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I feel very grateful for your favor of giving me a reply,
datac L-drb.l ,)f(i y, O my lettex f Llarcan Z2nd 1964, 1 also acknowled
receipt of two photographic prints enclosea, one beling your
ication ¢of the phnot | G

—

alid not want to burden you wi
ld sign t,.Ln..-J, bput 1¥ 18 on recox
neld 10X G Ues s tionl [1¢4 D:}f the Alxr
Or:.....(.,t“... 1t was tne _;_YG.L'!"du re l()at that arranged tne

e E . R e W gy

ather in order to show the photo-
ol
v

() 3

grapha and tell the ory to tne Alr hkilnistry. inat happenea there
was told by the Yotrkshire Yost , tne ;g_,._.Lllol:_'t Tele raph anc some
London paper, from which a briel account '; as transmitted to a
Swedish Daily. There is also a magazine, "The IFlying Saucer Review",
Loncon, which tells tThe story.
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1lso the corments to be nad frono
PN .fh.lt e, According toc tane Yor
*“‘ 1

(v

o course, .
*Y 1%¢8 elf an
~ \

8 & g I
etter Irom the Alr lilnistry descr
bjects seen over vneffield last larch
7 reLlectea ice p“ru!Cl““ . v.arch 4 was overcast, w
o p 'y

'I-J

D @
o' X
u

1t show
sun and 1c articles 1n tne atmosphhee, 1t 18 pointed out.
Shefrfield area smoke ana huze were T”“'i‘:ﬂﬁﬁ and, gen fill:}',
"ormations at various altitudes were many and varied cLets

r rising from the city would nave caused tempera
s. Under ‘”aae cond 1t10ns, eflected and r9frdnte
peculiar 2ffects in the sicy It 183 possible tnat tr
the atte ntion of -ar d bld friends and uﬂdt the

0f effects of Tnis kind. 1t 1s also a possibility th:
n of the flying objects 18 the result of an 11ﬁu_f9@
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10 sum up, the panotograph can be explained 1n mundane
does not mean that so-=called unicdentified ob ::w:t;f—_; nus t
over sSneffield at the time 1t was taken'.
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1 nteres ubsists, uncoubtedly could give you their views




HEADQUARTERS CI3 00
FOREIGN TECHNOLOGY DIVISION
AR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND |
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE (R | s et}
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Proposed Revply

Bromma 12 Sweden

1. A delay in replying to your letter of 2 March 1964 was due to
the reproduction of the photograph you submitted. We can assure
you that there is no evidence whatsoever of interplanetary space
vehicles visiting our planet. It is because of your scientific
attitude that Doctors Hynek and Menzel, as well as other agencies
communicate with you on the subject of unidentitled flying objects.

2. If these objects are to be studied scientifically then only
cold HARD facts, such =23 photograpns, material fragments and so on
cen o2 accepted as evidence. All personal interpretations and opin-
ions are just that, and as such are not acceptable as fact.

SPADATS and other space surveillance agencies are quite capable of
pickinz up meteors and do so frequently. Is it ot strange that

if T 7ing saucers were in existence that they would not also be
detected by this electronic equipment? Also, astronomers and astro-
physicists for years nave been scanning and photographing the skys,
and magnilying portions that they wish to study many times over.

At no Time has any evidence been detected which would show any evi-
dence of life in any form visiting earth from outside our own planat.

-

1 0

3. In regard to paragrapn 2 of your letter. Sightings from close
rang=s, such as you nmentioned, are interesting and undoubtedly the
witn2s3 or witnesses are reporting wnat they believe has happened.
Many reports of clos2 range sightings are in the AF files and the
Air Force cannot explain these reports. Again, these are reports
of what p=2ople thougat they saw. They are the opinions and inter-
pretations of the observers.

2. ~3 to whether a sighting is a CLOSE RANGE signting or not
is quastionable. ‘Thers are many many cases of ocar/Planet observa-
reported as close renge sightings. This point is made clear

in the NG c25¢. This case is undoubtedly considered a

close range sighting since he reported the object as attacking his




automobile and besieging the farmhouse with such hostility that
the local Sheriff was called in, and yet investigation showed
that without doubt the object was the planet Jupiter.

b. Your point of inference as to the reality of an unknown
object is well taken. The Air Force has never denied that these
obJjects are real and indeed They are real objects or phenomenon
that the observers have been unable to identifly or understand.

. »ay I remind you that the burdan of proof does not lie

wita the Air Force or a serious investigator, such as yourself,
nrove that "Flying Sauceru do not exist. Proof that they do

exist lies with those who WISH them to exist. Until such time

cmeone has proof tnat they do exist, flying saucers are and

.4 De consldered only as some phenomenon vhich we do not

ierstand or cannot explain on the data presented. Until such

8 T{im2 as proof exists interplanetary space vehicles under intelli-

gent control cannot be accepted as a fact.

d. Again the point of distance and sizes, etc 1
the cusstion of close range, unless aP“ClIiLdll mea

S
opinion of the witness and may or may not be accurate.

e, The report from Fritch, Texas is an illustration f'or the

cause of marks on th2 ground otner than a so called flying saucer.
May I restate here tnat in no case has any prhysical evidence of a
landing ever been estapliched.

4. Considering the "common characteristics”™ of cases which are

un ;_‘,L;La and thus assuming a qualitive proof of the reality of
an un<own flying objz2ct, would certainly not result in a con-
clusion of validity or reliability. Many of these "common char-
acteristics” of the so called flying saucers are present in cases
with firm evaluations of aircraft, balloons and Stars or Planets.

5. No positive evaluation of the photograph you sent to us can
be made without the negative.

2. It is possible that the images are real, however, the spots
on th2 print are similar tothose on other prints which have been
attrituted to either flaws in the negative, a flaw in the film
its=217, 2mulsion spcts on the negative or poor photo processing.

"J
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b. In reading the reported situation during which the photo-
graph was taken several questionable points were raised.

(1) We do not wish v0 question the integrity of the boy
that took the picture. However, it is not probable that the Air
Ministry would hold a youth of 14 for questioning. If he were
questionad regarding the photograph, it would more likely have
occurred at the location wheij/xhefphotograph was taken.

1ﬁL.f“Llﬁg‘ T

The statement by Mr P H White thit the e was no fault
g Wwith the negative in no way oifers an explanation
use of the printed images.

(3) Certainly neither the Alr Ministry nor any photographic
expert would offer ice particles as an explanation for the cause of
the images.,

(i) Photographic experts viewed the negacives and could
find no fault or deception. Here again they offer no explanation
for these images merely stating that there is no fault or tampering
with tThe negative. 0w photographic "experts” would fail todaoffer
Cne Or more the possibls causes of images on this print is not
understandable, unless of course their statements are being quot ed
out of context, with the possible/probable causes being omitted
and stating only that ths negative showed no indication of “tampering"

6. W appreciate your opinions and your interest in the United
States Air Force position regarding unidentified Ilying objects.
we are returning your raotograph and three duplicate copies.
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UFO- i1niforma v1L0n

I thank you very nmuch for sending me your latest information

A
sheets on UFCd. Upon reading them and uﬁon reading prrof. lienzels
latest UF0=-book I feel that 1 have wa th 1ot of time in trying to
e -4-
\J

G z T
rove" +the case for the UKFUOs, thelr re dlltJ and thelir interplane
igin. I credit myself with a sclientific at -1 .;lel} 1n my lor U

saucer events. I G0 not inculge 1n wisk thinking. I ¢o n
en 1in my Lorme

(n

e 1L G
to be deluded, Therefore, 1 feel very nuch sha:
sf in the saucers and I am ready to give it up

v fo nger) i

r some lingering doubts as 10 the non-ex ence o0l the saucers
S that the
leasure-
roscopic

r . - O l - "1 » L. 2 ~5 ® .

1. You rate as evidence vi.® hard, cold scientific fact

F d tne phyﬂL01$t3 want, quantitative evliden
c 5

() v
cr

ments, photos sanowing details, uwnaterial fragments etc.

cnalysis of the l1ignhts, of "the eggshaped ballsof fire", ma;.f be re-
ealing, it may solve tune whole probiem. The SPADAT could perhaps

help to get additional data, very mucn needed;

[ ] -

2. But tnere is also qualitative evidence to be consicdered.
fake the close-racze cases, ODJLCt 5 hovering near tne ground or
landed on it with or witaout little creatures around it. Here I nake
a siarp distincilon between mere sl nting reperts and the super-

|
= 5

ks and rides in a saucer. There is an agree-—

ing reported shape, manoevres, the tilting

S S
ST 101 -'.f-l oy *O" 3
STLTLLLOWVS vales a0y U
— - .

4qT i

in detalls corncs

_ nirg
and Iluttering " of the odject when making the sharpX turn, the rsdia-
tions, tae ou““lhssnﬁss, the araught, thne winlrin: sound when taking
off from the ;round, the acrid smell from a landed saucer and even
the mesasures of the dwarfsl, People 1n different CuLﬂEPJBS, unxaown
to each other, untamiliar-wlta saucer 1lore, have reported such details
in different years.({(ca 1,20 m)} X |

This would lead one to maxe an inference as to the reality of
the unknown object. The question of thelr origin may be subject to
a hypotnesis, L€ the Blg htings of the "little men" cannot be dig-
proven, thaey may st en;then the nypothesis.

..... siier point 1S tnat the close-range cases offer very little
of rezfutiang arguments to the scientists or technicians. The ”:ug.irul
erroxr in estimates pf size, positions etc., dwindles into ingizni-
ficance just beeguse of the snort distances involved.

of unusual animals w;_u::r:. are 3al1d to r':_:'l,::e oYe 3 1 >
by collecting all possible information about their appearance and
benavior", He compares tne characteristics and clasgifies, This i
preclsely what I nave adone in the past anda arrived at my conclusions

Lg;ilb ical induction., But ar lienzel as well the Air Force 2o not
’ s T ) 1"y ".‘ ; y ne By i F ’ T £ & - o 4 : - W 1 A : . - | N T . e - .
finG any sitriking a:reements 4s to characteris t1CS. ..enzel comments
o/ - b b A
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1 vane " '"garving snapesgs’ . ihile !lie reypeaveuly SII0OWS 1OwW The atnmnosonhere
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s1so happen to an unkinown object in the skies (supposing UF@ i real)

glue ScoK. rerort,no
A few=close-~-range cases nave been 1nvgddlba*ﬂﬁ DY t. Al L ?g%c&

and mdrked UrQ. h?dJﬁle”' Case All (serial 4601.00) Aub.Z), 1952 -

e —— . m R, S . = e A W W ey el W — e . e

Checks excellently #ith other cases, " 2 meat platters, oval, placed

i

toaethu e s oGull aluminum color, smooth suriace etc,... Loch Raven

il o g

Dam case, Oct 351 1958,"large flat egg, car stoppage, burns'etc,

e L L

The Swedish Gotland case, Aug 5, 1957, offers amazing details,
that still more amazingichecks so well with foreign cases, LThere 1s
the close- I né,e thexgife-snarp turn, ¢tane tilting and the J.lutt@rln.,;,
the iraught, that made ripples on the calm ses QUFLdCe anc made th
treetops sway, the disc rform, the upper part shining like atalnlcbd
stesl and rotating, tne cherry rea light 1in 't;::ﬂ lower part, the

trzanlined appearance, uue uounuleasness. After the first craft
came a second identical. rFailing UH;O“tuPJuELJ to state all the
details I submitted the CdS? to prof., lienzel in 1958. He thought it
was a nelicopter. In 1962 wrote prof Hynek avout it, translating
he wnhnole story. He said he was puzzled about 1t a8 was also the

Air rorce, to whom he turned over tne case.. ou have the case.

The Swedish Defense Staff at first got a very brief rerort.
Upon ny getting a true completed repcrt from the witnesses, & colonel

- .
#
w 1.-..-

visited GOtlaﬂJ and recnecked. the report. The only difference found
was that the objscts must the been on a much lower altitude than
estimnated by the witness. There were no planes up at taat time, k1 22.
Visibility was 1aeal, mOun“-...lx e, The robust aetalls rule out heli-
comgers, researcn valloons, mirages and how could an astronomer, if
presant at the event, claim meteors or planetg? Altituce and distance
cnly atout 10C m,

(liarch_4, 1962)
. Photograpa snclosed.y Kindly return i1t %0 me upon scrutiny.
14, was out in the backyard of his \home, 12 lioor Creacent,

i
. ¢n, oneffiesld, bngland, with twec schoolnates. He wanted to

tzkke a snapshot ¢f ais dog with an ordinary box camera. The boys
loaked at the sky and saw five peculliar objects., Alex raised his

anera and snapped. Later when the film was developed, everybody
§as anrazed, ricture was nown;;t “chcol. ochoolteachers and parents
vouc. ed for the tﬁy's nonesty.oubsequently Alex ana his father

438 r -_..astry“, i :arare bwas held for guestioning for

Thite had the print and the negative examined

-'-: e - (——— e W

find no fault or tamvering Jlth them., Later on

the Air Liinistry explalined the objlects as being formation of ice-
particles, due tc the dust and smoke and a temperature inversion
over scerrield. Two photographic experts LJLVuudly cxanined the
negative and cculd rind no fault or ieception. - 1 conrfess 1t is

hard to think of taese objects as beling ice pa
' ' typical saucer shape WwWitn a dome on the
a unigue Lio,o rapiit that certslnly aaus O tnel puz zlenent and dis-
cussions, which both you and I would like to nave terminated.

rticles, .;]L::'lce the
: top. Anynow, 1t is

Colonel im Lookadoo wrote me on July %0, 1962: "You su.szested tha-

the paraneters attributed to UFCs be correlated with tamo"anl 2.1
chnaracteristlcs of space craft. Conclusions refciied in t;;ls manner ’
cauldn’t be any more reliable than the tneor'J regarding space vehicles!
But all I wanted to bring out was the Vd..L.L Lty of log .LC&.L induction
f*r" o a list of gisghting s, that showed the common char acteristics of
tne objects, hence a 1udlltutive proof of tne reality of an uniknown

;Lplnu obJect. Tne space agpect cculd be left to the learned nen,
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(Information Only) 4

March 1962
oheffield, England
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Sheffield has baan the ““ﬁm=op'1

S

- N » -
' LD .-_L,#"D...L;_w _L.Il .L'?-f.., ‘J__,:., O“" /:. 2

: a\_j._..,l
£ran. 1“(‘ five obJ-;,i.._,.J
uo, LThoy were
1gity , n3avers C}”’";*f}'(}(t p{)E_i_{_}iO‘Tl » Ej‘:f‘ld ‘i
B“;n &:Spaoﬁarﬂd. 1th ham af, %hs time
4
Y Cavid Brownlow, 12, and 1o~vear-ola

Stu % Dixon. Under questioning the three
boys! stories showed no discrepancies.

The Air Ministry opined that th 2se

" were tne result of auvmos prhne
Temperature Inversions cauc m‘-"

the reflection and bundlna f:ﬁfjh;to
duce the peculiar effects, Thz No
dl:lzﬁ of Flying Saucer carried

-‘-11“-!

bure iakﬂn in the Sheffield area,

both
s have been under study by the Bri-
u_-*utry.
e: The first informa tion
23X “A_ch does not tally 1n all
lars with the latest reports-All
ing Saucer Revliew.
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