aircraft,
smooth track
0064 Volzhskiy, Vologograd 16.30 [Crescent-like Not shown -
Distr., RFSFR object
0057 Novooskol'sk Terr., 16.40 |Crescent-semi~- Smooth track, -
Belgorod Distr, disc, then cres- hovering
cent-like object
0058 Severcdonetsk, l6.—~ |Crescent- and star- - Wi
Voroshilovgrad Distr., like objects, then
Uk=SSR singie star
0053 Donetsk, UkrSSR 17.20 Crescent-like ob- Smooth track S-1E
ject, then band
0054 Zhdanov, UxkrSSR 17.20 Spherical body - S=N
0061 tate farm im. Gor'kogo,| 17.-- |Crescent- and star- | Maneuvers a-~ -
Mariinskiy Terr, like cbjects round aircraft
Donetsk Distr., UkrSSE
0C6&0 Roy Station, Donetsk 17.— |Asymmetrical cres- | Smooth track SwW=iz5
Distr., UkxSSF cent and star-like
object
0062 Doneisk, UkxrSSRH - Asyrmetrical cres— | Smooth track W=I
cent and star, then
crescent changed to
"irregular" spot
All this permits the fcllowing ccnclusion. Observations of zactuzl /
phencmenz are described in the reports. I there are hallucinations or
false repcrts, their percentage is small, so that they have 1little
affect on the statistical properties of the sample under ccnsideratiocn.

14.2. Cbservaticnal Characteristics of Phencmena

bution of

1. The spatial distrip the phenomena covers the entire
area c¢f? the USEZZR. In Individual pericds, increased activiiy arparently
is observed In certain regicns, and the areas c¢f increased ac*lv ty

1=



TA=LZ 21, 2SERVATION OF ANCFALCUS PHZICIENiA 18 OCTCBZR 1967
GC HNo. | Obzervation pcint ' Univer- Snhape Track Ilight
| sal time direc-
| tion
0078 Novyy Afon, Abkhaz . 14.50 |Round body (disc) - -
4SSR, Georgian SSR ;
0076 Pyatigorsk, Stavropol : 14.55 |Crescent-semi-disc Smooth track -
Terr. ‘
j
0075 Pyatigorsk, Stavropol | 15.00 }Crescent-like Smooth track
Terr, . object
0079 Yessentuki, Stavropol * 15.00 {Object of "ir- Smooth track NW-SE
Terr, : regular shape and
stars of distinct
; wolume
0077 Tkvarcheli, Abkhaz 15.05 |Crescent-like Smooth track NW=SE
ASSR, Georgian SSR object
0082 Volgograd 15.05 |Crescent-like 2 abrupt direc- -
cbject tion changes
0080 Rostov-on~Don 15.15 |Crescent- and star- |Smooth track -
like objects
0022 Molodogvardeysk, 15.45 |[Crescent- and star- - SW=lig
Voroshilovgrad Distr., like objects, then SwW=3
Ukr3SR 1 more star-like
object
008l Novyy Afon, Abkhaz 16.— iCrescent=-like Smooth track Nw=—H
ASSR, Georgian SSR object
0108 Armavir, Krasnodar Terr. - Crescent-like Smooth track -
cbject _
nge over time. On the global scale, this was pointed out by Saunde
ess still ar

a
] The regularities ¢f this proc are not completely cle

they need further study.
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2. The mcnthly dist
time. In particular, 196
asymmetry.
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ribution of events also apparently changes
7 te

was charac

bt}

Qver

r
rized Ty ccnsiderable spring-7all

3. The time of day distribution has & distinctly exrressed maximum
T.

in the evening, around §

m. local time. The observed curve apparently

is a superposition of several effects: actual distribution of phenomena,

dailly occupaticn c¢f the population, as well as the time c¢f twiligh
any case, the avallable dataz show & seascnal relaticnship in the ob
distribution. This effect requires more detailed study. It is des

t. In

served
irzble

£0 make a comparison of the times of cbservation ¢f the phenomena with
the time of twilight. The distribution by local star time brings out

a seccndary maximum,
—zximum., The reaiity of this must be verified with more extensive
T i 53

shifted by aprrcximately & hours from the principzl

)
La)




4. The observed shapes of the anomalous objects are extremely

diverse. This can be explained, either by diversity of the phenomenon
itself, or by the fact that we are concerned with phenomena ¢f varied
natures. Both factors possibly are effective. A considerable fraction

of the usually extremely rare crescent-like objects should be noted.
This is associated with the pecullarities of 1967, which makes the mzin
ccntribution to the sample under consideration.

~
=

5. The average duration of the phenomena 1s on the order of a few
minutes. However, different types of objects are characterized by
different durations. Thus, a substantial fraction of the crescent-like
objects has a duration on the order of a few seconds, and obJjects of
regular "exotic" shapes (squares, triangles, etc.) have durations on the
order of one hour.

6. In a substantial number of cases (22.5%), different phases of
the phenomena were observed, which are connected with changes 1in shape:
change in shape of the object (transition from one shape to another);
separation of one object from another; connecticn of one object to
another; extincticn of a shining object; gradual dissipation of an object;
the origination of a new object, etc.

7. In G4 cases of 256 (37%), several objects were observed simul-

taneously. Asscciations of objects of different shapes with star-like
cbjects 1s observed particularly often.

8. <Various externzl details of a considerable portion of the ob-
jects (168 of 467) were observed: shining tails, sparks, light beams,
arcs, glow arcund cbjects, shells of different shapes. "Internal" de-
tails of 82 objects (18%) were noted (surface irregularities): dark and
light bands, fires, shining spots, streams, as well as details similar
to "structural" details.

9. The overwhelming majority of the objects are luminous (apparentls
self-luminous) bocies, cbserved against a background of the dark sky;
however, in a number c¢f cases, the object was seen against a background
of 2 bright sky and, probably, i1t shone by reflected light. Finzlly, in
2 number of cases, a2 dark object was ctserved (a total of 32 dark objects
were observed).

10. The cclor of the luminosity was extremely diverse. The observers
noted &ll the coleors of the rainbow frcom red to vioclet. Red, orange /46
(fire), yellow and white are named most often. 1In a number of cases, a -
silvery color or & ccleor with a metallic hue was noted. Mixed colors
(for example, yellow-green) and objects with varicolored surfaces also
were observed. In the majority of the cases, the color of the luminosity
éid not change. However, a coler change of 23 objects cf 184 was noted.

11. The angular dimensions of the objects were estimated with great
A significant portion of the objects (94 of U457) were point
s (star-like objects); a substantial fraction (61 objects) had
ﬁ
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l12. The angular velocity of the objects, according to the estimates
¢f the observers, were from 1 degree per minute to 20 degrees per second.
In the majority of cases, the movement was uniform. However, 1in 36
cases (for 65 objects), irregularity of movement was noted: single or
multiple changes in velocity; Jerky mocvements. Here, abrupt changes of
velocity are emphasized in 18 cases (for 21 objects).

The flight paths basically are smooth. However, for 122 objects
(30% of the total number of objects with the flight path specified),
significant peculiarities were noted: abrupt change of direction, hover-
ing and maneuvering of objects, rotation, unusuzl flight paths (swing-
ing, spiral, sinusoid, rounding obstacles, etc.).

A clear asymmetry is observed in the flight directions of the objects.
Movements in an easterly direction are prevalent. This feature also is’
primarily characteristic of 1967. The directional distribution for other
years except 1967 is quite symmetrical.

13. Data on the linear parameters of the objects 1s extremely un-
reliable. The minimum distance, atcording to the estimates of eye-
witnesses, is 100 m and the minimum altitude, 35 m. Some cases can be
classified as close observations from indirect indications, when the
observer distingulshes details with the naked eye, feels some effect
or when a dark object is observed at night.

~
=
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The linear dimensions of the objects are estimated from 4 m to
€00 m.

From analysis of simultaneocus observations at different points, a
flight altitude on the order of severzl hundred kilometers znd linear
dimensicns on the order of 1 km can be estimated.

Fal

The linear veloccity is estimated from £ m/sec to © km/sec.

14, In the majority of cases, the anamalous phenomena evidently
occur silently. Cases of effects on technlcal means and the human nervous
system have been noted. These cases are extremely rare. However, they
are of very great importance. Careful verification and further accumula-
tion of data are required here.

14.3. Nature of Objects and Further RBesearch

£ conclusion as to the nature of the observed phenomena can he
drawn from available data. Some of them possibliy can be due to atmos-
pheric optics effects. However, in the overwhelming majority of cases,
they evidently are of a completely different nature. The large percentage
cf independent observations, made simultaneously at different roints
hundreds of kilometers apart indicates this, in particular.

sain portion of the observations may be due tc various techni-
ments in the atmosphere and space near the earth, To Observa-
ace technology ocbjects, in particular. However, the kinematic
exclude the possibility of such an °K~-,“at ‘cn for at

27 The czses. 1%t alsc is difficult to match data on the
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shapes ©Of the objects and other characterlstics noted above with such
an explanation. Finally, observations made long befcore 1957, 1.e.,
before the start of the space age, must be considered.

Obviously, the question of the nature of the ancmelous rhenomena
still should be considered open.

To obtain more definite conclusions, more reliable data must be
available. Reports on observations of anomalous phenomena have to be
well documented. The production of such reports must be organized
through the existing network of meteorlogical, geophysical and astronomi-
cal observation stations, as well as through other official channels.

Here, a mechanism for the verification of incoming reports, both
from the point of view of their adequacy with respect to the phenomena
actually observed, and from the point of view of determination of the
possible nature of the phenomena (astronomical and georhysical phencmena
or engineering experiments in the atmosphere and space near the earth),
must be provided.

The question of setting up spec:aT instrument observations must be
carefully thought out.

In ocur cpinion, the Soviet and foreign data accumulated so far
justifies setting upr such studies.

Continuation of statilistical analysls c¢f the available material, as
well as study of the physical parameters of the anomalous phenomena is
proposed.
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CONCLUSIONS

By

Clifford E. Stone

SFC, U.S. Army (Ret.)

Copyright (c) September 1993 by Clifford E. Stone

The United States Air Force maintained two UFO
investigation programs. Project Blue Book was the only
program publicly known to exist. The other program was
given a higher classification and its existence was kept

from the public and the U.S. Congress.

Project Blue Book's purpose was to act as a public
relations unit in that it was to receive UFO reports and
answer questions from the general public. The highest
classification ever given to Project Blue Book (at the time
known as Project Sign in 1948) was "Secret" with an A-2
Priority. Project Blue Book was never meant to be involved
in the investigation of UFO reports that could have any
possible affect on national security. Project Blue Book
was an officially sanctioned deception program to cover up
the existence of the more highly classified UFO

investigation program of those UFO cases that did have some



bearing on national security.

The more highly classified program was to investigate those
UFO cases that hinted at technical intelligence being
gained by their closer investigation. These cases were
never meant to be part of the Project Blue Book reporting
system. Those cases that were considered to have vital
technical intelligence were immediately withdrawn from the
Project Blue Book system and handled by the agency directed
to conduct the higher classified program. This unit was

formerly the 4602d Air Intelligence Service Squardon.

Project Blue Book was terminated on December 17, 1969 thus
giving the impression that the U.S. Government was out of
the business of investigating UFOs and no longer had any
interest in the subject. However, the more highly
classified program continued to investigate those cases
considered to have vital technical intelligence data and

continues to do so to this day.

Some type of unidentified aerial objects exist and the U.S.
Air Force, among other agencies, is activily gathering
information on these objects from around the world. &all
finalized intelligence on these objects and the data
gathered remains classified in the interest of "national

security".

The more highly classified UFO investigation program has



been able to conceal its activities by putting it out in
the field that they were looking for technical intelligence
data on possible new types of Soviet aircraft and later the
Soviet space program. This was done in the late 1940's and
early 1950's by referring to UFO's and "flying saucers" as
possible "unconventional aircraft" of the Soviet's. 1In the
late 1950's on into the present, reference was made to
"objects of unknown origin" as being possible Soviet space
vehicles that had survived re-entry and impacted with the
earth. Much of the material gathered as a result of this

continuing investigation has yet to be explained.

The U.S. Air Force officially holds three conclusions
concerning UFO's. These are: 1. UFO's are not a threat to
national security; 2. UFO's do not represent technological
developments or principles beyond the range of present day
scientific knowledge; and 3. there has been no evidence
indicating that UFO's are of extraterrestrial origin.
However, the documentation released under the Freedom of
Information Act by the Air Force and other government
agencies clearly indicate the first 2 of these conclusions
are false by definition alone. While it can not be proven,
based on the released documentation, that some UFO's are
extraterrestrial, the existing evidence strongly suggest
the existence of objects of unknown origin; some of which
may have been recovered according the official government

documentation that has been released.



The U.S. Air Force, among other government agencies,
continues to collect information on certain UFO's reported
world-wide and continues to stand ready to go anywhere in

the world to recover possible objects of "unknown origin".

The purpose and origin of some UFO's, as reported in FOIA

documents, have yet to be ascertained.

The United States Congress has NEVER BEEN BRIEFED on the
existence of the classified UFO investigation program or

the existence of the recovery program.



RECOMMENDATIONS

By

Clifford E. Stone

SFC, U.S. Army (Ret.)

Copyright (c) September 1993 by Clifford E. Stone

During the existence of Project Blue Book, Congress has
held several hearings concerning UFO's., However, these
hearings were always limited to the records within the Blue
Book files and no member of Congress has ever reguested to
hear testimony from other agencies or individuals, within
these other agencies, who have knowledge of the existence
of the more involved investigation or interest in the
subject of UFO's. The reason for this is very simple.
Congress was not made aware of any agency, outside of the

U.S. Air Force, as having any interest in the UFO Phenomena.

The release of classified information or material to
Congress by any Department of Defense (DOD) agency is made
in accordance with Department of Defense Directive 5400.4.
However, Congress must identify the information they are
seeking in writing. Also, any DOD employee testifying

before a congressional committee in executive session in



relation to a classified matter must obtain the assurance
of the committee that individuals present have a security
clearance commensurate with the highest classification of

the information that may be discussed.

This seems to work well for information up to the top
secret level. However, it gets much more involved for
information protected under Special Access Programs, such

as SCI or ESI material.

Department of Defense empolyees are briefed that members of
Congress, by virtue of their elected positions, are not
investigated or cleared by the Department of Defense. They
are further cautioned, that while members of Congress might
be cleared for information up to the top secret level, they
may not be cleared for information protected under certain
Special Access Programs; information considered as SCI or
ESI material; or other information protected by executive
directives. This is particularly true of Congressional
aids. Therefore, one can easily see the hesitation on the
part of some, testifying before Congress, to be less than

candid and at times being less than truthful.

Once again the reason for this is simple. While Congress
has passed laws to protect so-called whisleblowers, the
Congressional track record on protecting whisleblowers has
been poor. Therefore, a person testifying before a

Congressional committee is much more hesitant to volunteer



any helpful information not asked for. The rule of thumb

is; if not asked, don't volunteer information.

Congress should hold a Congressional Committee in executive
session to hear testimony concerning the classified aspects
of the information that has and is being gathered by the
various defense agencies on reported UFO's, as alluded to
by the documentation released under FOIA. This committee
should also, inguire into the classified aspects of the
recovery of "objects of unknown origin" under Project
Moondust and Operation Blue Fly. This action would be of
great benefit if for nothing more than to insure Congress
is made aware of such actions and their intended purpose.
While some of the information gathered by this committee
could not be made available to the public, as much as

possible should be considered for public disclosure.

In order to insure that Congress can accomplish a fair and
just hearing; and to insure that all documentation is made
available to Congress for review, the following guidelines

should be required:

1. The best government documents gathered under FOIA
by private researchers should be made available to the
Congressional Committee. From these documents the agencies
and agencies' employees involved can be ascertained by the
retrievial, by the Congressional Committee, of the complete

uncensored documents from the agencies in guestion as



related within the documents themselves.

2, The Congressional Committee should first meet in
open session to explain the reasoning for the hearing and
open review of the documentation as released under FIOA.
This should be done to remove any thought by the public of
possible cover up and to assure the public that this is not
a search for "little green men" or "flying saucers" hidden
away by the military. It should be made clear from the
start that the committee is simply looking for the truth
behind the alleged cover up and attempting to determined if
various agencies were, in fact, withholding information
from Congress and the American Public, concerning the UFO

Phenomena, in violation of law.

3. The Congressional Committee should follow up the
open session with a closed executive session to hear
testimony from witnesses within the various agencies
involved. This, of course, should be done to protect
legitimate national security concerns. It must be
understood that while some information of an intelligence
interest might initially be reported as UFO's or flying
saucers; and reported in some released FOIA documents as
such, they could have legitimate national security concerns

having nothing to do with the UFO Phenomena itself,

4, Congress must incourage those government

empolyees, testifying before the committee behind closed



doors, to be open and candid in their testimony. This
would have to include both active and retired employees.
Remember, these people are well aware of the poor record of
Congress as to protecting former whisleblowers. Unless
there is full assurance that these people will not find
themselves loosing their jobs and retirement benefits as a
result of some drumed-up charges in the future, they will

not be as open or candid as they could be.

5. Because of the various agencies involved, every
effort should be made to insure that the members, making up
the Congressional Committee, have security clearance
commensurate with the highest classification of the
information that might be discussed. Remember, some of
this information will be compartmented and may be
considered extremely sensitive information. Having a top

secret clearance will not be enough.

6. A final written report should be made by Congress,
after the hearings, with as much public disclosure as
possible. Remember, the intent of this committee would not
be the proving or disproving of the existence of UFO's; but
rather, determining if these various agencies have been
completely candid and honest with members of Congress, thus
demystifying the alleged cover-up of UFO information once

and for all.

7. The intent of the Congressional Committee should



simply be to establish the truth as to the alleged cover-up
of UFO information by any governmental agency and the
legality of any cover-up should it be established that any

such cover-up exist.
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