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The origi1al purpose of this newsl~tter was to update readers of 
Clt:AR INT~N T Jn government secrecy developments and docunent releases 
on UFOs subsequent to the boo~'s publication. Due to the efforts of a 
small oand of researchers, there is now a ~uch cl ~ arer pi:ture of Nhat 
governments have done Nith the UFO phenomena. The numbers of documents 
obtained after :LEAR IN T ~N T appeared has ~ore than doubled, thou~h none 
Jf them 2an settle the controversy. Nothi1g has been seen in the pa;:Jer
work to verify claims of crashed-saucer and UFO abduction ajvocates. 

Whatever the UFO pheno mena turns out to be, it is at the very least 
part of the jebate over the existence of extraterrestrial life in the 
universe, an issue wh::h has been rather large this year (see later article ) . 
It is also a very fragile subject, manipulated at the whim of its pro
ponents and opponents to the point that reality has become almost secondary 
to the "busi'less" of ~FOlJgy. So many . Jf us ~now there are problems work-
ing in this subject, l : ts of ~roblems. Recently lawyers i'l crimi1al cases 
have resorted to atte~pting to prove i~sanity in clear-cut instances of 
guilt by saying that their clients· were at one time or presently in con -
tact with extraterrestrials who made them do nasty thi1gs, in some cases 
horrible murders. The lawyers aren't saying this is real, they are s aying 
t hat believing such is madness . Why continue in a field li~e this sane 
would say .. . . and some have said? 

UFO research was serious once and it would be ni:e to steer it back 
in that direction once agai'l. By exami1ation of the existing government 
reports released it becomes apparent that we don't know everything about 
governnent UFO activities yet. There is still much to be known about the 
early years of ~rojects Sign and Grudge to give a s~all example. Some 
documentation is missing. Does proof of aliens lie in what we haven't seen 
yet? Maybe, but we can't assume that it does based upon wishf~ l thi1k ing. 

The alien craze is at full tilt now with numerous explJitative media 
programs feedi'lg the ~ublic's hunger for stories about ET contact / invasions. 
This will run its course and we will be back once again argui1g whether 
or not aliens are real. 

It is still of importance for those with time available to help us 
fill the gaps in the history of UFO research by checking sources unique to 
your areas, local press, libraries; etc., and l et us know what is found 
so that straight answer s can be given. 
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NAVAL UFO REPORTS: WHERE ARE THEY? 

Look at the insert above this article. It is something you don't 
see very often. It is a U.S Navy deck log entry on a UFO report fro ~ 1947 
(thanks to one of Jan Aldrich's visits to the National Archives for is 
Project 1947). It is not an oj viously explainable report and prese nt s us 
with an interesting puzzle. However the purpose here is not to mi ~r o alalyze 
this report but to raise a larger issue. 

In all the years that CAU S had filed FOIA requests, re markab y li ttle 
has come from the ! avy . While we can measure Air Force, FBI or CIO. :-ecords 
in feet, we have only a few inches of material obtained directly ~r o th e 
Navy. They have always explained t his lack of substantive UFO records by 
saying that since the Air Force had had primary responsibility for in 
vestigating UFO reports, any naval reports would have been sent to the 
Air Force for processing (letter from Naval Intelligence Command, 2-28 - 78) . 
And indeed naval reports do appear in the Project Blue Book case files. 
Ot her reports would have been rou t inely destroyed to "maintain the currenc y 
of files" (letter NIC, 2-28-78). 

However, upon checking the Project Blue Book case index, I find no 
mention of the USS Chipola's 1947 report, a report which clearly survived 
destruction since the copy above is available. 

Despite the fact that the main witness in the now-famous July 2, 1952 
Tremonton, Utah filming of a numjer of unidentified lights was a Chief 
Warrant Officer (Delbert Newhouse) who had officially reported his incide nt 
to superiors, the only naval record remaining is a poor copy of the results 
of the film's analysis by the Naval Photographic Interpretation Cente r . o 
case background is available from the Navy. 

Neither are naval records available of reports filed under MERI · T 
radiotelegraph procedures, used by the Navy for many years to rep ort, 
among other things, UFOs. The Air Force had its own procedure (CIR V S -
Communications Instructions for Reporting Vital Intelligence Sightings) 
for which we do have records. 

The U.S. Hydrographic Office of years ago was responsib le c o ~ Jro 
ducing charts, mapping the ocean and defining navigation proce d :-es ~or 
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s hips, became part of the 
Office of the Chi2f of 

aval Operations in 1942. 
It was renamed the U.S. 
Naval Oceanographic 
Office in 1962. From 1958 
to 1966, in a periodical 
called "Notice to Mariners," 
the Office issued regular 
reports of unknown flying 
objects seen only from 
merchant vessels under 
the heading "Celestial 
Phenomenon" (in CAUS 
files). A check of the 
dates and locations 
revealed that few if 
any of the reports were 
ever forwarded to Blue 
Book by the Navy, though 
the reports were gathered 
and published under their 

CELESTIAL PHENOMENON 

NORm ATLANTIC 

Third Officer De Pace Filippo o! the Italian M.V. Zenobia Martini Secondo, 
Capt Antonio Puppattl, Master, reported the !oil owing: 

At 2140 G.M.T. November 4, 1959, in lat. 35.13' N., long. 50.15' W., on passage 
!rom Hamburg to Houston, Texas, a bright object was observed. It t!ppeared 
bearing 250• altitude 10• as a big bright meteor proceeding at a slow speed in 
direction 70• thence turning to an apparent southerly course at a very high 
speed nod !ollowed by a little cloud made luminous from the light o! the object. 
The object crossed the constellation Sagittarius and then slowed nod lost alti· 
tude. It then turned to a southeasterly course nod at a slow speed disappeared In 
clouds bearing 160• altitude 5•. The object was observed by binoculars and ap
peared as several lights In line. 

Weather partly cloudy with moonlight, air temperature 66• F., sea temperature 
68• F. 

(N.M. 52/59.) 

SAMPLE REPORT rROM NOTICE TO MARINERS. 

control. No military vessel reports were published under the "Celestial 
Phenomenon" heading in NTM, yet some might have been military as these 
reports were identified as "from a cooperating observer" with no vessel 
named. 

Such reports were printed regul3rly during this period and it would 
be entirely reasonable to expect that similar reports could have been 
gleaned from military vessels' logs. If one were to project the existence 
of such military reports based upon t~e num~er of reports from merchant 
vessels during the 1958-66 time frame, you could be expected to find 
several per month. Where are they? 

In fact, the Naval Space Surveillance System (NAVSPASUR) has tracked 
many unknowns. In a 2-22-90 letter to a researcher, the Naval Space Command 
said, "NAVSPASUR routinely tracks thousands of objects in space. a number 
of which are identified only as 'unidentified orbiting objects.'" 

Included with the admission were printouts of approximately 3800 
unknowns identified only by a series of numbers with no narrative detail. 
And these were gathered only between 12-16-89 and 2-13-90! (on file at CAUS) 

It seems likely as well that while the Navy may not have been tasked 
to conduct special projects relating to UFOs, given that the Air Force 
was doing that already, they may have gathered a body of information in 
intelligence reports, ships' logs; etc., on UFOs incidental to the gather
ing and processing of information for other purposes. Officers on duty watch 
in the middle of the Pacific at night might often have seen and logged un
usual lights/objects that they could not identify. According to one source 
("Detection of Meteoroid Impacts by Optical Sensors in Earth Orbit" by 
E. Tagliaferri, et.al. in HAZARDS DUE TO COMETS AND ASTERQ _DS, edited by 
Tom Gehrels, U. of ~rizona, 1994.), since 1975 there have been 136 meteoroid 
impacts worldwide that had been detected by Defense Department satellites, 
many more events of flash phenomena having not been permanently recorded 
for various reasons. One event in 1990 was a flash and detonation of a body 
with a force of over one kiloton in the skies over the Pacific. The cause 
of many of the flash events is not known (the 1990 event took several 
months to identify as a meteoroid). A large number of the flash incidents 
were over water, needless to say since the Earth's surface is three-fourths 
water. It is presumed that some of the events could have been observed 
visually from ships in the areas. Events from merchant vessels reported in 
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"Notice to Mariners" might have been of related or1g1n but we may never 
know for sure. Flash data like this, the "Hazards" report said, are usually 
ignored if there is no crisis -- an interesting admission which might ex
plain some of the apathy directed towards UFOs by agencies at times in 
the past. So if analysis is not performed because no crisis exists, the 
report becomes quickly forgotten and the report is never made useful for 
scientific research until much time had passed. 

We know what the problem is in part with respect to the lack of 
Navy records on UFOs. There is certainly a record of observations from 
military vessels of unknown objects which has not yet been tapped. Where 
it is can be simply described: buried in a mass of bureaucracy. Its ex
traction is not so simple, hundreds of hours of manpower to put that simply. 
Yet the report of the USS Chipola was found. What will the future bring? 

COWFLOP QUARTERLY ABSENT 

Cowflop Quarterly has not been published this quarter in case you 
are wondering why it hasn't been included in this mailing. It may or may 
not appear again at the discretion of its editor, Robert Todd. 

PROJECT 1947 ACCOMPLISHING MANY GOALS 

The historical search of the early years of UFOs continues to be 
very successful. Approximately 4700 newspapers have been scanned to date, 
resulting in twenty-one looseleaf volumes of tightly-packed information 
on the 1947 UFO wave. The project's head, Jan Aldrich, has largely completed 
his search phase. However it is urged that any readers with access to 
newspaper collections or smaller local papers contact us for guidance as 
there are still many papers that haven't been searched. The deadline for 
the project's completion (June 1997) is approaching and as many papers as 
possible should be included. Historical research will continue well beyond 
this regardless but 1947 data is needed now. 

SCHOLARSHIP INVADES UFOLOGY 

Two important new works have been made available: 
- MUFON JOURNAL COMPREHENSIVE SUBJECT/AUTHOR INDEX, 1967-1996. 
- FSR, FLYING SAUCER REVIEW 19 55- 1994, AN INDEX. 

Compiler Edward Stewart has done something long overdue by pro
ducing these enormously useful publications. The vast corpus of articles 
in these periodicals have not been sustematized in such a manner before. 
Due to Stewart's effort at least we can now find things that were difficult 
to locate. Even if one doesn't have a run of either of these journals, both 
indices let you know what is there in the event one wishes to research a 
particular topic. Each is $59.95 plus $4 per order from Arcturus Books, 
1443 SE Port St. Lucie Blvd., Port St. Lucie, Fl. 34952. 

POLL CONDUCTED ON UFO SECRECY 

According to a Newsweek poll released on June 30, 1996, forty-nine 
percent of the American people believe that the government is hiding UFO 
information (see inset next page). The major results of this poll are not 
particularly surprising but several minor ones bear closer scrutiny. 

Polls on UFOs historically ask vague questions which are unrevealing 
as to what exactly the respondent was thinking about when asked. For example, 
does belief in government secrecy mean that answers to the nature of UFOs 
are being hidden, or that information has merely been withheld that does 
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not address the issue of UFOs as alien, other-dimensional; etc . 
Th e percentage of belief in UFOs, 48%, has not changed much since 

the last polls conducted several years ago. Neither has the percentage 
of the population having claimed to have seen a UFO, 12%, a figure con
sistent with many past polls. 

What sho uld send a chill 

THEBO$TONGLOBE • MO DAY,JULY1, 1996 
through advocates of UFOs as 
extraterrestrial is the figure 
of 20% believing that they I ======================================~== 
contain aliens from other worlds. 
Apparently the belief that 48% 
of the people accept UFOs as 
real doesn't say a great deal 
about whether or not they are 
alien ships . What do the other 
28% who believe in UFOs thi nk 
they are? The UFO community, 
with all of its often-cited 
"overwhelming evidence," 1a s 
only managed to convince one 
out of five people that UFOs 
are extraterrestrial - ---
after nearly fifty years of :on
sistent bombardment. 

Another telling figure 
in the poll lies i n the deter
mination of belief according 
to age . As can be seen 43% of 
18-29 year ol ds believe, as 
well as 39% of 30-49 year ol s 
and 35 to 37% of the people 

Poll: 490/o of US suspect's 
government UFO secrecy 

REUTERS 

NEW YORK- Nearly half of all 
Ameticans think the government is 
hiding int'ormalion about UF Os from 
the public, according to a poll re
leased yesterday by Newsweek mag-
azine. 

T he poll fou nd that only 12 
percent of those interviewed sairl 
t hey had seen objects they thought 
were unidenti fied flying objects. But 
49 percent thought the government 
was hiding information on the sub-

ject. Only 20 percent believed UFOs 
were al_ien ships or held ali~n life 
fo rms. · 

The poll found that belief in the 
paranormal decreased slightly. v.'ilh 
age. For ty-three- percent of 18- to 
29-year-olds considered themselves 
believers compar ed with 39 percent 
of 30- to 49-year-o\ds and 35 percent 
of 50- to 64-year-olds. Of those •Over 
G5, 37 percent were believers. ' : 

The survey had a margin of"enor 
of plus or minus four for the· "total 
sample of 769 adults.. ' 

over 50. Poll results through the years have consistently shown that 
older people have less belief in UFOs tnan younger ones. But 20 to 30 
years ago the older people of today ~ere in the younger categories where 
beli e f levels were higher . Does this mean that generally as one grows 
older, one is less likely to believe in UFOs? It would seem so inasmuch 
as the evidence for UFOs rarely changes muc h : stories, pictures, no 
hardware or other compelling physical evidence to settle the issue . It 
just k3eps accumulating i~to such an overwhelmi ng pile that advocates 
often argue the subject's reality by the sheer bulk of records, that 
we have so many of this type of report and so much of that type . It 
means nothing unless all of the reports are of the highest quality in 
establishing the unexplained nature of the phenomena. 

The result of this problem: many of the more objective, experienced 
UFO researchers and supporters drift away over time. The more they learn 
about the subject, the more cynical and critical they become where initial 
belief gives way to data analysis, and a dismissal of popular notions 
about UFOs. If UFO research were not argued so passionately as a belief
oriented system as opposed to a system of objective study in trying to 
solve these occassional aerial puzzles, then ma~y of those who had drifted, 
quite often very valuable people, may have remained involved . More junk 
stories might not be as prominent as they currently are and UFO research 
might have been in a much loftier position of respect than it is now in 
the eyes of science. One can argue the value of opinion polls, but when 
the same subtle messages appear over decades, one needs to take notice 
and adjust! 
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A meteor's unique double entry 
An object sighted over the Southwest on Oct. 3 may have entered Earth's atmosphere twice
a phenomenon never se~n before. 

0 A bright and cOlorful "fireball"· was · 
seen streaking across the sky in New 
Mexico and West Texas. 

• SIG HTI NG$ . 1 KANSAS 
• _R_E_PO_!T~-~---'- ~---

E) The object was seen dimming before 
it disappeared, apparently having · 
skipped back into space to circle the 
Earth. 
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€) One hundred minutes later, similar 
sightings were reported over 
Call fornia,moving in the same 
direction. The meteor appeared to 
explode, and pieces may have landed 
near Kernville: 
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Cosmic case of double-dipping? 
By David L. Chandler 

ULORE STAFF 

A blazing meteor that looked like 
a plane on fie, visible earlier 'this 
month above New Mexico, apparent
ly skipped hack out of the atmo
sphere, orbited the Earth once, and 
reappeared an hour and a half later 
in a blazing entry over California. 

A reseat:cher at the University of 
California at Los Angeles has of
fered a $5,000 . reward for the first 
person who finds a piece of the mete
OJite, believed to have landed some
where near Kernville, in central 
California. The phenomenon was so 
unusual that the astronomer, John 
Wasson, wants to learn what kind of 
object was responsible. 

Only once before has a meteor 
been seen to make a blazing entry 
into the atmosphere and then skip 
back out into space, but in that case 
the object did not return to Earth. It 
was sighted over Colorado and Mon
tana on Aug. 11, 1972, so bright that 
it was visible in full daylight. Some 
astronomers have calculated that it 
may return to the vicinity of Emth 
next summer. · · 

Although it is not yet possible to 
prove that the two objects sighted on 
the night of Oct. 3 were the same, 
said Mark Boslough of Sandia Na
tional Laboratories in New 'Mexico, 
there seem to be too many coinci
dencf!s for the sightings to have bee'! 

unrelated. . 
The interval between · the' two 

sighlings was 100 minutes - exactly 
the time it should take for such an 
object to complete an orbit around 
the Earth. The angle of the trajec
tory reported in the two sightings 
seems to have been exactly th~ 
same. And the distance between the 
original path across the sky seen in 
New Mexico and Texas and the later 
track seen jn California is 25 degrees 
of longitude, exactly the amount the 
Earth woulu have rotated beneath 
the meteor's path duting that 100-
minute interval. 

"That's an awful lot of coinci
dences," Boslough said in a tele
phone interview. The skip into space 
followed by a return to Eruth is "a 
low-probability event, if it occurred," 
he said, but the possibility of the 
sightings being unrelated "is . even 
more improbable," he said. 

Brian Marsden, director of the 
Central Bureau for Astronomical 
Telegrams in Cambridge, where• all 
sighlings of short-lived astronomical 
events are reported, said it is "fasci
nating that this can happen," but 
that the' explanation "makes sense." 

Fred Whipple, an astronomer at 
the HarVard-Smithsonian Center for 
Astrophysics and an expert on com
ets and meteors, called the scenario 
"entirely possible" and said "I don't 

· know of a ca.<;e like t)lat. A piece of 
that will be worth quite a bit." 

Boslough estimatecl that the ob
ject may have been approximately 
the size of a car when it entered the 
atmosphere. 

Observers in California, in mes
sages posted on the Internet, de
scribed the object as bright enough 
so that "we could ea::;ily see our 
shadows. on the h'l·oupd from the dis
play," and said "it turned blue, or
ange and red," and "actually broke 
up whe11 it got close to the hotizon." 

l3y good fortune, television sta- . 
Lion KTSM in El Paso, Texas, was 
able to videotape the object duting 
its first pass, becau,e the camera 
crew was taping a local sports event 
and quickly swung their camera up 
to the sky. Boslough saiu he hopes 
other videotapes or photos of the ob
ject \\~II turn up, making it possible 
to determine its exact path. 

At the time of the meteorite's ap
parent landing in California, seismo
meters from the California Institute 
of Technology pickeu up signs of the 
impact, Boslough said. Based on the 
combination of visual sig-htings and 
seismic data, "we Lhink it exploded 
over the southern Sierra Nevada." 
Pieces of it may have been scattered 
over a "{ide area there, he said. 

In fact, Boslough said, pieces 
may als6 have fallen to Earth during 
the fu-st.. pass o1•er New Mexico, and 
if pieces can be found from both. 
paths, that could clincp the connec
tion between thr two sig-htings. 

Readers who recall discussion of the 1949 General Mills UFO in the 
December 1995 Ju?t Cause will know why this piece is reproduced. 
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Another of the many reports recently uncovered at the National 
Archives from the records of the 4602nd Air Intelligence Service Squadron. 

24-0 

Inves tigative De~achmcnt 
1/,.th District (l~. I (JG) USAF 
Francis E. \~arrcn }.FB, \tlyomins 
28 August 1956 

~EEORANDUH FOR: ConunancJer 
J450th Technical Training \tling 
Francis E. 'lJarren Air Force Base , 
\,fyoming 

SUBJECT: · Unidentified Flying Object 

1. Reference is made to AFR 200-2 dated 12 August 1S)4, subject as 
above. On 28 August 1956 this office was advised by Alfred J. Rennisen, 
T/Set, AF121847J5, J450th Air Police Squadron, Francis E. ·Harren Air Force 
Base, Wyoming, that he had received a report of an unidentified flying 
object on 27 Aur,ust 1956 from Hrs Jerry Hickstrom, Route 1, Box 687, 
Cheyenne, \t.fyoming. :t-1rs \tlickstrom reported that her son, David, had 
observed the unidentified flying object at approximately 1815 hours, 
26 August 1956. The \tlickstrom rnnch is located approximately four (4) 
miles north of Round-Top Reservoir on State Route 2~0 . 

2. At approximately 08L,5 hours, 28 Aup.:ust 1956 David Lee \tliclcstrom, 
age 16 years, was intf:rvieHed and the follo"I-Jine; informetion was obtained: 

(1) · Descr1.ption of the object: 

7 

a. Shape. 
bottom. 

Object ap~carcd round "1-!i tb convex top and 
No visible protn1sions. 

b. Size. Object appeared to be approximately fifteen (15) 
feet in diameter when vieHcd from the ground . 

c. Color. Silver 

d. Number. One (J.) 

e. N/A 

f. Any discernablc features. Object Gppeared smooth 

g. Tail, trail or exhaust. None 

h, Sound. None 

i. Other pertinent features or detnils. None 

FOR Off-IC~Al USE ONLY 
AFfi 190-1 B 



REPRODUCED AT THE NATIOtJAL ARCHIVES 

(2) Description of ccurse of ob.i ect : 

a . What flrst called the attention of observer to the 
object? Brirht flash or reflection. 

b . Anple of elevat ion and azimuth of object when flrst 
observed. Approxima t ely overhead aml slichtly forward 
of observer. 

c . An ::'le of E'le,-ation and azimuth of object upon 
disapoearcmce . Ob.i ect moved in a north.Iesterly 
direction from obncrver, in l cv8l fli rh t . 

d . Description of fli[l 't vath and maneuvers of object . 
Object appeared to be movinf from soutlJeast to north
west in level fli pl1t . As object rassed over abandoned 
car body a whi t e puff of smoke appeared to come from 
r ear of car b · dy . Subsequent examination of car body 
by observer o.nd his fatl'8r disclosed rear window 
completely s~attcrcd , with appr o7imately six (6) inch 
hole in windoH . Frocture lines forn ,ed series of 
srPnll snuares and r ectanrle!'" approximately one- fourth 

(1/4) inch in size . No heat pr esent on shattered window 
or car body . 

e . Manner of disappearance of object . Object disappeared 
from sicht "behind a hill, nor ·tl1\-rest of vli cb:;t rom ro.nch .. 

f . Length of time i n si~1 t . Approximately five (5) or 
s ix (6) ser:onds . 

(J) Manner of Observation : 

a . Ground - virual . 

b . N/ A 

c . H/A 

(4) Time and date of siEhtin~ : 
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a. Appr oximately 1815 hours , 11ountnin S t andar d Time , 
26 Aurust 1956 

b . LiGht conditions . Dusk 
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