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DRAWING OF MRS. FITZGERALD'S CONCEPTION OF UFO

ARTIST WORKING FROM MRS. FITZGERALD'S DESCRIPTION OF OBJECT




ThlS is a report of a sighting of an unidentified flying object. The report was
prepared by members of the UFO Research Committee of Akron, Ohio. Inform-
ation for the report was obtained from interviews with the witnesses and personal
investigation into other aspects of the case by members of the Committee.

The following is a description by the witness, Mrs. William Fitzgerald, 934
East Drive, Sheffield Lake, Ohio:

On the morning of September 21, 1958, at approx1mately 3 a.m. local time,

I had just gone to bed after watchmg the late movie on television. I was lying in
bed with my arm over my eyes, trying to get to sleep when I sensed that the room
was illuminated. Opening my eyes, I saw that the room was as light as it gets at
any time during the day.

The window curtains were drawn, and since they are made of heavy red cloth,

I thought that the source of light must be very powerful, All I could think of was
that the light was strange and did not belong near my house. I stood up on the bed,
pulled back the curtain, and looked out the window. The window has glass panes,
and was closed.

Directly across from me was an object. It looked like a disc with a hump in
the middle, (see Fig, 1) At this moment the rim was about ten feet from my win-
dow. My eyes were about six feet ten inches off the ground, and I would guess that
the object was five feet off the ground. The object did not seem to glow or have
any light source on it. It appeared to have a dull aluminum color. There were no
houses lit at the time and our street has no lights on it.

I could see no rivets, seams, or other markings on the object. There was no
visible means of propulsion or guidance such as propellers, jet exhaust flames or
fins. Although the object was close to me, I did not feel any heat, nor could I de-
tect a rush of wind.

The object appeared to be 20 to 22 feet in diameter and 6 feet high.(see Fig. 2)

When I first saw the ohject it was directly in front of me and moving north
across my lawn, (see Fig, 3) It was losing altitude as it moved. The object con-
tinued in a straight path, losing altitude, until it was about fifty feet away and about
one foot off the ground. It was then over the yard next door. The object hovered
there motionless for several seconds., As it stopped moving, smoke began to billow
around it. The smoke came from two openings in the rim. Each opening contained
about seven pipes. The smoke did not seem to issue from the pipes, but from the
opening which held them. The smoke was a pink-gray color and seemed to be lumi-
nescent, because it lit up the object. Before this there had been no external light
on the object.

As it hovered in the yard, I was looking down on it. The background was familiar
to me, and I could place the object very accurately by observing its position relative
to the gravel driveway and the lawn. It appeared to be solid, with well-defined edges,
and I could see nothing through it.

Then the object moved back into my yard and rose to a height of about five feet.
At this point it was about twenty-five feet from me. It was no longer emitting smoke
and had the same dull aluminum color that it had when I first saw the object. It made
two quick clockwise turns and shot up out of sight. The second turn seemed to be
tighter than the first. I would estimate the turning radius at three feet. It did not
turn on its own axis at any time during the sighting. The two clockwise turns were
about an axis parallel to the axis of the object.

During the turning maneuver, the object did not tip at all, Then it went straight
up so. quickly that I was unable to see the underside of the object. The roof on my
house extends over the window so that the view was cut off before the object had
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gained much altitude. During the entire time the object was in view it made a
noise which reminded me of a jet engine warming up. It was a whirring or whin-
ing noise, and sounded muffled. The noise was unlike any I have ever heard made
by the trains which run nearby.

The incident terrified me so that I was unable to call out to my husband who was
sleeping in the bed with me. The best I could do was to kick him several times
with my left foot while balancing on my right. I never took my eyes off the object
until it disappeared. My husband is a very souund sleeper and I was unable to waken
him. When it was all over I just got back into bed and tried to pull myself together.
Some time later I fell asleep and did not waken until about 11 a.m. The next morn-
ing I discovered that my son had also seen the object.

I was extremely nervous for several days after I saw the object. I am sure
that I would be dead now if I had a heart condition. It frightens me when I think of
the effect this kind of sighting could have on a person who might be slightly unbal-
anced emotionally. I was very relieved when I saw that my ten year old son was
not harmed or frightened by the experience. I have no idea what the object was,
or why it came into my yard. -

A week later I went over the entire sighting in my imagination, trying to simu-
late the duration of each maneuver, and timed the sighting at about 36 seconds,
This is the time elapsed from the time I first looked out the window to the time the
object disappeared from sight.

John Fitzgerald, aged ten, was in the room next to the one occupied by Mr. and
Mrs. Fitzgerald. He had awakened to go to the bathroom and was back in bed when
a very bright white light shone through his window, It was so bright that he had to
shield his eyes with his hand. The light seemed to come from the part of the object
where the hump joins the disc-shaped base. John said that the object went past his
window going south., He then got out of bed and climbed up on a hot air register to
see out of the window,., His description of the object and the events which followed
matched that given by his mother. He described the color of the object as being
similar to that of a tin cup. John simulated the sound made by the object by simul-
taneously whistling and humming., When the object went out of sight he went back
to sleep.

On Sunday morning Mr. Fitzgerald and John rose at 7 a, m., and had breakfast.
Mrs. Fitzgerald remained in bed until about 11 a.m. While eating breakfast, John
told his father about the strange sight he had witnessed during the night. Mr. Fitz-
gerald told his son that it was all a bad dream and thought no more about it. Then
later that morning when his wife met him she began to relate her experience. Mr,
Fitzgerald cautioned his son to be silent and then heard his wife describe the same
object and motions that his son had told him about several hours earlier. It was
not until then that either witness realized that the other had seen the object.

When Mrs. Fitzgerald found that her son had seen the object she dismissed the
idea that it might have been a hallucination. She felt that the incident should be re-
ported to authorities, but could think of no one to call, Prior to this sighting she
had no interest in "flying saucers', and was skeptical about other reports. Finally,
she called the Lorain Journal for information. They seut a reporter to interview
her. Subsequently, articles appeared in the Lorain Journal, Elyria Chronicle, and
the Cleveland Plain Dealer.

ST R et N . . L3

On September 25, two members of the UFO Research Committee of Akron inter-
viewed Mrs. Fitzgerald. They prepared a summary of the sighting which was sent
to the Aerial Pheunomena Group, Air Technical Intelligence Center, Wright-Patterson
Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio, together with a request for an investigation.

The Air Force sent two investigators from Dayton to check the report. They
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made a survey of train schedules, lake activity, and other possible factors in the
sighting, On October 4 they interviewed Mrs. Fitzgerald and her son John, Mrs,
Fitzgerald filled out the standard UFO reporting form and answered a few questions.
The Air Force investigators advanced no opinions at that time regarding the true
nature of the object seen by Mrs. Fitzgerald. However, they assured her that the
official conclusion would be made known to her within thirty days, If the conclusion
was in the "known'' category, all evidence which led to that conclusion would be
available for her inspection, according to the investigators.

The Air Force investigators asked Mrs, Fitzgerald the following questions,
recorded by a member of the Committee who was present:
Was it raining? What was the weather like ?
It had rained a few hours before.
Did the smoke appear fluorescent?
It must have been to explain why it lit up, I guess. ‘
‘When the light turned off, did it fade or turn off quickly?
(Witness couldn't answer, but thought that the light did not turn off quickly.)
When the object left, did it go up quickly? '
Yes.
Have you recently been under medical care?
No.
(directed to John Fitzgerald) Did it appear to be aluminum ?
It was like two tin cups, like a soup cup.

POPOPOPOROPO

No other questions were asked of the witnesses.

IR

...... Two other people in the neighborhood had experiences which helped to confirm
the presence of a strange object. ‘ :

’ Mr. D was sitting on the edge of his bed preparing to retire for the night. His
attention was attracted by a light shining into his room through the window. The
curtains were drawn. Mr. D says that the light had the color of moonlight but the
source seemed to be much larger than the moon. However, he did not give it anoth-
er thought and went to sleep, supposing that it was the moon, The light did not
move or pulsate during his observation which lasted five seconds. There was no
sound or other disturbance connected with the object so far as he could remember,

The time of Mr. D's experience must have been several minutes before Mrs.
Fitzgerald's, Mr. D had also watched the late movie and had gone into his room
immediately. He had no explanation for the light. '

At approximately the same time, Mr. and Mrs. P were sitting in their living
room, smoking, when they heard a strange noise. They had also watched the late
movie. Mrs. P described the noise as something like a jet plane roar, but of a
lower pitch. The sound began abruptly and then faded out in a period of about four
seconds. Mr. P thought at first that the sound might be caused by train cars en-
gaging on the track which runs nearby. However, this sound is familiar to both
parties and they dismissed it as an explanation. Mrs, P said she did not think the
sound was caused by a jet because of its abrupt start and strange sound, Also, the
television set always fluttered when an airplane would pass overhead, and the set
showed no signs of disturbance when the sound was heard, They saw nothing un-
usual,

Mr. D and Mrs. P contacted Mrs, Fitzgerald after her story was published,
No house-to-house check or other attempt to contact witnesses was made,

Two other sightings were reported that morning in Lorain, which borders Shef- .
field Lake, -

At 2:30 a,m, on the 21st, Mrs. S in Lorain was awakened by a light flooding
through her window, At first she thought that the sun had risen, but her clock told
- her otherwise. She went to the window and saw a round red object apparently

et 3 mo




several times larger than the moon. It had no markings and did not look like the
moon. At the top of the object was a ""hump'" or protrusion which had the same
uniform color of the main body. At first she thought that she was viewing the

‘-moon under strange conditions so she called to her husband saying, '"There is
something wrong with the moon.'" He looked at the object, but could not identify

it. About five minutes later Mrs, S looked for the object again and found that it

had shifted in a westerly direction. She thought the object's size might have been
comparable to a 2 inch object when held at a distance of 14 inches. When it was first
seen the object was in the WSW sky and about 40 degrees above the horizon.

At approximately 2 a.m. on the 21st, Mrs. G of Lorain watched a '"big red
ball" moving outside her window. She was in bed when she spotted the object
through the partially closed venetian blinds on her window, The object approached
the window, moving horizontally parallel to it for several seconds. Then it moved
up and out of sight, The object made a low pulsating sound which reminded the
witness of a death march, "It made me sick to my stomach, " she said later, refer-
ring to the sound. The sound grew louder as the object approached, and diminished
as it left. She thought she heard a crashing sound just before the object came into
sight. If the object maneuvered as she said it did, then the object must have gone
through some limbs in the trees outside the window., However, no damaged limbs
or other evidence was found.

Mrs. G has no explanation for her experience. She suffered no ill effects. The
" G house is about 500 feet north of the same railroad track that is near the Fitzgerald
house. '

The accounts of the objects seen by Mrs. S and Mrs. G have no obvious bearing
on the Fitzgerald sighting. They are included here because it is felt that all strange
phenomena in the area that morning might have had a common origin., It should be
noted that all of the incidents took place at approximately the same time. No other
sightings were reported. (see Fig. 4)

The facts in each of the four cases concomitant to the Fitzgerald sighting are
insufficient to permit a detailed analysis. However, it should certainly be noted
that the objects reported by Mr, D, Mrs. S, and Mrs. G could not have been the
moon. The moon set at 1:07 a, m. on September 21,

The full names and addresses of all parties connected with this report, as well
as a tape recording of an interview with Mrs, Fitzgerald, are in the files of the
UFO Research Committee,.
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o ANALYSIS
Was this a real "unknown''? A true unknown is an object that remains un-
known after being seen under conditions which should normally make the object

eagily identifiable, In order to satisfy this definition certain conditions must be
present in a sighting:

(1) The object should be seen against a familiar background such as trees,
houses, nearby hills or low clouds. There is no way to estimate the true
size of an object seen in a cloudless sky. A small object close to the -
observer may appear to be large and far away., When the distance of the
object is fairly certain, the observer will not make a great misjudgment
in the size,

(2) The object must be fairly close to the observer. For instance, a balloon
seen from a distance of two miles cannot be readily identified, but a bal-
loon that is 200 feet away can be recognized immediately.

(3) The duration of the sighting must be such that the observer has time enough
to focus his eyes and observe the details of the construction of the object.
A sighting that lasts five seconds is highly questionable., The witness
would have to be a very well trained observer to catch any detail in such
a short time,

(4) The object should maneuver in a manner that clearly distinguishes it from
a conventional aircraft or balloon. For instance, abrupt 90 or 180 degree
turns would mark a true unknown, simply because no conventional object
today could perform such maneuvers without structural failure.

In the Fitzgerald sighting the first and second conditions are fulfilled completely.
- The witness was in a very favorable position to observe the object because it was so
near. When the object was stationary in the adjacent lot, the witness was looking
down on it. The object was silhouetted against a familiar background, There was
no chance for any sizable error in the estimated size of the obJect because its dis-
tance from the observer was so accurately known, Even though the object was not
illuminated when it was closest to the witness, she could easily have seen any mark-
ings or protrusions.

The sighting lasted about 36 seconds, This is enough time for a person to get
his bearings and focus his eyes, even during such a startling experience. Mrs.
Fitzgerald had enough time to get a good look at the object. She could hardly have
been looking at, say, a fallen weather balloon in her yard for 36 seconds without
recognizing it for what it was, Her eyes might have been blurred at the beginning
of the sighting but sufficient time passed for them to focus properly. Her descrip-
tion of the motions of the object would not be affected by a momentary lack of focus,
The image of the object remained so vivid in her mind that she was later able to
direct an artist in drawing it.

When the sequence of motions of the object is studied, it becomes obvious that
an "unnatural' phenomenon was observed. The object glided down in a northerly
direction, hovered, glided up in a southerly direction, made two quick turns and
then went straight up.

We must conclude that the object was a genuine unknown. The nature of the ob-
ject seen by Mrs, Fitzgerald must for the time being remain a mystery. However,
some interesting observations can be made on the description of the appearance
and motions of the object.

Although no marks of construction were seen on the object, the shape strongly
suggests that it was manufactured. This is emphasized by the pipes in the rim,
The general shape was symmetrical - - not the symmetry found in nature, but the
symmetry of a potter's wheel or lathe. The motions of the object can quite reason-
ably be considered as ha.vmg been intelligently directed. Certainly they are not the
motions of an object caught in the wind,
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WAS THIS A HOAX? :

Mrs. Fitzgerald had nothing to gain by reporting this sighting, To date she
has received nothing for her efforts but a scoffing from some of her neighbors;
while, on the other hand, she has the indirect support of the other people in her
neighborhood whose experiences are recorded in this report. These people were
all strangers to Mrs. Fitzgerald before the incident. Mr., and Mrs. Fitzgerald
have volunteered to submit to a lie detector examination if any serious questioning
of their honesty is made.

WAS THIS A HALLUCINATION?
The fact that her son John also saw the object rules out the possibility that
the sighting was a hallucination.

WAS THIS OBJECT A GOVERNMENT MISSILE OR FLYING DEVICE ?

No simple answer to this question is possible. The U,S. Government has
repeatedly denied that the UFO reports are being caused by government-operated
- craft of any sort. Mrs, Fitzgerald reported no markings which would indicate
that the object was a U, S, device.

To answer this question more fully it is important to know that UFOs have
been seen in every country, even behind the Iron Curtain, They have also flown
dangerously close to commercial airlanes and over highly-restricted areas of
this country where all flying is prohibited.

If the United States had in its possession a device capable of the performance
attributed to the UFO, it would certainly not risk flying the device over foreign
countries. The same can also be said of all other powers on this planet. To have
a "saucer'" crash or be forced down in a foreign land would naturally be most in-
jurious to the manufacturing power.

No government tests are conducted over populated areas, and all military air-
craft are kept at a safe distance from commercial air lanes. The threatening
danger to the civilian population is enormous in both cases. It does not seem
reasonable that the government would jeopardize the safety of the public by flying
these devices where they could do so much harm.

Finally, it seems strange that so many billions of dollars are being spent
yearly to perfect jet and rocket aircraft if we already have devices like the one
described by Mrs. Fitzgerald,

HAS AN OBJECT LIKE THIS EVER BEEN SEEN BEFORE?

The Air Force Project Bluebook Special Report #14, a summary of the official
UFO investigation from 1947 to 1952, contains a drawing of an object very similar
to the one described by Mrs. Fitzgerald.(see below) The dimensions in the Air
Force drawing correspond to the dimensions of Mrs. Fitzgerald's object.

Noted shadow

: 3 l‘ ol
" Case VI

(Ratio approx. 3:1)
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE ' ‘
WASHINGTON ~ " ‘ o o - Y B

L0 05
.- OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

. |810CH 1958
" Dear Mr. Baumharts :

I refer to your inquiry concerning the interest of Mrs. Williem
Fitazgerald of Sheffield Lake, Ohio, concerning an unidentified flying
object she allegedly saw on 21 September 1958.

~ Air Force investigators arrived in Sheffisld Lake on 3 October,
communicated with Mrs. Fitzgerald and also initiated other phases of
an investigation to possibly evaluate this sighting.

The investigation revealed that a railroad track ran near the home
of Mrs. Fitzgerald. The night of Mrs. Fitzgerald's sighting, a train
passed the house at approximately the same hour of the reported sight-
ing. The train had a rotating headlight which, under some conditions,
would produce umusual effects. Contact was also made with Chief Bosun
Mate William Schott of the Coast Guard Statlon, Lorain, Ohio. Chief
Schott reported that he was using his spotlight in an attempt to
attract the attention of another ship, and that the light was directed
toward shore in the gemeral direction of Mra. Fitgzgerald's house. The
time and date of this inocident coincide with those reported by Mrsa.
Fitggerald. Mrs. Steward of Lorain, Ohio, a witness listed in Mrs.
Fitzgerald's report, could not recall amything umsual on the night of
the reported sighting. Mr. Grego of Lorain, another witness, was not
avallable for interview. The weather at the time of the incident was

~a misty rain with haze and smoke,

The conclusion of Air Force investigators was that the ocombination
of moving llghts, noise of the train and prevailing weather acccunt for
the illusion experienced by Mrs. Fitzgerald. The Air Technical
Intelligence Center, after evaluating the evidence in this case, con-
curred with the canclusion of the investigators.

Sincerely yours,

L R S . o e
E DS A R : Cooesnahiopy Watho Y

i .}‘r'.":_;"‘- oL W. P, ?mm R R Pt AU PR A )
R Major: Gemral, USAP o
I U - Director - SRR
e Legialativo Liaiaon
Honorable A. D, Baumhart, Jr.

' House of Representatives

GENERAL FISHER'S LETTER, REVEALING OFFICIAL
AIR FORCE CONCLUSION ON FITZGERALD SIGHTING
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ANALYSIS OF AIR FORCE CONCLUSION

A railroad track runs 320 feet south of the Fitzgerald house. At approximately
2:52 a.m, a train left the Lorain station going east. This train probably passed
the Fitzgerald house a short time after 3. At the same time another train was on
the tracks in the vicinity of Sheffield Lake, going west. The railroad officials were
unable to furnish the time at which this train passed the Fitzgerald house.

The locomotives employ a special headlight called a '"'mars light'" or a "gyralight"
which oscillates in a horizontal figure eight pattern. The light throws its beam over
a much larger area than would be possible with a conventional headlight.

If such a light did shine in the Fitzgerald bedroom window, it might have caused
the room to light up as Mrs. Fitzgerald described. With this in mind Mrs. Fitz-
gerald and several members of the Committee observed trains approaching from
the east. At a distance the headlight beam is completely blocked by the houses and
trees on the other side of the street. When the train is near the headlight beam is
directed away from the house. Even on the extreme swing of the beam the light
never hits the house,

At best this explanation, that Mrs, Fitzgerald was fooled by a train headlight,
could account only for the initial phase of the sighting in which she saw her room
brightly illuminated. It has no conceivable bearing on the rest of her report. For
instance, how could she have mistaken a train headlight for a solid object 22 feet
in diameter, 6 feet high, from a distance of only 10 feet away? And it should be
emphasized that the witness had her back to the railroad tracks during most of the
sighting. ,

As to the sound connected with the object, it hardly seems possible that Mrs
Fitzgerald would not recognize the sound of a passing train, She has lived at her

‘present address since June of 1958, and has lived near railroads all of her life.
~She has attempted to detect a similarity between the sound she heard and the sound
of the trains, but has been unable to make any satisfactory connection.

The coast of Lake Erie is about 3000 feet north of the Fitzgerald house. The
house is about 50 feet above the level of the lake. Between the house and the lake
coast are a number of houses and trees. The lake cannot be seen from the Fitz-
gerald house, : .

According to Chief Boatswain Mate Schott of the Lorain Coast Guard station,
the patrol boat in question was never closer to the shore than one mile.

The spotlight on the type of boat used on this patrol is designed for spotting bodies

or objects in the water near the boat. Consequently it has a very broad and diffused
beam. The beam from this spotlight has no similarity to a searchlight beam of the
type used for spotting aircraft or for advertising.

Therefore the light from this searchlight could hardly have been a factor in the
sighting of the object by Mrs. Fiizgerald.

The Air Force statement on this case states: '"Mrs. Steward (i.e.Stewart) of

Lorain, a witness listed in Mrs. Fitzgerald's report, could not recall anything unusual

on the night of the reported sighting. '
Mrs. Stewart has since signed a paper refuting this statement. (see Fig. 5)
It is interesting to note that the Air Force investigating team who visited
Mrs. Fitzgerald insisted that their job was entirely one of fact-finding. They
said that they themselves did not make any conclusions on a case, and explained
that this was done by "highly qualified experts in Dayton.'" The last paragraph
of the letter from General Fisher contradicts this statement made by the sergeants.

. It is obvious that the Air Force conclusion in this report was based on a complete
disregard for the facts. In the final analysis which follows it will be shown that the
investigation, the sole basis for the Air Force conclusion, was conducted on the same
level of competence,
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" ANALYSIS OF AIR FORCE INVESTIGATION

TECH. TECH.,
In our opinion, the Air Forc€ investigation of thig case was criminally mis-
handled. The two investigators,  M.Sgt. Haistan and B.Sgt. Hof, spent two days
in Lorain "investigating'' the sighting. Their investigation, like the ATIC analysis,
was a disgrace to the U,S. Air Force, and an insult to the American public whom
the Air Force supposedly represents.

Following is a list of the blunders committed by Sergeants Hof and Haistan:

(1) They did not bother to observe the headlights on the trains passing near the
Fitzgerald house. This was despite the fact that they were requested to do so by a
member of the Committee present at the time they interviewed Mrs. Fitzgerald. In
fact, this point was brought out in the presence of Mrs. Fitzgerald, and she stated
then that the headlight beam never, at any time, comes through her window. The
failure to make even this simple check on what was supposed to be a major factor in
the sighting is inexcusable and displays the grossest inefficiency.,

(2) The presence of any sort of lake activity should not have been listed as a
factor in the sighting. At the closest point to the Fitzgerald house the lake is 3000
feet away. It is impossible to see the lake from the Fitzgerald house, This was ex-
plained to Sgt. Hof by a member of the Committee at the time the sergeant was in the
front yard of the Fitzgerald house. The sergeant was asked to explain how, since
according to their investigation the weather was bad at the time of the sighting, any
light could have been seen reflected from off the clouds, or how light in any other man-
ner could have reached the Fitzgerald house from the lake., Sergeant Hof acknowledged
these objections but made no attempt to answer them.,

(3) General Fisher's letter states that Chief Schott reported he was using his spot-
light "in an attempt to attract the attention of another ship", and that the light was dir-
ected toward shore "in the general direction of Mrs., Fitzgerald's house." If the ser-
geants had made a conscientious check with Chief Schott they would have noted that at
the time he was using the light to attract another ship he was at a place on the lake
41 miles from the Fitzgerald house. They would also have noted that the spotlight
beam would have had to travel through downtown Lorain on its way to the house., As
mentioned in the analysis of the Air Force Conclusion, the sergeants apparently did
not know that the Coast Guard boat had a light which could not be focused on clouds in
the manner of a searchlight. Chief Schott has signed a statement specifying his posi-
tion and activities on the morning of September 21,

(4) How the sergeants could make the statement that Mrs. Stewart ''could not
recall anything unusual" is indeed difficult to understand. Mrs. Stewart's signed
statement (Fig. 5) is definite proof that this was either a deliberate attempt to
distort the facts, an unforgivable act of negligence, or else an extreme case of
ignorance,

(5) How the sergeants could make the statement that Mr, Grego of Lorain,
another witness, ''was not available for interview', is even more pathetic in view of
the fact that the witness referred to in Mrs., Fitzgerald's summary to ATIC was
actually MRS, Grego.

(6) General Fisher's statement reads, '"The weather at the time of the incident
was a misty rain with haze and smoke." The sergeants apparently discovered this
through the same mental process which led them to conclude that Mrs. Stewart
could remember seeing nothing. The weather at the time of the sighting, as des-
cribed by the witness verbally and in writing in the Air Force report form, was
not raining. There is no reason to suppose that the witness was mistaken on this

oint. -
P As to the presence of smoke, this undoubtedly refers to the fact that the U,S.
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the treatment which has been given UFO reports over the past ten years. This case

~~"knqwn".

Steel Company has a plant about 13 miles SW of the house. Unfortunately, the ser-
geants failed to check the wind direction at the time of the sighting. Had they done
so they would have discovered that smoke from the steel plant could not have blown
toward the Fitzgerald house before 4:00 a. m. on September 21, It can be assumed,
however, that there was some haze during the sighting, but the effect this would
have on the viewing of such a large object at a range of 10 to 50 feet is not made
clear in General Fisher's Statement. .

The statement concerning the weather not only has little foundation in fact, but
is written in a manner calculated to discredit the sighting, It is somewhat surpris-
ing that the report does not also include accounts of tornadoes and blizzards con-
verging over Sheffield Lake at the time of the sighting.

(7) The sergeants made several omissions, indicating they had little or no in-
tention of making an honest investigation of this sighting. (a) They did not make a
house to house check in the neighborhood for supplementary evidence. (b) They
did not ask Mrs. Fitzgerald to make a 3-dimensional drawing of the object. The
sergeants showed almost no interest in the shape of the object, which actually

‘should have been the most important point in their entire report. (c) They showed

almost no interest in the motions of the object, and relied upon a member of the
Committee to explain the motions to them., Here again, the maneuvers of the ob-
ject should have been the second most important point of the official report. (d) Mrs,
Fitzgerald was made to fill out the standard Air Force UFO reporting form., This
form was designed to report objects seen in the sky, not on the ground. Mrs. Fitz-

‘gerald said that it was very difficult for her to convey in this report the idea that she

had seen a large, solid object moving in her front yard, The sergeants did not take
notes during their interview with Mrs. Fitzgerald; consequently, the report form

must be the only official record of her sighting.

IR
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The investigation and analysis of this case by the U. S. Air Force is typical of
has now become one of the 98, 1% of all UFO reports which the Air Force terms as

./The figure of 98. 1% was released on October 6, 1958 in news release number
986-58.. The release goes on to say, "Refinements in investigative procedure have
resulted in a steady decline of unknowns,' After studyinﬁr the Fitzgerald report it !
should be manifestly clear what the Air Force means by 'refinements in invest-

igative procedure'’,
~;--In'a’letter to a member of the UFO Research Committee, General Fisher said, i

"The Air Force is interested in the truth concerning reported sightings and is com-

pelled to deal scientifically and objectively with facts. We feel sure our analyses 5
and evaluations by qualified scientific personnel of the reported sightings of unident- i
ified flying objects are more than adequate." ‘

This is an example of the duplicity which has characterized the Air Force treat-
ment of the UFO problem,

The Committee believes that the complete disregard of facts, which the Air Force
has. consistently exhibited through the years wherever the UFO is concerned, should
be halted immediately. The public must be given the truth regarding the existence
of these objects. We suggest that others who similarly feel that the UFO problem
is being gravely mishandled write their representatives in congress, and request an
investigation of the Air Force UFO project. |
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SECTIONAL ELEVATION OF RESIDENCE
SHOWING APPROXIMATE LOCATION OF UFO
WHEN FIRST SIGHTED
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SIMILAR TRIANGLES METHOD OF ESTIMATING SIZE OF UFO

THE WITNESS PICTURES THE UFO IN HIS IMAGINATION AS IT WAS IN A PLACE WHERE
THE DISTANCE FROM THE OBSERVER IS KNOWN. HE THEN ESTIMATES THE DIAMETER
AT ARM'S LENGTH. BY A SIMPLE RATIO THE TRUE DIAMETER OF THE UFO IS FOUND.
USING THIS METHOD THE DIAMETER OF THE OBJECT REPORTED BY MRS. FITZGERALD
WAS FOUND TO BE ABOUT 22 FEET.
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At 2:30 a.,m., an the 21lst of September, 1958, I was
avakened by a light flooding in my window. At first I
thought that the sun had risen, bué looking at the clock
convinced me that some thing was wrong.

I went to the window and saw a round red objeoct ap-
parently several times bigger than the moon. It had no
markings and did not look like the moon. At the top of
the object was a "hump" or protrusion which had the same
uniform color of the main body. There was no marking
separating the hump from the rest of the body. At first I
thought that I was viewing the moon under strange conditions,
80 I called to my husband to come see the object. He
looked at it, but was unable to identify it.

About five minutes later I looked for the object again
and found that it had shifted position in a westerly direction.
When the object was first in sight it was in the WSW sky,
atout 40 degrees elevation,

Later I estimated the size of the object as being
about 2 inches in diameter at a distance from my eye of
14 1inches, _

On October 4, 1958, I was visited by Sgt. Hof and
Sgt. Haistan from the Air Force Intelligence department.,

I repeated the account of my experience as written above,
‘The sergeants talked to me about the éighting for about
ten minutes. They were going to have me fill out a report
form, btut then decided against it.

@W/z%m/

Mrs. Jack TY Stewart
206 washington Ave.
Lorain, Ohio

MRS. J. T. STEWART'S STATEMENT CONCERNING SEPT. 21 SIGHTING
FIGURE 5
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APPENDIX

A rather significant series of correspondence has been carried out between Mrs. Fitzgerald, the Air Force,
members of Congress, and members of our group. The most significant letters concerning Mrs. Fitzgerald's ex-
,perience aré presehted in this appendix. Besides adding substance to this report, these letters clearly reveal the
Air Force position‘on the subject of UFOs better than any official Air Force statement. All of these letters, and
many more, are on file and are available for inspection should anyone seriously question their authenticity.

The following is Mrs. Fitzgerald's letter to the Air Technical Intelligence Center at Wright-Patterson Air Force
Base at Dayton, Ohio. Enclosed with this letter was a three page summary of Mrs. Fitzgerald's sighting that we
compiled.

Sept. 29, 1958 ‘

This is to inform you of a UFO sighting I had on September 21, 1958. I would appre-
ciate it very much if you would send an investigator, or someone to explain this happening
to me. It was a terribly frightening experience.

I assure you that I will contact my congressman about this matter if some action is not
taken soon to explain it.

No private citizen should be placed in the path of government devices, if that is what it
was. If it was a space craft, steps must be taken to warn the public.

The summary included here was prepared by a private UFO investigator who interviewed
me and the other people who reported strange objects that morning.

Mrs. Fitzgerald wrote to her congressman, the honorable A. D. Baumbhart, Jr., on the same day asking him to
check with the Air Force and to inform her of their conclusions regarding her experience. Congressman Baumhart
checked with the Air Force and received a reply from Major General W, P, Fisher. In this letter, General Fisher
first released the official Air Force conclusions in the Fitzgerald case. This letter from General Fisher is repro-
duced on page 5.

Upon receipt of the official Air Force conclusions for her experience, Mrs. Fitzgerald wrote the following to her
congressman:

Nov. 4, 1958

I was outraged when I read the Air Force conclusion to my sighting. The person who
made it must be insane.

A private group known as the UFO Research Committee of Akron, has written a com-
plete report of my experience and of the other sightings on the same night. They are plan-
ning to print the report for distribution to other UFO research groups. A copy of this re-
port, which contains an analysis of the case, will be sent to you.

In your letter from the Air Force it says that a '"Mrs. Steward reported nothing unusual
etc.'" This is a lie. I have a signed statement from Mrs. Stewart that she did see an ob-
ject, and that she did describe it to the two Air Force men who visited her. She could not
imagine what the sentence above referred to, since she says that the men were going to give
her a full report form to fill out.

I would like very much to meet with you in person to discuss this case. Also I would
like to have with me a member of the Committee who lives in Lorain, and who has done much
of the investigation on this case.

I have been cooperating fully with the Committee, and they would like you to refrain from
contacting the Air Force about this case again until more evidence can be secured to prove
that the investigation was mishandled. Many thanks for the help and interest you have shown.

Meauwhile, we had thoroughly investigated the Fitzgerald case and had documented every significant fact. Be- :
lieving that the public should be informed of her experience and the manner in which it was handled by the Air Force,
we decided to publish a written report. This initial report was published in December of 1858 by a UFO group in
Akron, Ohio, and received a limited distribution, This subsequent report is a revised and supplemented version of
that original report. Copies of the original report were sent to members of congress and to officers in the Air
Force including Major General Fisher. Enclosed with the report sent to General Fisher was the following letter:

Dec. 7, 1958

Inclosed is a complete report of a UFO sighting. It includes a description of the sighting,
the Air Force investigation, the conclusion of ATIC as given in your letter to Congressman
Baumhart, and an analysis of the Air Force conclusion and investigation.

In the analysis of the Air Force treatment of the case our group has charged the investi-
gation team with criminal mishandling, We feel that this case is typical of all UFO cases and
that our charges apply generally to the Air Force UFO project.

You have answered many inquiries from members of the U, S, Congress with statements
to the effect that the Air Force is conducting a fair, honest, and scientific investigation of
the UFO reports. Therefore, we are presenting you with this report which proves that your
statements have been false and misleading. The original documents are available for your
inspection if that should be necessary.

After reading the enclosed report, please send us your answers to the following questions:

(}?) What action will be taken to discipline the ATIC investigation team which handled this
case
{2) What action will be taken to make a proper investigation and evaluation of this particu-
lar report (Fitzgerald, 21 Sept. 1958)?
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(3) What action will be taken to insure that all future reports of unidentified flying objects
will be properly investigated and evaluated ?

A copy of this letter is being sent to Senator John W, Bricker. I request that you send a
copy of your reply to the above three questions to Senator Bricker.

We also sent a copy of the original report to Major Lawrence J. Tacker of the Air Force. Major Tacker is the
officer in charge of handling all inquiries concerning UFOs, with the exception of inquiries made by members of
congress -- these being answered by Major General Fisher. The following letter was inclosed with that report:

Dec. 19, 1958

Inclosed is a complete report of a UFO sighting. It includes a description of the sighting,
the official Air Force conclusion as released by Major General Fisher, and an analysis of the
Air Force investigation and conclusion,

In a letter to me from you dated 19 August 1958 you stated, ""The Air Force believes that
the investigation of the UFO phenomena is in the hands of respon31ble personnel and that an
adequate, thorough and honest program is being conducted. "

In the inclosed report our group presents proof that will stand up in any court that the Air
Force investigation of the Fitzgerald case was not adequate, thorough, or honest. Due to the
magnitude of the blunders committed by the investigation team it must be concluded that the
present Air Force treatment of the UFO problem is lacking mainly in the last and most im-
portant of the qualifications you listed - honesty.

Is it possible that you have veen misled about the true state of the Air Force UFO project,?
If so, you should take steps to see that statements like the one above are no longer made.
Would you then - in view of the inclosed report - please clarify the authenticity of the above
statement ?

General Fisher replied as follows:
Dec. 31, 1958
I refer 1o vour inquiry concerning allegations relative to the unidentified flying object
sighting reporied oy Mrs. William Fitzgerald, Sheffield lake," Ohio, on 21 September 1958.
i gation conducted by Air Technical Intelligence Center on the unidentified flying
reported by Mrs. Fitzgerald was thoroughly reviewed by Air Force Headquart-

ir Force is entirely satisfied that the individuals who conducied the investigation of
the fied flying object sighting at Sheffield Lake on 21 September 1958 were thorough
and competent, Further, that their findings were accurate and adequate.

den

‘rom General Fisher turned out to be quite significant since it has already been proven in this report
als who conducted the investigation of the Fitzgerald sighting were not thorough and competent and
gs were not accurate and adequate. It should also be noted that General Fisher did not answer any of
ne was asked.

This letter
that the in
that their Ii
the questions

Major Tacker replied as follows:
Jan. 2, 1959

This is to acknowledge your letter of 18 December 1958 concerning allegations relative
to the unidentified flying object sighting reported by Mrs. William Fitzgerald, Sheifield Lake,
Ohio, on 21 September 1958.

The investigation conducted by Air Technical Intelligence Center on the unidentified flying
object sighting reported by Mrs. Fitzgerald was thoroughly reviewed by Air Force Headquar-
ters.

The Air Force is entirely satisfied that the individuals who conducted the investigation of
the unidentified flying object sighting at Sheifield Lake on 21 September 1958 were thorough
and competent. Further, that their findings were accurate and adequate.

It can be seen that the letter from Major Tacker is a duplicate of the letter that had already been received from
General Fisher. Copies of the original report were also sent to Colonel Gilbert of the Air Technical Intelligence
Center, the Secretary of Defense, and the Secretary of the Air Force. Major Tacker answered for these individ-
uals with letters identical to the above two.

We also wrote to Senator Frank J, Lausche concerning the Fitzgerald case. Senator Lausche inquired and also
received a letter identical to the ones above. By this time it was clear that the Air Force was not going to change
their position on the Fitzgerald case and that they had decided upon a form reply in answer to all inquiries into the
case.

Since we could not accept the Air Force position in this case, we decided to become a little more insistant in try-
ing to get the Air Force to account for their handling of this case. The following letter was then sent to Major Tack-
er:

Jan, 11, 1959

I have received your letters and a letter from General Fisher stating that the individuals
who conducted the investigation of the Fitzgerald sighting were thorough and competent. Alsg,
that their findings were accurate.

Obviously, you and General Fisher did not even bother to read the Fitzgerald report as
mvestlgated by our committee. I partlcularly wish to call your attention to the section of the
report ""Analysis of Air Force Investigation" in which we prove that the individuals who con-
ducted the investigation were not thorough and competent and that their findings were not ac-
curate and adequate,

Also inclosed in our report is a statement signed by Mrs. Jack T. Stewart describing UFO

15




activity she witnessed. However, General Fisher's letter also inclosed in the report states,
"Mrs, Steward ... could not recall anything unusual on the night of the reported sighting, "
Will you please account for the arguments put forth in the "Analysis of Air Force investi-
gation" section and the contradictions over Mrs. Stewart's experiences?
The Air Force maintains their position; we maintain ours. Our position is supported by
facts listed in our report, Either account for the arguments we put forth or change your posi-
tion,

Major Tacker answered with the following letter re-emphasizing the Air Force position:
Jan. 14, 1959

This is to acknowledge your letter of 11 January 1959 concerning allegations relative to the
unidentified flying object sighting reported by Mrs, William Fitzgerald of Sheffield Lake, Ohio,
on 21 September 1958.

As I mentioned in previous letters, the Air Force is entirely satisfied that the individuals
who conducted the investigation of this sighting were thorough and competent and that their find-
ings were accurate and adequate.

We do not have the resources alloted to this project to fill individual requests or to answer
the erroneous charges concerning individual sightings which amateur organizations such as
yours make against the Air Force. Further, we are not interested in your theories or science
fiction approach to this subject.

The Air Force is compelled to deal scientifically and objectively with facts and the findings
to date deny the existence of flying saucers. We are sure our analysis and evaluation of report-
ed sightings by qualified scientific personnel are more than adequate.

For your convenience, copies of the Department of Defense fact sheets, dated 5 November
1957 and 6 October 1958, on the subject of unidentified flying objects are inclosed. They plain-
ly state the Air Force position on this subject.

Meanwhile, we had also submitted a copy of the original report to Congressman Baumhart who had been helping
us in our attempts to obtain an explanation from the Air Force. Congressman Baumhart acknowledged receipt of
the report and replied as follows:

Jan, 8, 1959

Thank you very much for your letter of December 20, submitting to me a copy of your re-
port relative to the UFO sighting at Sheffield Lake.

Immediately upon my return to Washington, I took the opportunity to read the Fitzgerald
Report very carefully, and I am today submitting it to Major General W, P, Fisher requesting
his further comments and advice concerning this Report of your Committee. Please find attach-
ed a carbon copy of my letter to Major General Fisher.

Please be assured that I will keep you fully informed of further developments in this case.

Thank you again for your courtesy in submitting a copy of the Report to me.

Congressman Baumhart then sent this letter to General Fisher:

Jan. 8, 1959

The enclosed copy of the UFO Research Committee's Report on the UFO sighting at Sheffield
Lake, entitled the "Fitzgerald Report', has recently been made available to me by that Committee.

Mr. Fred Kirsch of the above-mentioned Committee stated in his letter submitting this Re-
port that it is their position that the Air Force has not conducted a "fair, honest and scientific
investigation" of this UFO sighting. You will note in the enclosed Report that the Department of
the Air Force.explanation of this occurrence, addressed to me on October 31, 1958, is not accept-
able to the Committee and they have set forth their reasons for the position they have taken. I i
would appreciate your further study of this matter, and your careful review of the enclosed Re- |
port. |

Thank you for your attention to this matter, and your early reply. i

Congressman Baumhart received an answer from General Fisher and then wrote Mrs. Fitzgerald:

Jan. 19, 1959

As you have been advised by carbon copies of my correspondence with Mr. Kirsch of the Un-
identified Flying Objects Research Committee in Akron, we recently submitted a copy of ""The
Fitzgerald Report" to Major General Fisher, Department of the Air Force.

I asked General Fisher to review this Report, and advised him at that time of the criticism
of the Air Force study that followed up the UFO Research Committee's investigation and study
of your sighting.

We are in receipt of a letter from General Fisher advising that the Report had been thorough-
ly reviewed, and stating that the Department of the Air Force is entirely satisfied that their in-
vestigation was thorough, their investigators competent, and their finding accurate and adequate.

I was pleased to contact the Department of the Air Force concerning this disturbing occurrence
and I regret that their analysis is not more satisfying to you. If you should care to comment fur-
ther on this situation, please let me hear from you.

Congressman Baumbhart also informed us that he had further correspondence from the Air Force concerning this
case and inclosed a carbon copy of a letter he had received from General Fisher. This letter was also identical to
those already received from General Fisher and Major Tacker.

Still being unable to accept the Air Force position in this case and still hoping that a more detailed and satis-
factory statement might be obtained from the Air Force, we sent the following letter to Congressman Baumbhart:
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Jan. 26, 1959

I have reviewed your several letters concerning the Fitzgerald report and inclosing General
Fisher's comments about our report.

I have also received letters from General Fisher and Major Tacker saying the same thing,
"the Air Force is entirely satisfied that the individuals who conducted the investigation of this
sighting were thorough and competent and that their findings were accurate and adequate. "

Our group does not accept these statements. Mrs. Fitzgerald does not accept these state-
ments. We are prepared to submit evidence proving that the individuals who conducted the in-
vestigation of this sighting weren'tthorough and competent and that their findings weren't accu-
rate and adequate. We challenge the Air Force on their explanation of the Fitzgerald sighting.

We have submitted our evidence to the Air Force and requested an explanation from them.
Major Tacker replied, ""We do not have the resources alloted to this project to fill individual re-
quests or to answer the erroneous charges concerning individual sightings which amateur organ-
izations such as yours make against the Air Force.' Doesn't this statement from Major Tacker
contradict the one you received from General Fisher that the report had been thoroughly reviewed ?

Also, I ask you, suppose that we are right and the Air Force did mishandle this UFO sighting.
Just how would you expect them to act?

I repeat that we can not accept the Air Force's statements and explanations and have evidence
proving Air Force mishandling of this case. We request that you take immediate action to see
that this matter is cleared up. Thank you for your cooperation so far.

Congressman Baumhart wrote the following letter to General Fisher:

Jan. 29, 1959

Please find attached a thermofax copy of a further letter I have received from Mr. Fred A,
Kirsch of Akron, Ohio.

Continuing our interest in the UFO sighting of Mrs. William Fitzgerald, I am submitting
this letter for your information.

I would like to have a more complete report than that furnished by your earlier letter of Jan-
uary 16th; and your advice as to any further review that the Department may have made, or will
make in view of this letter from Mr. Kirsch. ) '

Thank you for your continuing attention to this matter.

Congressman Baumbhart received the following reply from General Fisher:;
Feb. 11, 1959 ’

I refer to your recent inquiry in behalf of Mr. Fred A, Kirsch of Akron, Ohio, concern-
ing unidentified flying objects, particularly the Fitzgerald sighting.

In our attempt to put the UFO subject in proper perspective, it appears that the Air Force
cannot compete with the science-fiction writers. We believe that we have the investigation of
the UFO phenomena in responsible hands and that an adequate, thorough, and honest program
is being conducted. Regardless, a small but articulate segment of people are under the mis-
taken belief that the Air Force has not sought the assistance of outstanding authorities from
without the Air Force to assist in our evaluation of UFO sightings, and that we are withholding
vital UFO information from the public, thereby preventing proper evaluation. We have, on
numerous occasions, published our conclusions relative to UFO and explained our evaluation
processes. This group, nevertheless, continues to claim that UFO's are objects from outer
space and demand Congressional hearings on the subject.

You can readily understand the continued interest of this small segment because the sub-
ject is so novel and fascinating that it supports over 60 organizations of one type or another.
Most of these organizations publish news letters or magazines and they expect the Air Force
to furnish them material for their publications. Needless to say, we do not have the resources
allotted to this project to fill the numerous individual requests which these organizations make
for copies of our investigative reports and other related matter.

Furthermore, we would be remiss in our duty to the American public if we, by our assist-
ance, encouraged these organizations in their sensational claims and contentions. Consequently,
we do not give them individual attention but rather make periodic press releases through estab-
lished news channels. In so doing, we show partiality to no one person or organization nor do
we place ourselves in the position of placing our stamp of approval on, or giving preferential
treatment to, any of them.

This press release approach used by all branches of the Government is considered censor-
ship by some of these organizations and, because we will not favor them with our individual
attention, they contend that we are keeping vital information from the public. The Air Force was
compelled to generally adopt the press release approach because in the past when we furnished
factual information to certain writers of UFO books and articles upon their individual requests
our action was interpreted as granting approval and clearance to the books and articles in which
the information was used.

If we withhold certain information from the public on UFO's it is not done for the purpose of
depriving the public of vital information necessary for proper evaluation nor is it done because
there is scientific proof of the existence of space craft from other planets and we do not wish to
alarm the American public. It is done in the majority of instances to protect the people involved
from the idle curiosity of the sensation seekers. In a few limited instances it is done to keep from
compromising our investigative processes and, in a few instances, it is done for legitimate secur-
ity reasons.

The Air Force has a tremendous task in defending this country against weapon systems which
we know actually exist and are in the hands of our potential enemies. To divert more men and
money away from this most serious mission into a greatly enlarged program for the investigation
of UFO's -- objects about which we have been unable to discover one iota of tangible scientific

17



evidence -- would seriously jeopardize the security of this country against a known proven threat,
would be allowing the sensation seekers to dictate our defense policies, and would, in our opinion,
lay ourselves open to the charge of gross imprudence.

The Air Force does not deny that unknown objects have been seen by responsible persons. It
is in the interpretation of these sightings that we are questioned. From our our investigation cov-
ering the past eleven and a half year period, the Air Force contends that when the evidence of these
sightings has been sifted through the scientific criteria it has led to the conclusion that the objects
were not space craft and that they did not constitute a threat to the security of this country. As an
act of faith, the UFO's can be considered manned or unmanned craft from outer space, but as a
scientific fact there has been no authenticated scientific evidence presented to, or discovered by,
the Air Force to support this conclusion. The Fitzgerald case is no exception. The Air Force is
entirely satisfied with the findings of the Air Technical Intelligence Center for this particular sight-
ing and considers the case closed.

For your information, I am inclosing Department of Defense fact sheets on this subject cover-
ing the past eleven and a half years of Air Force investigations of reported sightings. These re-
leases clearly state the Air Force position on this subject.

It should be noted that even a third inquiry by Congressman Baumhart, in which he was quite insistent, failed to
bring a more detailed statement from the Air Force. General Fisher did not provide Congressman Baumhart with
a more complete report as he had been asked. He only stated that the Air Force considered the case "closed". The
remainder of the letter was apparently written to discredit all UFO groups in general,

This, too, is a form letter, possibly sent as a last resort.

We also received the following letter from Major Tacker:
Feb. 18, 1959

This is to acknowledge your letter of 11 February concerning unidentified flying objects. In
answer to your specific questions, I submit the following:

The Air Force, and to my knowledge no other Governmental agency, objects to private groups
investigating unidentified flying objects. You certainly have the right to investigate this subject
and publicly release whatever findings you arrive at without endangering the national security or
your personal safety.

The Air Force believes that the investigation of the UFO phenomena is in the hands of respon-
sible personnel and that an adequate, thorough, and honest program is being conducted. On nu-
merous occasions conclusions relative to the UFO have been publicized and the evaluation processes
explained by periodic releases through the established news channels.

The allegation that the Air Force is withholding vital UFO information has no merit whatsoever.
The press release approach is considered censorship by some UFO organizations, because they
do not receive individual attention from the Air Force, they contend that we are withholding vital
information. The Air Force was compelled to adopt the press release approach because in the past
when factual information was furnished to certain writers of UFO books, upon their individual re-
quest, our action was interpreted as granting approval and clearance for the books in which the in-
formation was used.

If certain data is withheld from the public on UFOs, it is not done for the purpose of depriving
the citizenry of vital information necessary for proper evaluation nor is it done because there is
scientific proof of the existence of space craft from other planets and we do not wish to alarm the
American people. It is done in the majority of instances to protect the people involved from the
idle curiosity of the sensation seekers, or in a very few instances for legitimate security reasons.
As a general rule sighting reports, analysis and evaluation reports are not classified.

It is not the purpose of this report to comment in detail on these long statements from the Air Force or to
analyze them in detail. These letters are reproduced here in order to present the Air Force position in full. Our
lack of comment, therefore, should not be thought of as an acceptance of them on our part.

The above letter from Major Tacker brought on some additional pursuit on our part. In the last paragraph of
his letter Major Tacker stated that ''as a general rule sighting reports, analysis and evaluation reports are not
classified.'" To test this statement we decided to try to obtain the official Air Force sighting reports and analysis
reports concerning this case. We wrote to our congressman, the honorable William H." Ayres, mentioning that
we would even be willing to travel to Washington, if necessary, in order to see these official reports.

Congressman Ayres' first inquiry brought a letter identical to General Fisher's letter of February 11th, 1959.
Congressman Ayres' second inquiry brought the following reply:

April 17,1959

I refer to your most recent inquiry in behalf of Mr. Fred A, Kirsch of Akron, Ohio, con-
cerning the Fitzgerald UFO sighting.

As stated in our previous letter on this subject, dated 13 March 1959, the Air Force does
not have the resources to fill the numerous requests which individuals and UFO study groups
make for copies of our investigative reports and other related material. Also we cannot pos-
sibly afford to set such a precedent which would increase the demands of these groups many
fold. Accordingly, we cannot honor Mr. Kirsch's most recent request for preferential treat-
ment.

The Air Force will continue to publish conclusions concerning unidentified flying object
sightings through the accredited news media.

It is quite evident that although these reports are unclassified, they are nevertheless unavailable to the public
in general,

During the month of March members of the Committee met personally with Congressman Baumhart at his office
in Lorain, Ohio. Both Congressman Baumhart and his assistant expressed considerable interest in the subject of
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Unidentified Flying Objects. As a result of this meeting Congressman Baumhart agreed to contact General Fisher
once again. General Fisher answered him as follows:
April 29, 1959
I refer to your inquiry in behalf of the Akron, Ohio, Chapter of the UFO Committee con-
cerning a UFO sighting in the vicinity of Sheffield Lake, Ohio,
The UFO sighting at Sheffield Lake, Ohio, was carefully reviewed. The Air Force is en-
tirely satisfied with the findings of the Air Technical Intelligence Center for this particular
sighting and considers the case closed.

Several times in our correspondence with General Fisher and Major Tacker we brought up the affidavit signed
by Mrs. Jack T. Stewart (Page 13) and asked for an explanation, The Air Force made no comment on this point at
any time. However, on March 12, 1959, we wrote to Major Tacker again specifically asking him to account for
the contradiction between Mrs. Stewart's affidavit and General Fisher's letter (Page 5) We shall conclude this
series of correspondence with Majar Tacker's answer:

April 2, 1959

This is to acknowledge your letter of 12 March 1959 concerning purported contradiction of
Air Force findings as concerns your understanding of Mrs. Jack T. Stewart's statement re-
garding the Fitzgerald UFO sighting.

Provided that we are discussing the same person, Mrs. Jack Stewart of Lorain, Ohio; Air
Force records confirm the fact that Mrs. Stewart could not recall any unusual happening on
the night of the reported sighting by Mrs, Fitzgerald.

On July 10, 1959 we received the following letter from Representative Baumbhart:

Your recent letter, which was acknowledged by my secretary in my absence, was brought to
my attention, and I have discussed this matter with members of the House Science Committee
and with the Chief Counsel of that Committee.

I am informed that the Committee Chairman has discussed the matter of UFO's with respon-
sible officials of the Department of Defense, and that he has stated there is no known evidence
available that would warrent an investigation by the Committee at this time,

We discussed also your comment relative to the possibility of pressure by the Department
of the Air Force on any Congressional committee to withhold such investigations, and it was
felt that it would be a rare circumstance indeed whereby a government agency could effectively
exert pressure on a committee of the Congress not to hold hearings, and that no such pressure
had in fact been brought to bear upon the Science Committee of the House.

I am as you know fully appreciative of your efforts on the Fitzgerald case, and assure you
of my continuing interest in the matter and if any additional evidence or information on the case
should come to my attention, you may be sure I will pursue it diligently.

In a letter to a member of the UFO Research Committee, General Fisher said, "The Air Force is interested in
the truth concerning reported sightings and is compelled to deal scientifically and objectively with facts. We feel
sure our analyses and evaluations by qualified scientific personnel of the reported sightings of unidentified flying
objects are more than adequate. "

This is-but one example of the duplicity which has cheracterized the Air Force treatment of the UFO problem.

The Committee believes that the complete disregard of facts, which the Air Force has consistently exhibited
through the years wherever UFOs are concerned, should be halted immediately. The public should be given the
truth regarding the existence of these objects. We suggest that others who similarly feel that the UFO problem

is being gravely mishandled write their representatives in congress, and request an investigation of the Air Force
UFO project.

The publisher is indebted to Mr. Philip W. Ferguson, Jr. and Mr. Fred A. Kirsch for their aid in the pre-
paration of this report.
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witnessing some sort of freak atmospheric condition, Mrs. Stewart woke her
husband. (See pages 83-84) (48.)

21 September. Sheffield Lake, Chio. (3:00 a.m.) The Fitzgerald case.
"The most frightening thing I have ever seen.'

The Elyria, Chio, Chronicle-Telegram account. (See clipping on page 69)
The Cleveland, Chio, Plain Dealer account. (See clipping on page 70)

The Lorain, Chio, Journal account. (See clipping on page 71)

Ten-year-old John Fitzgerald and his father got up early and ate break-
fast. At that time the boy told his dad about the object he had seen dur-
ing the night. Mr. F1tzgera1d who had slept through everything, was unim-
pressed and assumed his son just had a bad dream. As for Mrs. Fritzgerald,
she was still in bed and stayed there for some time since she had been up
so late. Eventually Mrs. Fitzgerald joined her son and husband. She was
greatly upset and related her 3:00 a.m. experience. Since John's story
corroborated his mother's, it proved to the family the 'saucer visit" had
been a real event. (49.)

‘Mrs. Fitzgerald claimed no fascination with UFOs, but she felt her sight-
ing was so important she needed to alert authorities. Not knowing what else
to do, the Fitzgerald phoned the offices of the Lorain Journal. The news-
paper's editor sent a reporter to Sheffield Lake to ask questions and loock
around. By Sunday evening word of the Fitzgerald's éxperience reached
other newsrooms. On September 22th news items were published in the Cleve-
land Plain Dealer and the Elyria Chronicle-Telegram.

23 September. Phone calls and visits.

After the Monday press accounts appeared, the Fitzgeralds were busy with
visitors and phone calls. By Tuesday it was estimated the Fitzgeralds had
been contacted by at least 75 individuals. Mrs. Fitzgerald said some of the
phone calls were: '...even more weird than seeing the saucer.'" (50.) One
caller in particular announced that Mrs. Fitzgerald had been ''singled out
for a special mission,' whatever that was supposed to mean. Others, more
than just a few, insisted she was having hallucinations. The majority, how-
ever, said they had also seen UFOs and were very interested in Mrs. Fitz-
gerald's story. As could be expected, radio stations and newspapers from
around the state wanted to do interviews.

23rd was Capt. Charles H. Reinecke, Fifth Area administrative assistant for
the Chio attorney general's office. Capt. Reinecke talked with the Fitz-
geralds on the phone. and then visited their home at 934 East Drive. He
conducted an investigation and took the time to examine the Fitzgerald's
car (It could be the car was parked outside during the incident) and the

yard for any trace left by the object. He said he was thinking about mak-

ing a return visit with a Geiger counter to check for any radiation. (51.)
He was also greatly interested in Mrs. Fitzgerald's discription of the UFO

and showed her pictures of other reported saucers (Whether the pictures
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Flymg Saucers o on Top of Dracula;
Terrifies Sheffield Lake Woman

s "BY A!.-LP-']\ D. ASHBOLT
Lorain County Correspondent-

\'Terrified and shaken by their
experience, a °Sheffield "Lake
housewife and her 10-year-old
stepson  yesterday related a
“weird account of 2 3 a.m. visit
by a "flying saucer."

"Mrs. William H. Fltzgera]d
934 East Drive, said - shé|
watched the object for more
than - five minutes at. close
range after a brilliant light
| roused her fromvher bed.

Tears: filled her yes. still
reddened . from ing until
dawn ‘following the experience,
asshe 4old of unsuccessfully
‘trying to wake her husband, an
unemployed . truck - driver, uto
help her through theordeal. -

-*I had ;u.st gone to bed after
the Jast movie on ™v,"
when a brilliant’ white ; ;glare

‘she zaid, |

closed window drapes. The
movie was “Dracula’s Daugh—
t.er."

Blinded at first, she hid her
head under the pillow until the
light subsided. Then she stood
on her bed, looked through the
window. and watched . the "“sau-
cer" g!.lde over her driveway. .

It hovered a foot above a
neighbor's lawn, suddenly
glowed, and discharged a cloud
of *“heavy. pinkish - grayish -
purplish smoke from the. sau-
cer's back and sides,” she said.

It then swept in a curve onto
..F:tzgeralds front lawn,
she™~ sald, and -rose to -about
sevcn feet above'-the ‘ground.

Arter‘ it completcd two short
urcula: maneuvers, she lost
sight 'of .it, “she said, when jt
sped . straight’ up into lheAsky

Mrs, Fitzgerald, 25, said he:
daughter, Christy Lynn, 7, anc
her husband slept peacefully as
she watched what she described
as “the most horrible looking
thing" she had ever seen. "Ii
was terrifying,” she said.

Her stepson, John, a fourth
grade student at Milford Ele-
mentary School in Cleveland,
was spending the weekend,
visiting his father, He ,was in
the next bedroom, also at the
front of the house, and hap-
pened to be .awake when the
“saucer” made ils early-morn-
ing appearance.

Since his small bedroom win-
dow was above his. eye levey,
he explained, he could not see
the object until he stepped on
a wall heat register. By that
time, he said, it was emitting
the cloud of smoke.

0L

« From that point on, his ac~

count of the incident agreed.

with his s‘epmother's.
Both also said

gver the top of her home.

rI.i.ued her bedroom through the

that the, <

"saucer”" made a whirring nolise. g :
Then, as it left, the noise took! M‘;‘:’;ﬁgm H' Fﬂzga‘mid ehn; Filxgaeatd
on a muffled, whining sound. :
John demonstrated’ with a Shalhe!d Lake lc:rmly exummas mock-up
low . whistle, increasing in ; of "saucer.”
DilCh. lOgElhEr with a hum. . ) 0 Plaini Dealer Staft Pholo
Not Seen by Oth ke . . — ‘
i ,,sau;",, ¥ ;”‘ i CLEVELAND, OHIO, PLAIN DEALER
r was descrl Circ. D. 308,984

as round {rom a top or bottom

view and oval from a side view
l with a rounded cap on top., IL
1 was about eight feet in diam-
eter, they said, and about three
feet high.

2 5. 528,5 4
ki
SEP 29 1958 %1

Clarenck fjf}-{amhlv said he] vicinity of the Fitzgerald hom!* ]
was: nn‘.\notlﬁed of the sight-|had seen the “saucer.

Mrs. Fitzgerald said it had s hidd not had any| Fitzgerald and this reporter’
openings on both 'sides in which ?epurts from anyone! examined the ground. over
she saw a series of small tubes F . which the object reportedly
“like small exhaust pipes.” neighbors re-| traveled and could not find*

Shefficld Lake Police Chief one clse in thel anything unusual.
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were photographs or drawings is not known. (See page 89 for more informa-
tion on this). Scanning the pictures, Mrs. Fitzgerald selected one that
seemed a good match. (52.) It would be pure speculation, but Reinecke
may have been a front man for the Air Force. Indeed, when official Air
Force investigators finally did show up, they didn't express any inter-
est in the UFQ's appearance.

25 September. . More investigators arrive.’

Four days after the Fitzgerald sighting two members of the UFO Research
Committee of Akron arrived in Sheffield Lake to confirm the facts of the
case. They asked questions and familiarized themselves with the site of
the observation and the witnesses. Apparently they also gave the Fitz-
garlds some'.advice about UFOs and the Air Force. In any event, the Air
Force was asked to investigate. This is not a minor point. The Air Force
had a habit of not investigating UFO incidents not officially reported to
the military. In this instance, the military's investigation turned out
to be as interesting as the actual sighting. (53.)

Also, about this time a "Summary report'' on the case was drawn up and
its not clear who the author could have been. Mrs. Fitzgerald refers to a
single person, not two, and some of the details in the document are: not
found in Akron's "Fitzgerald Report."

26 September. The FBI and Keyhoe. The Bureau has a long memory.
(See FBI documents on pages 73-75.

27 September. Eagle Lake, California. (about 11:00 p.m.)

"A feeling of having my brain being picked." TSee pp.76-77) (54.)
29 September. Columbus, Chie. (night) '

Why were the cows frightened." (See clipping on page 78)

29 September. Derwood, Maryland. (about 5:30 a.m.)

Saucer lands?

When an Army private reported the 'crash landing' of a strange object
near a NIKE anti-aircraft site only 17 miles from Washington D.C., it cau-
sed considerable activity by the Air Force. A team of 12 men conducted an
investigation and ground search. Nothing was found and it was determined
that a meteor had triggered the excitement. The "crash' part was just the

. soldier's imagination. For once UFO buffs agreed. (See clippings on page
79) :

? September. Gordium, Turkey. (about 10:00 p.m.)
"Butter plate" remains on the ground for two hours.

Perhaps the 'saucer pilot" thought he was in such an isolated place no
one would see his ship? (See story and clippings on page 80)

Mrs. Frank Dargay was a member of the ''Cleveland UFOlogy Project' which
claimed to be associated with Keyhoe's NICAP organization. The following
letter was found in NICAP files. No other details concerning the Cleveland
group or Mrs. Dargay's investigation is known. (See pages 81-82) Did Mrs.
Dargay write the "Summary report?"
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o N MR, A, H, BELNOWT

DOHALD E, KEYICZ
MISCELLWIAUS - INFORMATION CO
(Nationalities Intclligence) -

Subject, Director of National :
Aerial Fhenomend, ltal' letter of 9/22/58 ¢
Bureau's participation concerning uniden
committee ha heads is described on lette
ported fact finding civilian coxnittee s
and he lists soveral proninent individua.
and Special Advisers.® He is a retirec |

" Keyhoe has beenlknown tgt‘:ha B
til]l be, a free-lance writer. .
:l:(.! ﬁaizh:ls as :; flamboyant writer and
experience that much.of his material is :

: Director concurred with Ur, Nichols' sta

get involved with him.”.

As an example of his wrliting, *
*Cosmopolitan® magazine carried an artic
John J. Daly entitled "Hitler's Flan to !
Merchant Marine.® This article indicate:
documents concerning such a plan by Hitl

false.

~ The attached suggosted letter :
general way to his questlons, some of whi
as "Have FBI Agents told witnesses not &«
and "Does the Sureau make character inve:
in some cases?"” The a hich hav
to avoid the charge wo have not answered
@C@ﬁmﬁ:mwm
n interview with o Dureau officlal conci
unidentified flI.‘I.ng objects has been sid:

to be no point in discussing this matter
¢ Defense document re reporting i1

ACTION: _
That the attached sucgested let
- wview of Air Force interest, cof
62-103581 reply being sent Air Force sepa

closure
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.

> at the Gordian site was alone at the "dig house!
Saw an orange object, approximately globuﬁt.ar,u::ac:gz
area is flat and umpopulated - some distance avay; could
if it had been an airplane she would have heard tl,le noise
'arison was made with a "butter plate.” No noise. Ubject.
sating, for about 2 hours, during which time it changed
ertically ard disappeared in the sky. Witness did not go
'nﬁ'._'(‘R'as_never been interested in saucers; phlegmatic
not much int. in her report, said "lots of private air-
8 wrote to friends in Athéns about the incident; they are
in saucers. When witness came to Athens they plied her
e above information resulted from these questions, They
er and the additional facts obtained by questioninc her to
it by telephone to IID Fri. eve, 1/16/55. )

» ‘SUNDAY, ‘APRIL -5, 1959, |
said, ‘that ‘the ' sfructufe was ] B
burned dowm,by a force "of! !
marauding ¥'jiarhatian 2 tijhes- || <
men, known 25 the Cimmerians,
u;m 685 B.,C. il v
uring - previous - 3z of s e '
workat u“:g‘é#“_m Pa:‘fm"mu g Archaeologists Close
site] the Vilyersity Mussizh ex- To the Palace of Midas
pedition ' has” excavated “fitteen :
_Including that of Jﬂnx[ e RER -

*" _TUESDAY,’DECEMBER 30, 19s¢

tombs,
Gordlus, “the father;of Midax.
u '—l—-.-.l-.__l__

N L b

The law Torx flmes - Dec. 30, bssa
~ Finding made at ‘cross - |
N Rt e— <

¥aj.Keyhoe:

81

Sept.29,1958
Cleveland 11,0hio

Mys Frenk Devg sy

Here are some corrections on the Fitzgerald case,The story the paper

wrote was wrong to some degreesz

(1) First off,the "movie" had nothing to do with Mre.Fitzgersld sighting

the object., She is not that type of person, She does not frighten easy

‘and has been wetching those type of movies for some time,

(2) She had never been asleep, And she did not hide her head under 2 pillew.

She shielded her eyes with 'her arm, When the light subsided she looked

out the window and 'theﬁ sew the object ‘which was not at this time a

bright and blinding light,

(3) She (Mrs.Fitzgereld),did not say the "smoke" came from the szucer's

back and sides,She said that-it happened so quickly that she does not

I.c.now where it came from,

(4) The peper states that no ‘one else saw the object, That is not true, A

man living down the street from her saw the object hover over the house

top across the street froﬁ him,
he will be glad to tell whet he
Mrs,Fitzgerald to find out what
sight but not his name, I asked

He said if she needs verafication that
saw, At present I am trying to contact
the mans name is, She only knew him by
her to find out what his name is, T will

call her again today. When I find out his name,lr.Fitch and I will che-

ck his story out., Also the sighting in Lorain,Ohioc.

So here then is the whole truth on the story. I'll send you the rest

of the facts as soon es I can get th'em. On back -is an idea of the type of

saucer she saw, It may not be quite

accurate but it gives the general idea,
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~ The opening you/see on the sidé of the/object:. had small tubes inside wh

Just seemed t: be layir'ag ins\:l.de the 0 ening. She could not tell how ma ]
of these sma 1 tubes there were, She'Mrs.Fitzgerald) said they reminded ‘
of small exhaust pipes, They were no’t sticking out or petrudi.ng fron th
object at any time, The "flying saucer” was about 8ft.in dia:meter; 3-4 :;(
from top to bottom and hovered egbout 1 ft,off of the ground, I.t never a :
any time touched the grourd. She made a replica of the object by placiné
1 pie pan on top of another one ;znly inverted, and placed & small bowl :
top of that, She scotch-taped the pie plates all around leaving small o
ings on the sides only. (I might add ‘that these were paper pie plates*) 4
“I'm sorry that I am not much of—an'a:tiat but maybe this will éive yo;z a.‘
idea of how the object looked to her, |
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29 September. Mrs. Fitzgerald writes the .

On the 29th Mrs. Fitzgerald sent a letter -
an investigation. The reference to her Congr
kind of investigation would be made. Also, U
submitted along with the letter probably was™
which were found in Air Force BLUE BOOK files
paperwork to identify who wrote the material.

T ) Septem'o:e; 29,
Aerial Phenomena Group
Adr Technical Intelligence Center
wright-Patterson JAFB

Dayton, Ohio

Dear 3irs: .
This is to inform you ot a UFP

" " geptember 21, 1958. I would apnreci
you would send an invqatigatqr, or &
. .. _this hqﬁpenihg to me. .It was a terr
: .experience.
7 assure you that I will contac
gbout this matter if some action is
" explain it. ’
. Mo private citizen should be pl
_ -government devices, if that is what
a space craft, steps must be taken t
The swnmary includeé here was p
ufo igvestigator who interviewed me
who reported strange objects that mo
Sincerelyy ,
77}

.. . Mrs.
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Mrs. Fitzgerald writes the Air Force.

29 September.

On the 29th Mrs. Fitzgerald sent a letter to the Air Force requesting
an investigation. The reference to her Congressman virtually assured some
kind of investigation would be made. Also, the mention of a ''case summary"
submitted along with the letter probably was the documents on pages 84-88
which were found in Air Force BLUE BOOK files. There is nothing on the
paperwork to identify who wrote the material. (54.)
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)iece sectioning the top and .the bottom together,

Sep temoer 29, 1958

Aerial Phenomena Group

Air Tecﬁnica; Intelligence Center
Yright-Patterson AFB

Dayton, Ohio '

Dear 3Jirs:

~ This is to inform you ol a Ufb sighting I had on

" geptember 21, 1958. I would apnreciate it very much if
you would send an investigator, or someone to Bxﬁlain '

the side of the'objecq had small tubes inside whic

g iniide the'o ening, She could not tell how many
lere were, Shg Mrs,Fitzgerald) said they reminded he
They were not sticking out or petrudiﬁg from the

€ "flying saucer" was about 8ft,in diameter; 3-4 fi

hovered azbout 1 ft,off of th 3  Fe
o e ground. It never at . ) _this happening to me. It was a terribly frightening ]
ound, She made a Teplica of the object by Placing -experience. §
1 assure you that I will contact my congressman L2

ther one only inverted, and placed & small bowl on
about this matter if some action is not teken soon to

-taped the pie plates all around leaving small open:

axplain it.

(I might add that these were paper pie platesx) Yo private citizen should be placed in the path of

-government devices, if that is what it was. If 1t was
mich of an artist but meybe this will give you an go ’

Looked to her,

a space craft, ‘steps must be taken to warn the public.
The summary included here was prepared by a private
ufo investigator who interviewed me and the other people
who r;ported strange objects that morning.
Sincerelyny | . _ .. ...... . ot A
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- UFO Sightjing . ) :
firam
.gheffield Lake, Ohio

Korning of feptember 21, 1958, app. 3 a.m,

Mra*haﬂ gone to bed after watching the late movie

on telévision. This was about 3 am. She was in bed with her
eyes closed, when the room wes {lluminated by a very etrong

1ight, causing her to open her eyes. The witness was as—
toriished, becaupe the window curtains were drawn, and the
V'room vas "brighter than in the daytime." She then rose, ard
standing on the bed, pulled back tju curtains and looked out
the window. (see fig. 1 )

1
Looking through the window, the witress naw a rond object
(see fig., 2) about 20 foet in dimmeter and ten fect froa the

house,. . The object was travelling 8lowly in a northerly d1rect—-

ion escroass the front yard, and losing altitude. At the tine o

it was firet sighted the object was about 6 feet off the ground.

It proceoded until reaching a point about 50 feet froa the
witnece, in the lot next door (see fig. 3) Here the object
ptooped for several seconds. It then moved south into the
front yard to a point atout 25 reet from the witnosa. The
object made two tight clockwisze turns, thon shot strairht up
and out of sight.
Close questioning ambout the motion of the object brought out
the following., During its wove from a position in front of
the wind>w to the position in thé lot 50 fect north of the
window, the olject was deecendings with a rnotion :like a fee—
ther dropping. " ‘The witnass explained that tkis wvas a slight
gide to aide oacillation. thn it returned half way into the
front yard, it nade two tizht turnx. The witnesn thinka that

mmwwmhﬂ )
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During the turning maneuver the
remained flat during the turns.
sight, going otraight up.

The witness was so frightened b

" not call out to her husband, wh

did try to rouse him by kicking
unable to do so. During this t
off the object.

~At this #eme tim_
bad to go“to the 'bathroon. - He .
light. Stepping on a heat regi:
ight to see out of tho window i1
joct parfor:n the . same motions de

“neither party notified the other

Toth went to sleep.

The next mornil'{g- told his 1
which his father replied " It we
L later Mrs.onNREEN jo
breakfast, It was then that she
about tho object she saw. Mr. ’
to keep quiot, and heard his wif
tolds The reports coincided in
neither vi;neaa knev of the othe
place. . Thus the object was seeh
dently by two _r;ersons.

Both witnessed reported a noise '
bined. "Like a jet engine warmii

WP sinuleted tho noise by whis!
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1958, app. 3 a.o,

to bed after watching the late movie

about 3 am, She was in bed with her
>n wag illuminated by a very strong

sn her eyes. The vitness was as-
mdow curtains were drawn, and the
in the daytime.® She then rose, ard
led back the curtains and Aooked out

)

ww, the witress naw & round object
2t in diameter and ten feect from the

ravellipg 'Blovly in a northerly direct-
1, and losing altitude. At the time o
obiect was about 6 feet off the ground.

ing a paint about 50 feet froa the
door (see fig. 3) Here the object
wds. It then moved south into the
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L
During the turning maneuver the object did not tip at all. It
remained flat during the turns. Then tho object flew out of
sight, going straight up.

The witneus was BO frightenod by. this experience that sha could
not call out to her husband, who wes sleeping in the bed, She
d4id try to rouse him by kicking with hsr left foot, but was
unable to do so, During this time she did not taeke hor eyes

off the object.

“At this 8ame ti.m_eus old, gpt out of

‘bed to go“to the bathroou. -He-mlso was attracted by the brighh
light. Stepping on a heat register to get the neceusary he- .
1ght to see out of tho window in his room, he watched the ob-

joct perfom the sanme motions described by his mother. However,

“noither party notiﬂed tha other that he hod seen the object.

Tth went to alaep.

Tha naxt norning- told his father about the sighting, to~
which his father replied " It was just a tad drean." Several
LA later Mrs.asyiBRERN joined her hustand and son for
breakfast, It vas then that she began telling her husband
about the object she saw. WHr, “—autioned ‘his son ’
to keep quiet, and heard his wife ropeat the sto!‘Y. had
,told. The reporta coincided in every point, even though
neither \r.ltnosa knev of the oth wer wvhen the sighting took
place. . Thus the object was seen aimultmzeouély and indopen-
dently by two I;Qrsona. ’

Both witnesses reported a noise like er hum and a vhirr com-

bined. "Like a jet engine '\.%rming up,” said lirs.olRN.

Sl cinuleted the noise by whistling and humming.
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The object seemed to be "aluminum eolor.” There were no ‘
1ights on in nearby housges, and there are no street lights
in this neightorhood. KGFXrOOonuoiGeioak the sky was
cloudy. The source of the original bright light was not
definitely establighed, but was assumed to Ve Xkm due to

" the object. During the entire perdod,of observation the
objeot {as visible tecause of the lirht given off by two
clouds of zloving gas which the object gave off. This gas
emanated from two ‘sets of tubes or "machine-gunu"’:in the rim.
The gﬁa did not seem to bo f:rOpeiling the cbjects The -
witness says that the light wes sufficient to 1light up the..

‘surrounding ground, but threw no shadows on the pbject itself, -

fa

She did not notice 1f othor shadows ( from telephone pole, gté,)'

werg present, The smoke was a gray-pink color.

The object seemed to be solid, as nothinc: in thke Ytackground .
could be seen through it. It was seon ageinst a stationary
and familiar baékg’round. The witness wasllooking down on
it during the time it was sietionary, oo her estimates of

- gize and location must be reasonably accurate.

The bdright 1ight which alarmed ¥rs. NEEMENENM vas soen by
four other peoole in the neighborhood. One woman heard the
whirring noigé. lo one else saw the object.

The same night, at 2:30 am, Mra. <N,  { CESRRETIE
@ lorain, was starlled by a bright light which

made the room she was sleeping in like "it was € am instead
of 2 am." She thousht tHat the sun h2d4 risen. The light
mystified her, so she wvent to the window to try to discover

L tre WS gky, a‘ne saw & red object

87

she- called 4o her husband who .
not identigy it. About five m
object egein, and found that 1
B westerly direction.: She doe
even thougﬁ ghe did look for i
The red object did not seem to
which illuminated the room. A
object vas. 2 inches wide st 2

fsy uging similar triangles the
Mrs.”waa claculated
Her rirat‘estimate wvas 12 feet
appeared about 1/3 the length
65 feet, from house to gtreet.

feet figure.-

On tha psame morning, about 2 &
, Lorain, \mtohed a "
her window, See fig. 6
The object made a low pulsating
ngick to my stomach." She thot
vas due to a train or possibly
block south of the house. 'r.he
with her head sbout 15 feet fr
feot across, and she said that
width of the window. When it i
the witnesz thought it was giv:
with the ohjoct increased and ¢
advanced and rece_sdegi. An exan:
window disclosed nothing pecul:
‘have passed thi-ough pome light

ashing sound whel
Tt L AR P AL
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gas which the object gave off, Thia gas
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the light wes sufficient to 1ight up the ..
1, but threw no shadows on the pbject itgelf,

: 1f other shadows ( from telephone pole, eté.)q

¢+ smoke was a gray-pink color.

to be solid, as nothiné in the tacksround '
ugh 1t. It vas seon against a stationary
Tound, The witneas wvasllooking down on

it was sietionary, po her estimates of"
must te reasonably accurate,

hich alarmed Mrs. _waa seen by
in the neighborhood. One woman haard the
) one else saw the object.

2130 a=, Mrs. RN o - R
y was starlled by a bright light which
@8 eleeping in like "it was 6 an instead
cht tHat the sun h=d risen., The light
ke vent to the window to try to dimcover
21 eky,

BNe 3aw a red object
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Sho‘callod 40 her husband who also saw the object! but conld

not identigy it., About five minutes later she looked for the
object agein, and found that it had shifted its poeition in

& westerly direction.- She does not remember uaeing the moon
oven though she did look for it. She descrihos the sky as clear.
The red objeot did not seemn to be the source of the light

vhich 11luminated the room.- According tp the witness, the
object vaa'z inches wvide at a distance of 14 inches.

ﬁy using similar triangles the size of the object seon ty

Mrs.mwae claculated at atout 22 feet in & aacter.
Her tirst estimate was 12 feet, but later she said that it

appeared atout 1/3 the length of her front yard, vhich is lféﬁﬁx
65 feet, from house to strect.: This woild confirm tne 22
feet figure.-

On the same morning, about 2 am, a Mrs.“_ ) )

» Lorain, watohed a "big red ball" moving outside
her window. See fig. 6
The object made a low pulsating sound which made the vitness
"gick to my stomach." She thought at first that the light
wvas due to a train or possibly a truck. A reilroad runs one
bloek pouth of the house. The vitnaéb wag lying in a bed,
with her head ahout 15 feet from the window, which is two
feet across, and she said that the object took up the entire
width of the window. Vthen it approached nearest! to the window
the witnesz thought it was giving off heat. The sound connected
with the objoct inecrensed and decreased as tho the otject
advanced and receded. An exanination of the treeswutside the
window diacloaed‘nothinn pectliar, even though the objecct must

‘have passed thfough some light branches. The witnoss thinks
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On the morning of Jeptomber 21, 1958, the moon set at ap-
proximately 1107 a.m. This oxplains why Hrs. SR coula
not see the moon at 2130 am., and makes morc myéte'r:loua the
detail about bright illuminstion.
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The best guess is that Capt. Reinecke shov
drawings in the Air Force Special Report No.]
was probably ''case VIII' showed below. Comp:
object in the '"summary report" on page 88, Fi

Case VII (Serial 0576.00)

An electrician was standing by the bat
facing west, at 0825 hours on July 31, 1948,
He ran to his kitchen where he pointed out tl
time in sight was approximately 10 seconds,
on a straight and level course from horizon

—p 20" —

(Ratio approx. 3

29 September. Mrs. Fitzgerald writes her

Civilian UFO investigators evidently did
Fitzgerald. Her emotional turmoil over the
to anxiety over how the government and the m
UFO report. For example, by writing Rep. Ba
the Air Force, she took no chances the milit
Note also the following statement she made:
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of Septomber 21, 1958, the moon set at ap—-
7 a.m. This explains why Hra. JEEER could
n at 2130 an,, and makes morec myétorioua the
1ght 11lunination. '
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The best guess is that Capt. Reinecke showed Mrs. Fitzgerald the 12
drawings in the Air Force Special Report No.1l4. The drawing selected
was probably "case VIII'" showed below. Compare this drawing with the
object in the "summary report' on page 88, Fig. 2. (55.)°

Case VIII (Serial 0576, 00)

An electrician was standing by the bathroom window of his home, .
facing west, at 0825 hours on July 31, 1948, when he first sighted an object.
He ran to his kitchen where he pointed out the object to his wife, Total
time in sight was approximately 10 seconds, during which the object flew
on a straight and level course from horizon to horizon, west to east.

Noted shadow

_— 20'

(Ratio approx. 3:1)

29 September. Mrs. Fitzgerald writes her Congressman.

Civilian UFO investigators evidently did quite a bit of talking to Mrs.
Fitzgerald. Her emotional turmoil over the UFO experience ended up shifted
to anxiety over how the government and the military were going to treat her
UFO report. For example, by writing Rep. Baumhart the same day she wrote
the Air Force, she took no chances the military might delay its response.
Note also the following statement she made: 'These people, ¢ivilian UFO in-
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vestigators] tell me that usually no real investigation is made by the Air 5 g September? The "nightmare."
Force, and when one is made the results are ridiculous." (56.) Its no T I ———
wonder Mrs. Fitzgerald would become furious later. ' E . vitth the advert 6f the Fitzgerald cas

big fight with the UFO Research Commi:

i ; and cooperation between the military :
'_ - answer can be determined from what the
T— 3 3 Research Group said: In a letter to
AT on o 3 ! Fontes of Brazil wrote:
o i y 3 "Colonel Adil de Oliveira made am
Beptember 29, 1958 3 support of the reality of UFOs, on
after the Trindade photos. He is
ment responsibility, but was advis
the future. They said he was 'tal]
this personally just a few months .
in November 1958] when we had our

Rep. A. D, Baumhart

House of Representatives

Washington, D.C. . ' 3 friend. He is cordial to approach
Dear Mr. Bauzhart: . ! ' iiﬁ?.oi"s’f‘“ﬁm";ﬁei?iﬁesiiidbﬁé }r'fnag
_ You nb doubt have read the accounts of my experience with a ] ; gﬁﬁﬁmtgafmx z:-ggﬁ glaut,ggnt’ﬁii
"flying uuce:r on the morning of Sept. '21. Articles appgared in T4 4 . Tﬁpﬂnﬁ mgﬁa.zgzq gdajlé:dcngnng
the Lorain Journal and Plain Deniu. I have sent a summary of the -~ ¢ ) .' ‘ }:,issﬁigtgi ‘:gsszil]:;]flnﬁ ggozgtdinlgﬁ

Dr. Mebane, you may form own opini
absolutely confidential---because
it. Maybe he was testing me, mayb
for something far more important h
know, but I will keep you informed
pears." (57.)

“sighting to the Air Force UFO Center in Dayton, Ohio.

will you please chcc.:k with the Adr Force to find out their
conclmi;n in this case? -

If these objects u.re- landing in populated ateas, it will not
be long before disaster strikes. This is deinitely a menace to

ordipary people. 60 if this was a government missile, can you

stop them from being flown in populated areas? If it.4id not
belong to owr gonrmnt, this fact lhcruld bo made public, and proper
steps lhould be taksn to mu:re the pubuc safety.

I bave talked to people \mo bhave investigated similar sightings.
These psople tell me that usually no real investigation is made by

the Adr Fm‘ce,. and vhen one is made the results are ridiculous.

I would n-ot bave written this letter if I did not feel sincerely
that the matter must be studied closely by mthﬁritias. " The object
vhich came dovn in my yard bad no business there, under any circum-

stances.
A Lt v b e A A e e ol
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" UFOS: A HISTORY
1958
October

1 October. :
Keyhoe's reply to the Klockenbush letter. "Return only to me."

The September 14th letter from a German youth sent to NICAP was carefully
examined by director Keyhoe. One suspects Keyhoe entertained some sort of
conviction the letter might contain some truth. It's apparent the NICAP
Director read every line since his questions cover almost everything that
was mentioned in the letter.

Keyhoe typed out of rough reply to Klockenbush and then gave the draft to
his secretary to turn out a finished, neatly done, document. He scratched a
remark in the upper right hand corner of the draft which said: "Return only
to me." (See the rough draft on page 2.) Didn't he want anyone to see it?

2 October. Delaware Water Gap, New Jersey. (about 5:00 p.m.)
"Like a kite in a hurricane." (See article from CSI bulletin on pp.3-4)

There was one problem with the "water gap' case. .The witnesses were Mr.
and Mrs. Ivan T. Sanderson. Mp. Sanderson was a well known UFO lecturet.
How valid is the case? (1.)

2 October. Pando, Uruguay. (11:15 p.m.)
Our source states:

"Mrs. Rosa Carerol observed the passage of an oval object in the
area of Pando. Its size was appreciable (twice that of the full
moon). It flew at a height of 300 or 400 meters and at 40 degrees
above the Horizon in a SW to NE direction. The object was green
in front, bluish-green in the center and blue in the rear. It
flew at great speed and passed over the Air Academy (Escuela Mil-
itar de Aeronautica). Then it turned in the direction of Pando
and disappeared. It left no trail of any sort and-was completely
silent." (2.)

2 October. More on the Sheffield Lake (;_ase.

Meanwhile, at the small 85 home housing development of Sheffield Lake, Chio,
where a Mrs. William Fitzgerald experienced her UFO encounter, the excitement
had yet to subside. Among those who were spreading the word was Bob Adkins of
WIVN on the station's news broadcasts. One of the listeners.was colummist Lil-
lian Crowner Desguin of the Westerville, Chio, Public Opinion. She was doing
a series of articles on the UFO mystery. Miss Desguin immediately phoned Mrs.
Fitzgerald to obtain more details. The following is the impression of the UFO
witness received by Mrs. Desguin:

'"Mrs. Fitzgerald knew nothing about such phenomena, I'm sure
she had no desire to see one, and has less desire to see one
again. To me she sounded like a woman who was scared stiff.
Shedsaid (gh;: felt as if everything inside of her changed for
good." .
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up-and-over it appeared to be almost cortainly sun reflecctions on a dull surface,
the 'out' periods being the times when the intensc low sun rays were full on the .
thing, which was just about the color of the distant low sky."

After the sighting, Hr. S. tried to £ind out through local newspapers and police
vhether any other calls or reports had come in, but so far as is known none had .
been recccived. He described the sighting in dotail by telephone to McGuire Air
Force Basc, and sent them n copy of his report and n county map.

5TRouDS BURL-
B int of “total
d e "“ ,_"')(emme' wn' of opject - .. .
’ \

LV aremattam o

.:'_‘-‘-; - ‘:! o 'ugl'rl- S:'l_'c\hl.ﬁ_ Cl.ﬂud_ 4

P

?&Ev c: (90 ﬂé} ta
E # H i
(Haght acpted: DELAWARE
'sHro ke u‘m ht shows WATER GAP_
true m‘f 1) Distace tofor side ot Lbter g’:;it..-gws-

P,;,“ of absaration. obast

[N.B. UFO shown abewt twice actusl size. Actual size was @ at arm’s kngth)

Continued from page one ---

This woman journalist's sympathetic approach-was in stark contrast to the
Air Force's ice cold "it can't be therefore it isn't" attitude. It's no
wonder civilian UFO buffs won Mrs. Fitzgerald over so quickly, and permanent-
ly. 2
2 October. Rep. Baumhart takes action.

On the second day of October Mrs. Fitzgerald's representative in Con-
gress took action on her behalf. Unfortunately this amounted to turning
the matter over to the Air Force "in accordance with instructions provided
by the military." To avoid the impression that he was abandoning his con-
stituent to the whims of the BLUE BOOK people, Rep. Baumhart suggested that
he be advised of any results and receive assurances. Mrs. Fitzgerald's
letter and the summary of the UFO. incident drawn up by civilian UFO investi-
gators was forwarded to the Air Force's Congressional Liaison Office. Now
that Rep. Baumhart was involved, the Air Force had to investigate. (4.

3 October. Clinton County, Central Indiana. (abo

"It was the most fantastic thing I ever saw. If s
I would think he was crazy." Lo

Diesel freight train %91 out of Monon, Indiana, wa
early Friday morning. In the cab was engineer Harry B
Bridge. The rest of the crew was in the caboose: Hea
ductor Edward Robinson, and Flagman Paul Sosey.

Speaking for the rest of the crew, Fireman Bridge :

=

“It was about 20 minutes after “Just the

: three in the morning—Friday gine—Mr. E

morning, October 3rd. We had just Morris Ott
pulled past a little spot called Was- - at this time
co. There's no town there—just a cars—that's .
%ind of crossroads. It was there we a mile of car
first noticed the four lights in the angle at wh
sky ahead of us. They were moving approaching
lights. At first they looked like "so low right
stars but we realized they weren't caboose prob
stars because they were moving— ; “After th
we could see that. . tracks in fro
“They were moving in a sort of and came L
open V formation. By that I mean were headed
that .there was no light at the for- ward the eas!
ward point of the flight, just the minutes—out
two “wings” with two lights in each . they came 1
“wing"—angled off at about 45 de- them again 1
grees from each other. I must have phone. We h
spotted them first. After I had engine and th
witched them for aboul 15 sec- the micropho
onds 1 called them to the attention in the caboos
of the other men in the cab with we were walc
me. The engincer was Harry Eck- “The cond
man, and our head Lrakeman was son and the |
Morris Ott. They watched the bey, both of
lights, too. to Robinson
“I am familiar with planes and had seen. I
with their operations, both as a flier watched thes:
and an abserver. We all are—all of to Kirklin, w
us on the train. We see planes every on that radi
night, lots of them. These things - Lafayette cou
were not planes! ; but he never
“About that time the lights veer- the caboose g
ed west. They crossed the tracks things, especi
ahead of the train—about a half a right down ov

mile ahead of us, we estimated.
They were moving pretty slowly,
too, at not more than about so
miles an hour. Four big, white, soft
lights.



10

3 October. Monon TV interview. (evening)

Train crew members Edward Robinson and Cecil Bridge allowed themselves
to be interviewed by Frank Edwards during the evening news.
Years later Dr. James McDonald re-investigated the case:

"I have interviewed three of the five train crewmen, con-
firming details to be found in the NICAP report and in a
more complete account by Frank Edwards, who originally in-
vestigated the sighting." (16.) ' .

Richard Hall, monitoring the press at NICAP headquarters, thought it
quite odd that the Monon train incident was not reported outside the state
of Indiana. Hall grew even more suspicious days later when a UFO incident
was headlined in Baltimore papers but never even appeared in the Washing:-
ton D.C. press! .

3 October. Trindade Island. (8:00 p.m.)
Dr. Olavo Fontes wrote that a UFO was:

", ..sighted again on October 5, 1958, at 8 p.m. It was

described as a luminous object, round-shaped and eneircled

by a bright, red glow, moving across the sky at high speed.

It hovered over the island for about 4 minutes, then it

moved away toward the northeast at tremendous speed and was

gone. The sentry who saw it was so scared that he forgot

to alert the garrison while the object was still in sight."

17.) .

4 October. The Monon train chase. Word reaches the Air Force.

The chase incident may have been only reported State-wide but the Air
Force learned of it immediately. The military contacted the Monon Com-
pany which prompted an odd reaction: According to Frank Edwards:

"On the following day they [Bridge and Robinson], along
with the other members of the train crew, were notified by

Monon officials to keep quiet if they saw any similar ob-
jects in the future." (18.)

BLUE BOOK has no record?

Someone in Brooklyn wrote the Air Force in March 1959 asking about
the Monon train chase.  According to the military, no such case existed!
(See pages 11,12,13) (19.)

4-6 October. The Air Force investigates the Fitzgerald case.

"There can always be found a possible commonsense explanation, even
though its probabili ek

Lake after.Rep. Baumhart requested action, A Tech. Sgt. Haisten and a
Tech. Sgt. Hoft from Dayton arrived at the Fitzgerald home within 48

/| "

-,) \Q’_WO/ i

. P =
(DD“ e

Offic® of Publio Information
Department®of the Air Foree
Washington 35, D, O,

Gentlemen: )
Pleage refer to my letter of Ja:

‘On Januery 38 I reoceived News R
23, thite year, conoerning the Air Fo
of ocourge, an angwer to my letter, i:
information, repeated as follows for

"I would greatly appreoiate .the
detalls oonoerning.these two cases tl
I realize that Air Foroe polioy requ:
witnesseg and ocertain data considere:
radar and airoraft., However, suoh &
number of objeots, and size and shapi
quite satisfaotory.

"Various paperg in Indiana oarr:
UFO obgervation made in-the early mo:
by the orewmen of Freight #91 of the
seeing four diso-ghaped objects in o¢
"tag" with their train for over an hc
oonclueion for this cage?"”

I'would appreoiate having a def!

I am sending oopiaa-of this lett
Congress, inoluding Senator Lyndon Jc¢
elready been called to this matter,
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controversial, it would be of interestito review what BLUE BOOK scientific
advisor Dr. J. Allen Hynek said of the conditions that prevailed at Wright
Field from 1948 up through 1966 when he was still with the project:

'"When it became clear to me and others within the project
(as a result of personal conversations with officers of
colonel rank and higher) that the official Pentagon policy
was to debunk UFO sightings, intelligence analysts and in-
vestigators alike (myself included, since at that time I
felt the lack of 'hard' evidence justified the practical
'it just can't be' attitude) did their best to come up
with 'commonsense' explanations for each new UFO report."
(20.)

If the guidelines mentioned by Dr. Hynek were in force, then an official
explanation for the Fitzgerald case was going to be a major challenge. Con-
sidered what was involved: Mrs. Fitzerald claimed she viewed.a solid body
with well-defined edges some 22 feet in diameter by 6 feet high at a dis-
tance of 10 feet. And young John, the 10-year-old son, provided a descrip=
tion of the object and its mvements that matched those given by his mother. .

The official explanation of the ,’Fltzgerald case would be a patchwork glued
together with questionable asmmtlons as the effectiveness of the various .
elements: smoke from a factory, haze in the air, wet window glass, the movie
Dracula's Daughter, and the curious assertion that two people, John and his

mom, could experience ideritical illusions! Thus it should be no surprise to
Tearn that the real importance 6f the Fitzgerald case.was the claim of Air
Force incompetence. This was an:issue the Air Force was desperately trying
to evade, the same 155£ that was so sensitive the m:LJ.:Ltary insisted Congress
~ L I" cl ue [1€C -

anxious toleam somethabt FLYING HOURGLASS )

what she believed was a space ship =
or some secret government device. SEEN IN S ANTA AN A
Evidently, considering what later
transpired, she never thought for ANA = Flying saucers seem to have
a minute the official explanation : ziven way to the flylng hour-glass, -
would be anything else. _ ‘The John R. Snapper family, 1234 S. Ross St.,
spotted the hou.rglnss .dipping and weaving through
4 October. Garden Grove, the air like a dmken porpoxse just before dark
California. Saturday.
(evening) ‘The. Snappers, aiong with a 13-year-old neigh-
"Flying hourglass?" (See clip- bor girl, told police the UFO “(unidentified ﬂyi.ng

ping to the right) qbiect) was 30 feet long, five feet wide an
flying- at an altitude of approximately 3000 feet.

5 October. Underwood, Snapper safd it was flying too slow for an air-
Minnesota. plane ‘and too fast for a balloon,

(evening) GARDEN GROVE, CALIF., DAILY NEWS

'.Wha k P Sh do thlnk Clre. D. 10,175 S 10,17,
! t kind o ip you thi ~
it is?"  (See clipping on p.15) oCT & 1958 (0 /

15

[Unidentified Flying
Sighted By Waden

Two repoﬁs of umdentxfed

Fa N.
flying objects have been made | 2TBO.

unusual {
here the past week. wsual ligl

Sunday night as Harold Sund-
by, his son Steven and LeRoy| when
Thomas were on their way home | gighted t
from a hunting trip in North Da- | agctward,
kota they sighted a flying object| swerved
which did not have the character- | ¢jon of
istics of a conventional aeroplane.| yas harc
In the story told by Mr. Sundby, | of the cr
he said they were between Fer-|pha would
gus Falls and Battle Lake about|«maype :
10 p.m., when Steven noted what| g,ndhy
he thought. was_an aeroplane, by two o
and then it was discovered by |giop to a
the.party where the lights on the|sound o
craft were flashing in an unusual | jece,
manner.

Sundby said the red, green and
white lights weren’t in the ar-
rangement as on a conventional
-aeroplane, where the lights are,
on the wing tips, tail and the un- |
derpart of the pfme These llghts
seemed to ring the craft. i

When Steven asked his Dad,

“What kind of a.  ship do you
think it is?” Harold jokingly an-
swered, “That's a flying saucer.”

Monday morning as Steven was
watching the Dave Garoway pro-
gram ‘on TV, he was surprised to
hear the announcement that 21
people in different places in the

Vﬁ/ﬁﬂ ﬁﬂ.ﬂfff’gzﬂﬁl

(Na.me of p lication’

/)9 _____
(Published at--City, State

[0-9-8E

(Date of publication)
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Kentucky. (7:00 p.m.)

ohn Head, a businessman, was at a Boy Scout
, Kentucky, on October 10th. The time was
of the scouts noticed "the thing." Here
1g:

1 'large type aircraft' headed

wt, no moon, sky clear. They

vas not an aircraft. No flash-

10 October. The Sheffield case. -Preliminary evaluation. .

This information was not shared with the public or Congress until the end of
. the month when a letter was issued over-theé signature of General W.P. Fisher. 7
"\ (See pages 45-46) (40.) A M—— T ok

e

: " AP G - ! A i &
ordinary aircraft. As it got 5 - o -l PR .
- 1 se ; ‘A . Ve ‘ susrDaE -
chan stars or planets. Saw it Tt o '"ﬂNm ‘SS T L 0
ler campers--as it moved from b il 4 . S i
7ed directly overhead, they . g : . “\ i 1°
. Then it veered right, and _— l,,.. - cﬁ / = r |
le arc." (39.) - . . ¢ "
3 WRIET “ Y B
ia. (3:00 p.m.) ()@ o signrise, HouundNRR (20111024, Ohio) 58 A -
; = "1 TovTing 2 i
i n::t_;:"z:':::-; ::'a::: :;::',;vhr_ We satlon, Initisl "oUT* delwaa lc-inclo revien ‘-r -..-.unt &
.No other adult, so far ss she T oriet Jour] in ]| orrice  Jowr] in]| orrict  Jout| im F_ orrict | out] W] erFict Jeut s:
K knows, saw the strange sight. aost Ll - e T A
._-_ Civil Aeronautics Adminis- I (LT 1 . Do
= tralion, queried yesterday, said' - I B T N i
-, they had recelved no reports A B LT
of strange objects. A 2 T O -m-::w. 2% o
¥ ¥ e . el o e
'u‘j'gduuaht hn_v: been a high. — ta T - I
o researc n," a: " i e
ff:l CAA  spokesman explained.i $ 7= CoC o
y “1 “These often act in the man-; L:-l-"? I g~ Il I 1
e ver described by Mrs. Dun. — e Bl 7y e
r." " aurtss 10 Oct ‘1958 B
121?2 Oddly enougﬂ. the CAA man TR 2 - = e
isec?, ';'d-'.lheshe balloons even ATCIN-42Y ;S 5
change shape, being some- CownnTE (iwe reveres, IT seasesnrr) = i
’1';‘ & F times round or oval. : "”m‘ i +
= t “Very often these balloons 1. it ‘the Air Teshnicsl Intelligence Center received a letter &
e seem to hover when they ‘are m-h% Sneffield, Oblo, containing a repart of her UFO -
really rising. Then they’ll meet sighting on . r 1958, and action was initiated on this date to have the ocase 5
i‘;‘: with, let’s say, an easterly wind ARTAE et o ’ ! ' ‘%
1 to ;:gn !;“(gl'ri:ntu}:-i mdlr:ctti:n. 2. Mrs. stated in her report that g the wm Septesbeg ]
X another by - bright 1ight vhich Nlumi _ber;bedbocm attapprox- | ¥
:r?; direction will force them to :22:1?;3:;‘::7:'. gyt it Bt .“\rﬁuw \iloh fassdBadtindat yards seo | 1'%
o change course.” sax an object vhich vas £Iat and oirowlai vith & dome shaped top, Objest was approz- | | 7,
en Mrs. Dunbar’s observation imately 6 - 8 feet from the ground, moving slovly in a northerly direstion; parallel
ying coincided with one reported with the length of the house, and descending with a floating oscillating motion.
from Alamo d P N Object vas reparted to be approximately 10 feet froa the vindow vhen first sighted. ,
1 ap- Mexico Both gordo, ew | ¥itness insists the top of the objeot was clsar to her in every detail, and that the !
and A e teikt @ were observed on solor reminded her of dull aluninuz. The dimensions of the object wers estimated to
o Heco rapot  man sati| B e gt U i e B e
i e e saver uwrns a ® Yy en’ rose .
ip‘# 4 ; Lllle unusual obfect through elapsed time vas estimted as five minutes, L
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Lwo holes Pinpo e port- at all interviews vas advised by Mr. a member of a !
aled EUREKA, CAUIE._ HUMBOLDT TIMES - ; RN
hi‘;hl —Ccwe D.10974  S. 13995 :
erly A :
: g ocr i | i . s X
Saart
' 414 S6e *




46

b. Iovestigation revealed,tbat a railrped track ran near'the home-
of ¥rs The night of Mrs. MENMEEPR"s »ighting a train

* passed the'b proximately the seme hour of the reported sighting. |
“The tradn.Nsd d rotating. -hesdlight vhich under some conditions would pro- |

duce unusual sffects. Contact wai also made vith Chief Bosun Hate Willias
Seho‘t of the Lorain Cosst OCuard Station. Chief Schott 'rtpor‘hlftht he
using his lpl].l;ht in an attempt to attract the attention of another
p, axd that the . directed toward shors in the general direc-
tion ef -Mrs. ouse. . The time and date of this inaident ,
coinoide with those Teportsd ky Mra. M RN of Lovain,
Ohid, a'witness listed in Mra. # report, oduldnls: rcml any-
unususl on the night of the reported sighting. m._ another

vitpess of Lorain, Ohio, vas not svailable for interviev. The mt!ur
at the t!._h of the ipoident vas a misty rain with hn‘q lM moke. ©

T .

5. VoY {=iressed the Afr Forcs investigators as being
nervous, emotional and impressionable. At times during the interview
the witness was on She brink of teirs and gave other indications of a
highly emotional state.

6. MrssgEEEEEENERN simitted that the letter and report vhich she.
" sent to the-Afr:Technical Infelligence Center vas prepared by b it
% The oo of the Alr Force investigators, and shared by
the ATIC, u that this individual had consideradble’ :I.unn-m upon both _
m report and subsequent acticns of the witness. -

7. Iovestigation’ further disclosed that ¥ra . SuglER received
letters from other nlf-lppalnm Ur0 experts-conoerning her omr.luoo.
Thess letters ‘ara all writtes in a tone of sncoursgsment to Mrs.

all directed toward discrediting the U. S. Covernment

and
. apd ‘partigularly the U, 5. Adr Torce. mmm,quiu of these hnu-l

are inolosures to this ownlpn‘ndnn. t \\-. v ‘a

8.- The oconglusions d the Alr Forcs imnlui’eﬂ 1s that the °
combination of moving lights, noise of the train, ﬁ-mnu‘ wveather and
the emotional condi the witness acoounts for the illusion ex-
perienced by Mrs. The Air Teohnical Intelligence Center,
after.svaluation of the evidence in this case, concurs with the con-

‘9. Mes. SRS original letter and report to the Alr Technical -

Intelligence Conter is alsc an inclogurs to this correspondence. This
letter requires an ansver M.ruux to )k-a.

T
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11 October.. . White Sands Pi'ov."mg Grounds, New Mexico. (7:21 a.m.)
Stange radar target 4t a height of 64 miles. (See ﬁages 47-52)
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DI‘I’BRJH IETTE& REP(
COM"RACT NO: AF30(60%

o _m@_ézlrﬁm:irm'.rfm'mﬁps-n(m-:
v
-1, INTRODUCTION %
'rna m/r?s-ﬂ(m.z) radar at the hndo -
‘was i operl.tion on 11 Outober 1958. “The ‘éx
a 2, -tha hwtmntud portion of tha third !
III. A tlrget wls obumd, ‘but the charact
. would .make one believo that the object cbser

Othl_ar pouible u;qplnnatinna are discussed be

II. CONCLUS IONS
The object o'baarved was mout probablyl

(a) a mateor showing both a head e
. and a specular type reflection
'-'-———-

(b)" two meteors oocirring in the 8
s . at very naar]:r the .same time,

‘IIT. ANALYSIS
A. FACTS REIATED TO THE UNIDENTIFIED
'rhe Icnwn Iauta related to tha int

‘target aret

Wb NGRS
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21 October. Draft letter for the Sheffield Lake case.
Would General Fisher dare to sent this elax'planation to Rep. Baumhart?

Feam . Xl Se'r_é - , #

DRAPT oo B Ma T aea,
Dear Hr.-'ml.. - . t; . . - v !

I refer to your inquiry concerning ﬁe !‘.ntorel.t of Hﬂ.m
of mrriam Lake, Ohio, concerning an unidentified flylhg objéct sba sav on

Mymn'in.dn-mtion, I am irolosing the
fact sheot on the subject of unidentified flyi

- .
This fact sheet clearly outlinss ths Air Force

21 Beptember 1958, : ' g
AMr Fotcs investigators arrived in mﬂum, Oh.to, on 3 October 1958,
aontacted Hﬂ.‘m& alao initiated other phuas of an investigation

to possibly evaluate this sighting.
Investigation revealed that & railroad track ran near the‘hom of Mrs.

E .—. The night of Wrs MNJEMNNE s sighting a train passed the houss
at approximately the same hour of the i-epomd sighting, The train had a
rotating hendlisht vhich under some conditions would produce unusual effects,
Contact vas also made with Chief-Bosun Mate Williem Schott of the Lorain Coast
Guard Bt.a.tian. Chief Bchott reported that he was using his spotlight in an attenpt.
to attnct tba attontion of another ship, and that the light was directed tmrud
shore in the gemeral directicn of }ro. SUREPNEMER bouse. The tims and date of
this incident toincide vith those reparted by irs. ISSGREN. m--‘
Lorain, Ohio, & vitness listed in Mrs. '.nport, couldn't recall®
anything unusual on the night of the reported sighting. }{r- another
vitness of Lorain, Ohio, was not availabls for intarviev., The veather at the
time of the incident vas a misty rain with haze and emoka,

Conclusion of Air Force investigators were that the combination of moving
lights, noise of the train and prevailing weathar account for tie illusion
experienced by Mri. MEWEMBS The Air Technical Intelligence Center, after

s b

ovaluating the evidence in this casa, concurred with the conclusion of the
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ar for the Sheffield Lake case.
re to sent this explanation to Rep. Baumhart?

.
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Ty ;:uncumi.na‘.ti:e int.eres‘t of m.“
:mcern'ins an unidentified flying objéct sbe sav on
Y

xs arrived in Sheffield, Ohio, on 3 October 1958,
and also infitiated other phan'u of an investigation
sighting. . i
1 that a railroad track ran near the home of Mrs.
m_s sighting a train pessed the houme
jour of the reported sighting, The train had a

xer soms conditions would produce unusual effocts.
Chief-Bosun Mate William Schott of t.k Lorain Coast
4 roported that he was using his spotlight in an attempt
another ship, and that the light was directed t-unrﬁ
ton of Mrs, SNNMJNENERg house. The tima and dats af
those reported by Hrs. m )ﬁ‘l-_
ted 4in Mrs. .-. report, couldn't recall’
1t of the reported sighting. ¥ I orother
1 not availabls for interviev. The veather at the
asty rain vith bage and amoke,
1 investigators were that the combinatica of moving
@od prevailing weathar account for the illusion

Bl The Air Tochnical Intelligence Center, after

‘his case, concurred with the conclusion of tha
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For your 1n!‘:rution, Ieanm {nolosing the latest Dapnrtznaat of Defense
ber 1958,
\midentified flying objects, da dated 6 Ooto
fact & sheot on tha subject of )

This fact aheat charl:[ outlines thn AMx Force position with rerpcct to
objects

agis"unl:r,

v
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'"Be especially watchful between 3-4 a.m."

General Fisher took a chance by accepting
case which consisted of many assumptions, but
long-time practice of interpeting the UFO pro
fore it isn't." Occasionally, however, thing
der what the military was really thinking. F
made inquiries about the October 3rd Monon tr
the following:

"Bunker Hill Air" Force Base, about 30 mil
scene of this sighting, asked the railroad
base immediately if such objects appeared
of the Monon Railroad at lafayette confirm
Bunker Hill Air Force Base had installed a
phone line to the dispatcher's office in 1L
the train crew's radio signals are monitor
source informed me that the Air Force had
the train crews be especially watchful 'be
four o'clock in the morning.''' (66.)

DEPARTMENT OF.THE AIR FORCE
wAsHINGTON

OFFICE OF THE SLCRETARY

Dear Mr. Baumbhart:

I refer to your inquiry concerning the interest of Mrs. William
Fitzgerald of Sheffield Lake, Ohio, concerning an unidentified flying
object she allegedly saw on 21 September 1958.

Adr Porce investigators arrived in Sheffield Lake on 3 October,
commnicated with Mrs. Fitzgerald and also initiated othsr phases of
an investigation to possibly evaluate this sighting.

| The invegtigation revealed that a railroad track ran near the homs
| : of Mrs, Fitzgerald. The night of Mrs. Fitzgerald's aighting, a train
.. passed the house at approximatsly the same hour of the reported sight-

ing. Thes train had a rotating headlight which, undsr soms conditions,
would produce umshal effects. Contact was mlso made with Chief Bosun
Mate William Schott of the Coast Guard Station, Lorain, Ohioc. Chief
Schott reported that he was using his spotlight in an attempt to
attract the attention of another ship, and that the light waa directed
toward shore in the general direction of Mrs, Fitzgerald's house. The
time and date of this incident coincide with those reportsd by Mrs.
Fitzgerald. Mrs. Steward of Lorain, Ohio, a witness listed in Mrs.
Fitzgerald's report, ocould not nclll anything umisual on the night of
the repdrted sighting. Mr. Grego of Lorain, another witnesa, was not
available for interview. The weather at the time of the incident was
a misty rain with haze and amoke,

The conclusion of Air Force investigatora was that the combination
of moving lights, noise of the train and prevailing weather account for
the illusion expsrienced by Mrs. Fitzgerald. The Air Tachnical
Intelligence Center, after evaluating the evidence in this case, con-
curred with the conclusion of the investigators.

Mujor Goneral, USAF
Director
Legislative Liaison

Honorabls A. D. Baumhart, Jr.

House of Representatives




Early November. “Above the Arctic Circle.”

“Extreme altitude.” “Disappeared vertically.”

According to a report found in CUFOS files:

“Early in November 1958 a contact was made suddenly with an object well within the range
of the radar, but at the extreme altitude. The object only changed its position by decreasing
altitude, then for a very brief period it remained stationary, afterwards it moved eastward at
approximately 500 knots for about a distance of a 100 miles, then started to increase altitude
and disappeared vertically. This action was checked also by an adjacent radar station.” (4.)

2 November. Happy, Texas. (about 10:00 p.m. )

Ampere jumps. Motor dies.

......

And Blowed -

HAPPY, Nov. 2—They're back.

The season’s first unidentitied
‘ fiying object. was sighted about
10 p.m, Bunday., Nev-2,1458

Wayne Cole,.son of Mr and
Mrs, Claude Cole, sponad the
flying object as he approached
_his farm home near here. Cole
said he saw a blue light ‘trav' !
eling about 100 feet abave the
ground 7 miles west and 1 :n.llel
south of Happy. ;

Cole said he drove under t.ha'
object and as he did so the am-
pere meter on his car jumped
from charge to full charge. The
motor died as he moved directly
under the object, he said.

The UFO then began to move
off in a southern direction
“climbing " ‘at” " téfrific rate of
speed, trailing a_red siream of
" fire behind ft, Cole said.

Late Edition
AMARILLO, TEX.,, NEWS
Clre. D. 43,139 . 66,763

NOV 3 1858

2 November. Near Fairfax, Oklahoma. (12:50 a.m.)
Orange discs.
A statement in BLUE BOOK files says:

“While returning from Fairfax, Oklahoma,
traveling north on State Highway 18, at 12:50 a.m.,
2 November 1958, approximately one half mile
south of the State Highway 18 and U.S. Highway
60 Junction, I observed some orange colored
objects on the horizon directly ahead. Within a
few seconds the objects were easily recognizable
to be four in number, the shape of a disc, and
traveling at a terrific rate of speed. | turned to
my friend asked him to look at the objects, but
by the time he looked, they had disappeared
over the roof of the car. He tried to see them
out of the rear window, but with no success. We
were driving approximately 50 MPH, and
although I slowed down, I did not stop. A day

later were discussing the objects, and we
commented on the fact that we had heard no
noise.” (5.)

3 November. Virginia Beach, Virginia. (5:00 p.m.)

Long cylindrical object emits a stream of white smoke. (See clipping on page 3)
4 November. The Sheffield Lake case.

“An ugly fight.”

s. William Fitzgerald waited impatiently for an Air Force explanation for her close encounter with a

UFO back on September 21%,  General Fisher finally released the official conclusion at the end of October to Rep.
Baumbhart and the Congressman in turn notified the Sheffield Lake woman. Mrs. Fitzgerald, already greatly upset
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al meeti

* | by her UFO experience, could hardly contain herself when she learned the military considered her sighting
~ an “illusion.” Ina letter written on November 4", the outraged woman complained to Rep. Baumbhart, sug-
gesting that the Air Force evaluator who examined her case must be “insane.”  She also requested a person
ing with Baumbhart so she cou

discuss evidence eForceishanl her report to

authorities.

5 November. British House of Commons.

Mr. Roy Mason, Socialist M.P. for Barnsley, directed a question at the Secretary of State for Air. He
asked the Secretary of State for Air what department within the Ministry of Air collated UFO reports and to what
extent such information indicated possible visitations from other worlds in space.

" 'Thing’ Dives,
Hovers in Sky
At Va. Beach

By CHARLTON HARRELL

VIRGINIA BEACH—What was'
that object in the western sky
Monday just belore dusk? i

It acted as no known plane, or:
missile, has been seen to act!
around here, as far as tHis -
porter knows, at lcast,

At § o'clock exactly, while driv.

ing west along Atlantic’ boule-
vard, at 40th street, 1 spotted
what appeared (o be a contrail in
the western sky,
i Whatever the objeot was, il
dove steeply and fast out of the
southwest, leaving a wide trail of
white.

But the dive stopped abruptly
several thousand feet above the
trees, and the object just hovergd
there for minutes. = - = -

The thing seemed to be silvery]
or while, a long cylindrical ob4
iiect, and it also scemed to emil
'a stream ol white smoke. as it
ihung in the darkening, pink sky.

. & % "

Alter hovering, moving neithe:
up nor down, forward nor back.
lor several minutes, the objec!
hegan moving slowly southward.
losing altitude. Then it stopped||
again, then moved more to thr
southwest, and finally, at the an-.;
o exactly 10 minutes from, u’u‘
sime this reporter [irst naticer.
‘what seemed to he its vapor trail,
:t disappeared hchind the tree
n the southwest.

Motorists craned their necks as
‘hey drove along Atlantic boule:
vard, walching the phenomenon.
. A quick check of daval air faci
'ities today failed to uncover thr
'dentity of the object.

Late Editl

on -
NORFOLK, VA., LEDGER-DISPATCH
Clre. D. 96,385 :

NOV 4 1958 X

-

In reply, the Secretary, M. George Ward, sent a written note to Mr.

“If a report of an unidentified flying object has a
bearing on the air defense of this country it is in-
vestigated and the results recorded. No staff are
employed whole-time on the task. Although some
of the objects have not been identified for lack of
data, nothing suggests that they are other than
mundane.” (7.)

8 November. Praise for Richard Hall.

CSI New York official Ted Bloecher wrote a letter to Leonard

Stringfield on November 8®. In it he expressed the group’s view of the new
man at NICAP:

“We were also tremendously pleased with NICAP’s
acquisition of Dick Hall. I recall your impressive remarks
concerning Dick of more than two years ago, and he certainly
has lived up to that advanced notice, and more.” (8.)

Early November. Near Lafayette, Indiana. (2:00 a.m.)
“Not a figment of my imagination.”
An engineering student attending Purdue University wrote to NICAP:

“l was returning to Lafayette about 2 a.m. from some
town about 30 miles where | had a date. There had been no
drinking at all so what 1 saw was no result of intoxication
nor was I fatigued and subject to ‘visions, dreams, or ap-
paritions.” 1 do not remember what town 1 had left but
my sighting took place I would estimate about half way
back to Lafayette, about 15 miles still to go.

“It was an extremely clear night, very cold, and visi-
bility seemed almost endless because the sky was un-
believably clear and there appeared to be literally
countless number of stars above. Driving along, 1
noticed what seemed to be an unusually bright star. 1
continued watching it and to my amazement it moved
with my car and with reference to the stars also. |

couldn’t believe it at first but it was following me or at
least traveling in the same direction. At this point |




Meanwhile, Mrs. Fitzgerald wasn’t having much luck in getting the Air Force to believe her close
£ncounter. (See Major Tacker’s letter below)

B 21 Se

12 MNovember 1958

v Dear Mrs .~y

Your letter of 20 October 1958, addressed to Wright-
Patterson Air Force Base concerning an unidentified flying object
sighting on 21 September at Sheffield lake, Ohio, has been
referred to this office’ for reply.

The conclusion of fir Porce investigators were that the com-
bination of moving lights, the roise of & train end the prevailing
wveather at the time accounted for the sighting experienced by you
that night.

Sincerely,

LAWRENCE J. TACKER
Major; ‘USAF : <
' Exccutive Officer
- Public Information Divicion
Office of Information Services

—
ald Im’ Ohio "
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How could it have happened?

“It seems quite apparent that a thing like that could not have happened but there
is evidence that something did happen. Like the lights that played around the hills
in a fixed pattern for thirty minutes and then ‘too off.’

“The Williams and the Hales have been reticent about the occurrence. They
have been leery of exaggeration that might get into the reports. They recall the
Levelland officers who, a year ago, saw something similar in Hockley County and

Were victims of considerable skepticism. However, the experience they had is
one that you can’t keep from telling somebody about.
“And the giant pattern sheared through the trees on the bed of the canyon is in
the same category. It could not have taken place. But there it is.” (26.)

23-29 November. Papua, New Guinea. (night)
“Satellite-like light.”

Back in July Olavo Fontes heard about a “mysterious space traveler” in a Polar orbit. He also learn-
ed that there were reports of a satellite-like object making repeated passes over Brazil. He suggested that there
may be some correlation with a few satellite reports from Italy. The problem with that, is the fact that Italy does
not line up with Brazil on any conceivable earth orbit of a Polar nature. However, an interesting fact is that west-
tern Australia and Papua, New Guinea, line up quite nicely

Natives and missionaries in Papua noticed a “mystery satellite” in late November. At Dogwa, for
example, the object was viewed five times between November 23-29%. The “satellite” always came out of the

northwest and moved to the southeast.

Among those fascinated with the object was the Rev. Norman Cruttwell who was stationed at
Goodenough Bay. He even saw the object himself when some children began yelling and he managed to dash
outside while the “satellite” was still in view. He said the thing was a “fuzzy white star-like body” passing over
at a great altitude since it was higher than some cirro-stratus clouds. (27.) The Papua, New Guinea, story gets
more interesting in the months ahead.

- Journal
Knoxville, Tenn.
27 November. Athens, Tennessee. (night) HOY 22 i
“Flying bowl.” (See clipping right) ' lThlld UFO
27 November. The Sheffield Lake case. R |
o
_ _ | Sighted In
Mrs. Fitzgerald was not going to let the Air Force get away ) A l )
with such poor explanation for her unnerving experience. She wrote fhens Al‘ea
Major Tacker on November 27% to demand some clarification: . Special To The Jo0TAA|
: ."K‘THE.NS — A third unidenti-
ajor Tacker: : ; fied flying object was reported

here Thursday night, McMinn
County Jail Dispatcher Ted

“Would you kindly specify what moving Hyde reported.

lights caused me to see an object 22 feet in dia- | Two UFO's were reported in
meter and 6 feet high hovering in my front § the area Monday night.
yard?

Dispatcher Hyde said a score

. : of people, including Athens and

“Your reference to the prevailing weather _ Etowah police and county offi-

has also confused me somewhat. 1statedin - cers, u:““"-h'!dl “‘f OEI";‘ ’13’

; il over the county at a high rate

the report form that it I}ad s_,topped raining of speed, headed in the direc-
some time before the sighting. 1 would appre-

.. _ tion of Chattanooga,
ciate it very much if you would explain these Witnesses described the object

matters to me in a little more detail.” (28.) :vsilgﬁlt;ghlt}:‘:lh:{ 5:;::?’:":}’;?;?_- |
"nately bright and dim.
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“An ‘unidentified flying object’ was reported having been seen Thursday
evening by Mrs. Irene Thomas, 457 Jefferson street. Mrs. Thomas telephoned
the Times at 5:30 p.m. and said that she had spotted the orange-colored object
flying to the north of Frankfort and traveling west.

“A Times reporter then drove to the west edge of the city and found much
to his surprise that Mrs. Thomas was correct.

“The strange, flashing object moved west and turned south to be joined by
another. The two then turned east, one behind the other,

“Appearing to be flying at a high rate of speed, the forward object stop-
ped, climbed straight upward, then reversed its direction and when last seen was
traveling northwest. )

“The other stopped in mid-air, stopped flashing, turned from orange to a
brilliant white and disappeared before the eyes of the bewildered reporter. (38.)

6 December. Anniston Ordnance Depot, Bynum, Alabama. (3:15 a.m.)
UFO moving low and slow near an ordnance depot.

UFOs may be just “figments” of one’s imagination, but why do such figments visit weapon storage
areas in the dead of the night? The following report was phoned to the Air Force OSI office by Loren W. Vaughn,
Special Agent, CIC, Fort McClellan:

“[...deletéd. (Witnesses’ last name appears in other parts of the report) ],
civilian guard of Anniston Ordnance Depot, Bynum, Alabama, at approximately
0315 hours on 6 December 1958, was sitting in his patrol car eating his lunch
when he thought he saw a light reflection out of the corner of his eye. When he
looked towards this light, he saw an oval-shaped object, about 6 to 8 feet in dia-
meter and about 4 feet in height.

“It was moving at approximately 10 to 13 miles per hour at an altitude of
about 75 feet. Miller followed the object in his car for approximately one half
mile with the lights of his car off, staying parallel and a little behind it. He then
became scared and backed into a drive-way to turn around.  Just before he turn-
ed to go in the opposite direction, the object stopped in mid-air and hovered over
an igloo (warehouse) for a few seconds and then took off in a northeasterly di-
tion at a terrific rate of speed comparable to a jet. -

“It was a perfectly clear moon-lit night and the only light Miller saw on the
object was the reflection of the moon. He saw no exhaust pipes, no propellers,
and as far as he could tell, the object made no noise. While in flight, the object
seemed to teeter somewhat from side to side. No further information at this
time.

“Mr. [...deleted. (Miller?)] advised that he considers the information [...de-

leted. ( Secret?)].” (39.)

7 December. The Fitzgerald Report.

The September 21% Sheffield Lake case refuses to go away.

. IFs. 1’s er 47 letter T aumhart saying she was outraged at the Air Force’s
conclusion, charging that the military evaluator must have been “insane,” failed to provoke much of an official re-
sponse when her views were relayed to Major Tacker. Major Tacker’s reply, in a letter to Mrs. Fitzgerald on
November 4% ,was merely a rehash of the official explanation provided earlier. Even though Mrs. Fitzgerald
threaten to meet with her Congressman, the Air Force probably thought they had heard the last of the Sheffield Lake
case.
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G The UFO Research Committee of Akron had quite a surprise for the Air Force. The Akron group [
investigated the Sheffield incident and claimed to have “documented every significant fact.” Putting together their |
information, the group published a booklet they titled, The Fitzgerald Report. In the booklet the military was
~ charged with “criminal mishandling” of the Sheffield investigation and that Air Force statements in regards to the !
case were “false and misleading.” Copies of The Fitzgerald Report were sent to Congressmen, something that may |
have prompted Tom Gerber’s November 30" article in the Boston Herald more than any current fear of NICAP.
The Akron group made sure General Fisher got his own person copy and they enclosed a letter that challenged the
Air Force assertions the military’s UFO investigations were “fair, honest, and scientific investigations.” The Akron |
people asked for assurances the Sheffield case would be looked at again, receiving a proper investigation. Asa
warning , the Ohio UFO buffs advised General Fisher a copy of The Fitzgerald Report and a copy of their com- ‘
plaints would be forwarded to Senator John Bricker. (40.) The situation was becoming serious. How the military
. would react was anybody’s guess.

ming t the illusion explanation.

No direct connection with the appearance of The Fitzgerald Report is stated , but the timing makes
us suspicious when we examine an internal Air Force memo generated on December 10®.  Major Friend at BLUE
BOOK advised Major Tacker that ATIC was standing by their initial judgement of the Sheffield Lake case. Note
that none of the arguments made by Akron group were addressed. The Akron people were dismissed as “so-called
private UFO investigators.” A number of things the Akron investigators discovered had merit and should not have
been ignored, but the Air Force®was not going to let anyone question their handling of UFO cases. The military
dodged Congressional scrutiny during the summer hearings so they weren’t about to yield to some private citizens.
(See Air Force memo on page 25)

11 December. The Central Intelligence Agency and UFOs.

The role of the CIA in regards to the UFO mystery is not something that can be easily explained
because so much of what the agency does is highly secret. An “information report” filed on December 1% in-
dicates the CIA’s interest in “UFOs” along the USSR/India border area. (See the CIA report on page 26) The CIA
may say it has no interest in UFOs, but as shown by this document there was some agency curiosity about such
matters.  The Soviet threat, at least, was real enough to force some attention, but where did the CIA draw the line?

12 December. Tampa, Florida. (about 5:30 p.m.)
“Instructed by government authorities to write no further.”

One would think that Florida would be swarming with UFOs since that was where the U.S. was
launching so many long range missiles. A few UFO reports were coming in to NICAP and APRO, but why not
more?  Pay special attention to what is said in the last part of the letter that describes a December 12 Tampa,
Florida, UFO sighting. (See letter on pages 27-28)

14 December. “The Commercial School.” Argentina. (11:00 a.m.)

The city where the sighting was made was left out of the report but there is enough detail to in-
clude it here. It seems that the South American correspondent for Gray Barker’s Saucerian Bulletin, Bernardo
N. Passion, forwarded a story told by Arturo Italo Alvarez Prado a student at what is called a “Commercial
School” in Argentina. A weird object was seen by the teenager the morning of December 14", (See drawing of
object below. Text continued on page 29)

'"'.....*-:.':'-\‘-_:;_., K NN
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uo-called jrivate UFO inveatigators, is that she saw a space ship. To these ihdivi-
1 duals, including Mrs, she sav a "flying saucer®, and nothing we can say

| will change their way of thinking. N .

!

2. According to the Lorain ccaet Cuard Station log, the weather th.roughmt the
| early morning of 21 September 1958, was alternately misting and raining.

g 3. Although Mrs. -olaims a train did not pass her house at eny timse
" Just prior to, or after, her sighting, a cheock with the Lorain railway station was

It was determined a train did pass her house, going west, at about the tims

I‘ made.
of her sighting, having a headlight that made a figure eight oscillation.
L. ATIC retains its original stand on the conclusions in this case. Mrs.
as the viotim of an illusion, L S
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may reveal mechanical trouble which forced him to turn back. NICAP is asking
the AF for a copy of the transcript, for the AF conclusions about the crash and
also the UFO report. If an answer is received in time, it will appear in the Feb-
ruary UFO Investigator.” (43.) (See clipping about ‘strange cigar’ below)

——

Strange ll.ighls Seen

Another “strange meteor.” In" St. Petersburg Sky

: ) The ' Times last night
The following report was obtained from the Defense Intelligence received many phone ecalls

; A asking about strange lights |
Agency via a FOIA request: the ,E,.,. . i

_ ' X Viewed from The Times
“...a party of six persons sighted a remarkable light phenom- | bullding, the Lights appeared in.
enon in the southern sky above Kajauni (spelling uncertain). the forin of a cigar-shaped ob-

From a great altitude there fell earthward an orange-red sphere on ‘;‘:::',ﬁ:fo;‘:,; E:n::u::e:::o;

the left margin [?] of which was a gap (notch). The sphere fell the northwest.
to the height of the treetops, where it glowed for a couple of min- One witness said the lights

2 % appeared to be advertising sus-
utes as is suspended and then plunged into the forest. The sphere pended from .a slow-moving -

17 December. Kajauni, Finland. (no time)

appeared larger than the moon. No natural explanation for the plane, but this was not con-

phenomenon has been giveh.” (44.) firmed, © '

17 December. Fornells, Menorca (Balearic Islands, Spain) (7:30 p.m.) St. Petersburg,
, Florida, Times.

Had to be revived with cognac. 17 November 58

Another red-orange UFO was seen far to the south in the Mediterranean:

“Sr. Antonio Pedraza Galves, 55, a retired artillery sergeant, observed, when
driving his motorcycle, going horizontally in the opposite direction at some 10
meters above the pines, an object resembling a missile of 2.50 meters by 0.30
meters, very bright, like a ‘fantastic blaze’ of orangey-red color. A buzzing
sound ‘comparable to that produced by a jet of soda.” Clear night. The ob-
servation lasted two minutes, and the object disappeared by moving away be-
hind the trees. At the same time, independently, several farmers saw the
phenomenon overhead. The principal witness was so impressed that he came
home pallid, and had to be revived with cognac.” (45.)

17 December.. The Sheffield Lake case will not go av

Major Tacker, under fire at his PIO post in the Pentagon, got some help from Col. Gilbert at :
ATIC. Apparently the possibility the Air Force might be asked to answer specific charges made by the Akron |
group in its Fitzgerald Report prompted a detailed study. Major points of disagreement were listed and
considered one by one, (See Air Force document on pages 33-35) The bottom line to all this is that there

could be no winner,  The only person who could reasonably be sure of what took place that night back in
September was Mrs. Fitzgerald but the Air Force was not about take her word for it.

“Large lenticular-shaped objects.”

A couple of “things” of an improbable size were reported high over Salt Lake City on the 18®.
Estimates may have been way off, either that or the “things” were some kind of clouds. Sighted north of the
Utah capital, the “objects” were said to have been at 70,000 feet and having a diameter of a half mile, A B-52
contrail was spotted in the vicinity and a comparison was made as to size. What puts this report in the UFO
category was the claim the objects, or whatever, were motionless for one and half minutes and then, “...receded

j
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Uf\CLASSIHED

SAFIS-3, Attn: *Maj. L. J. Tacker ' 17 December 1958

© AFCIN-LE 1
AFCIN-LEg/a §. Friend/ac/69216/Bldg 828

1. Reference the questions outlined in Mr. ¥{JW$s letter of 7 December 1958,
to M/Gen, Fisher. The ATIC will not recommend any disciplinary:-action be taken against
the investigators. The ATIC feels that the investigation was adequate and intenis no

further investigation of this case. A staff study of the UFO Program is presently
being prepared for presentation to the Commander of APIC, this study does propose
improvement in the Air Force's UFO investigative capability, but was in no sense

prompted by $his case,

e the charges 4f criminal mishandling in Mr JANJINER's letter and in
Report,® dated 21 September 1958, published by the UFO Research .
Committee of Akrom, Ohio. T/Sgt L. A. Haisten end T/Sgt V. J. Hof are both trained
investigators, Haisten 'having experience since 1948 and Hof since 1951. The following
paragraph dealing with the-specific charges will substantiate the competence of the

investi gatqra .

, 3. Omissions, errors amd/or contradictions in *The Jwweguili Report.® dated
21 September 1958, and published by the UFO Research Committee of Akron, Ohio are as

follows. Referenced-page numbers are from the report. -

a. (Page 1) No mention of the horror movie (Dracula's Daughter) which the
witness was viewing just before the sighting. It is the opinion of the ATIC that this
was a contributing factor to the emotional vulnerability of Mrs .« iR

b. (Page 1) Witness mentions for the first time that window ourtains vere
made of heavy cloth.

¢. (Page 3) .The investigators did inform Mrs. that approximately
thirty (30) days would be required for the Air Force to get an enswer to her. However,
they made no statement concerning the extent of the material sh ich would be mde avail-

able to her, ~

d. (Page 3) T/Sgt Haisten questioned Mrs. nSlBNCcr epproximately two
to two and one-half hours., During approximately half of that time T/Sgt Hof and br.
Durant, of. the UFO Research Committee were not present. T sten points out that
many more questions than those listed were asked of Mrs.

e. (Page 3) The Air Force investigators did not make a house to bouse check
in the neighborhood. It has already been pointed out that these men have considerabdble
experience, and in their opinion the evidence already collected precluded the necessity
of continuing investigation at additiopal expense, °

f. (Pages 3 & ) It is essumed that Mro®{feis the Mrs 4@ of Lorain

vho was contacted by the Mr Force investigators and indicated that nothing unusual
- i lna.nuu\o L he
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g. (Page L) The investigatOrs~in = no -one was home at thé‘
house. Contact would certeinly have bebn made with IMrs. ‘ had this been possible.

h. (Page 6) The fact that this object was seen by another person from approxi-
mately the same vantage point does not rule out the illusion. The same illusion can be
experienced by more than one individual if the conditions are right. Mirages, and the
fact that there are so many successful magicians, is proof enough of this claim,

h .

_ i, (Page 6) 1In obteining a description of the item Mr. Wnadmitted to
the Air Force investigators that he showed Mrs a drawing from Blue Book
for comparison. Small wonder that there ié similarity dpetween her description amd the
item in Blue Book. y
,Jo The train time indicated here is not specified as EST or EDT. The Air

Force 1nvestigators. however, recarded a train west bound at 2:54 EDT, the approximate
time of the sighting, while the station master's log indicates that the eastbound train,
mentioned in the breport. pessed at 2:52 EST (3:52 EDT) or 52 minutes after

the sighting. e

k. (Page 8) The investigators point out that approximately 100 feet of track
can be seen from the window of Mrs. &'bedroom and that the train light would

not be blocked by houses or trees.

®. 1. (Page B)—The primary job of Haisten and Hof is investigation, they may or
may not offer a conclusion as a result of their findings. The responsibility for the
analysis of all UFO cases lies with the ATIC., In no instance should investigators
hazard a conclusion for official publication as Air Force representatives.

m. (Page 8) The Air Force conclusion stated that it was a combination of the

lights which was responsible for the illusion experienced by Mrs . SR~ Air
Force investigators were informed that the light on Chief Schott'a siIp 15 pencil-beamed.

L. The following statements align themselves with the alleged charges of blunders
committed by T/Sgt Haisten and T/Sgt Hof. Page 9 of *TruyiiN®R.port .*

a. The investigators indicate that the light can be seen from Mrs . SNIRJERESE:
window. E

bs There was no claim that the light was reflected from clouds but was possibly

shown directly on the home of Mra.-P Sgt Hof sta e made no commitment
concerning the impossibility of the light shining on Mrs house,

¢c. The impresaion of the investigators is that the light on Chief Schott's

ship is of the spot_J)ight variety. A light source would not be nearly as noticeable
in the lighted town es at tho unlighted area of Hra-@—hom.

de. Mrs.?did admit seeing a red glow on the night or the sighting,
however, she attributed this to reflectioms from the Ohio Edison Plant to the WNw of

 her home. It is si to note that Mrs. home is approximately 3 miles
to the west of Mr placing Mrs, tween Mrs.‘d the
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e. No one was home to be oontacted at tne arego house.

£. The rei:ort plays with wards here. Mist is visible water vapor or rain
of very small droplets. The weather was obtained from the log of Chief Schott. The

Ohio Edison Plant is northwest of Mrs, wussiillllike house and also a source of smoke,
there was no specific claim that the smoke came ‘from the U. S. Steel Company plant,
S
g. (1) The Air Force investigators did nbot feel a house to house check was

necessary in view ‘of evidence already obtained and expense involved.,

(2) Mrs. WiEIAR bed elready constructed e model made of paper plates
: eand a bowl which was shown ‘to the sergeants along witly a verbal description.

(3) T/Sgt Haisten obtained information concerning the motion of the

5 object from Mrs.‘__ This was during the period Mr as absent with
' T/Sgt Hof.

(4) The sergeents 4id take notes during the investigajion and interview.

However, it should be noted that the trained interrogator is taught not to take, or to

take a minimum of notes. Witnesses are more prone to free talk if they feel there is
no record requiring exact recou:/nlz,]on their part in the future.

(5) The ATIC feels that it should once again be pointed out that the
apparent. purpose of the UFO Research Committee, like most private organizations, is b
to discredit the U, 5. Government and particularly the United States Air Force. J

(6) - The UFO Research Committee is claimed to ba & scientific organization.
However, there are no indications of a high level of education within the organization.

(7) The ATIC stands firmly behind the dnvestigators in this case. True
there were some additional phases of investigation which they could have carried out,
i.esy house to house check, but this would have resulted in additional expense to the
Alr Force when in the judgmnt of these experienced men the colleoted evidence was

sufficient. N
) .
1l Incl: . H. K. GILBERT '
‘Ltr dtd 7 Dec 58, Colonel, USAF
w/report of . AFCIN-LEL
UFO sighting
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UNCLAS3IFIED o w

23 December 1958

Dear Mrows NN

I’ )
* This is to acknowledge your letter of 27 November 1958 comn-
cerning your unidentitied flying cobject sighting of 21 September
1958.

According to the Lorain Coast Guard Station log, the weather
throughout—the morning of 21 September 1958 wvas alternately mist-
ing and raining.

Also, a check with the lorain railway station disclosed that
a train passed your house, going west, at the time of your
sBighting. This train had a beadlight that made figure eight
oscillations., It ‘is the opinion of the Air Technical Intelligence
Center investigators that this was the light you cobserved.

Sincﬂrm,

I
|
|
|
: |
|
LAWRERCE J. TACKER !
Major, USAY |
Exscutive Officer
Public Information Division !
Office of Information Bervices l
Mrs. i
Eustila ,"Ohio . i
,‘ | | Classificalion Cancelled |

ROWNGRADED AT § ) I'Ak INNTERVALS; Ul\fbi_rlm,“ iri
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“When we lived at Peake, my son, Kym, and I saw a UFO at approximately 4 p.m.,
late in 1958. It came from the north, not very fast, and looked like a pearly white disk.
It stopped overhead for a while, hovered and then dropped like a stone. Just as it was
about to crash it shot off again, only to stop above my husband who was reaping in a
nearby field at the time.

“Our neighbors didn’t believe us at first, but there was a report in the newspapers
the following morning that a strange object had been sighted that night over Osborne.”
(67.)

31 December. More on the Fitzgerald case,
“Not adequate or honest.”

The UFO Research Committee of Akron had written to the Air Force on December 19 charging
that the military’s investigation of the Fitzgerald case had not been “adequate or honest,” and even suggested that
Washington authorities may not be aware that-people working for project BLUE BOOK may be misleading them.
(68.) General Fisher replied to the Akron group on December 31% concerning the allegations. The General
made it clear the official findings had been “thoroughly reviewed” by Air Force headquarters and the High Com-
mand was completely satisfied. The results of the Fitzgerald investigation were not to be changed. (69.)

Neither the Akron group, or Mrs. Fitzgerald, were going to take General Fisher’s comments as
the final word on the incident. ¢

Late December. An Air Force “UFO Program.”

Congressional interest and disputes with civilian UFO organizations pushed the Air Force into
an offensive move. It was evident the Air Force had a public relation problem. A Staff Study to examine the
situation was authorized and quickly completed. The study exaggerated the difficulties with civilians and made
at least one glaring mistake. According to the Staff Study some “49” civilian UFO groups with an anti-Air Force
agenda were at work (Few organizations were large like APRO and NICAP. The vast majority were tiny “clubs”
with just a hand full of dedicated members). Actually only NICAP posed any kind of threat and the Staff Study
exposed its poor research by erroneously stating ex-BLUE BOOK Chief E.J. Ruppelt was “affiliated” with the
“political adventurist” Donald Keyhoe, creating a “formidable team” capable of making a lot of trouble for the Air
Force. (70.) The Staff Report urged a new effort it called the “UFO Program.” The “program” would correct
certain faults in the way BLUE BOOK operated. This had to be news to Major Tacker who always answered
public inquiries by insisting the Air Force never did anything wrong! The study said the Air Force was much too
slow in its investigations and its investigators were not prepared to handle complex cases. A quick reaction team
of 18-20 agents, well equipped with hardware, was recommended. One “radical” suggestion was that the Air
Force automatically investigate UFO reports made to the press (The current policy was to investigate only those
UFO reports officially reported-to the Air Force. The few exceptions seem to be those incidents so sensationally
publicized they couldn’t be ignored). The conclusion of the study was an admission the Air Force needed to
boost its credibility.  (71.)

The “real” silence group.

We know something about the people at ATIC and how they carried out their duties. It is at that
level, the BLUE BOOK level, that ideas like the “UFO Program” were born and discussed. A step up to a higher
level, the Pentagon, is a place we know little about and it is where the real power resides.  Air Force headquarters
dropped the proposed UFO Program apparently: ... deciding not to spend more money on a phenomenon that
was no threat to the national security and that seemingly had no scientific value.” (72.)




UFOLOGY

A DOCUMENTED CASE
OF GOVERNMENTAL DISHONESTY

Almost from the moment that ufology was ‘in-
vented’, there have been those who have charged the
Government with deliberate “cover-up”, sometimes
with such continuing vehemence that they have alien-
ated even their staunchest supporters. The trouble is
that they have rarely, if ever, even tried to present
full proof of their allegations. We now have in our
files a document entitled “The Fitzgerald Report”,
copyright 1959 by none other than Robert J. Durant,
who had not even heard of Ivan T. Sanderson at that
time. We wish very much that we had space to re-
produce the whole thing, but it runs 20 pages*, so we
must condense and stick primarily to the evidence of
“cover-up” and such.

At approximately 3 a.m. on the morning of the 21st
September 1958 a Mrs. William Fitzgerald observed a
metallic, disc-shaped object maneuvering in the front
yard of her home in Sheffield Liake, Ohio. The object
was also seen by Mrs. Fitzgerald’s son John. Neither
realized that the other had seen it until late the next
morning when Mr. Fitzgerald, who had at first dis-
believed the boy’s story, questioned them separately
and found that their descriptions were identical.
- Later, the UFO Research Committee of Akron, which
investigated this case, found two otherpersons in the
immediate neighbourhood who had had experiences
which helped to confirm the Fitzgeralds’ story.

Two other ‘sightings’, one most pertinent to our
tale, were reported in Lorain, Ohio, which borders
Sheffield Lake. At 2 a.m. a Mrs. Grego watched a
“big red ball” moving outside her window; she re-
ported that it made a low pulsating sound that made
her “sick to her stomach”, but she noted no after-
effects. At 2:30 a.m. a Mrs. Stewart was wakened by
a light flooding through her window. A look at her
clock indicated that it could not be the sun, and the
moon had set at 1:07 a.m. on the 21st. She described
the object as being several times larger than the
moon, and noted that it moved off in a westerly di-
rection. Neither of these cases would seem to be in
any way related to the Fitzgeralds’, but we will come
back to Mrs. Stewart later.

Mrs. Fitzgerald called the newspaper and was sub-
sequently interviewed by members of the UFO Re-
search Committee of Akron who prepared a report and
sent copies to the Aerial Phenomena Group, Air
Technical Intelligence Center, Wright-Patterson Air
Force Base, with a request for an investigation. The
Air Force sent two investigators who checked train
schedules, lake activity (Sheffield is on Lake Erie),
and other possible factors in the sighting. On the 4th

*Copies are available at $2.00 each.

October they ‘interviewed’ Mrs. Fitzgerald and her
son John, with a member of the UFORCA attending.
Mrs. Fitzgerald filled out the standard form carried
by the Air Force men and was asked five questions;
young John was asked one. The AF chaps then de-
parted, stating that a full report would be sent to Mrs.
Fitzgerald within 30 days.

The Air Force first released their conclusions on
the case to the Honorable A. D. Baumhart, Jr., Mrs.
Fitzgerald’s congressman, to whom she had written
in an attempt to get some ‘action’. The letter to
Congressman Baumhart was signed by W. P. Fisher,
Major General, USAF, Director, Legislative Liaison;
the pertinent part read as follows:

“The investigation revealed that a railroad track
ran near the home of Mrs. Fitzgerald. The night of
Mrs. Fitzgerald's sighting, a train passed the house
at approximately the same hour of the reported sight-
ing. The train had a rotating headlight which, under
some conditions, would produce unusual effects.
Contact was also made with Chief Bosun Mate
William Schott of the Coast Guard Station, Lorain,
Ohio. Chief Schott reported that he was using his
spotlight in an attempt to attract the attention of
another ship, and that the light was directed toward
shore in the general direction of Mrs. Fitzgerald’s
house. The time and date of this incident ceincide
with those reported by Mrs. Fitzgerald. Mrs. Steward
(sic) of Lorain, Ohio, a witness listed in Mrs. Fitz-
gerald’s report, could not recall anything unusual on
the night of the reported sighting. Mr. (sic) Grego of
Lorain, another witness, was not available for infer-
view. The weather at the time of the incident was a
misty rain with haze and smoke.

“The conclusion of Air Force investigators was
that the combination of moving lights, noise of the
train and prevailing weather account for the illusion
experienced by Mrs. Fitzgerald. The Air Technical
Intelligence Center, after evaluating the evidence in
this case, concurred with the conclusion of the in-
vestigators.”

Now to the real nitty-gritty:

Mrs. Stewart (not Steward) signed an affidavit
giving the facts concerning her experience and
added the statement that:

“On October 4, 1958, I was visited by Technical
Sergeants Hof and Haistain from Air Force Intelli-
gence department. I repeated the account of my ex-
perience as written above. The sergeants talked to
me about the sighting for about 10 minutes. They
were going to have me fill out a report form but then
decided against it.” .

As The Fitzgerald Report points out, the Air Force
statement that Mrs. “Steward (sic) could not recall
anything unusual” must have been (1) a deliberate
attempt to distort the facts, (2) an unforgiveable act
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of negligence, or (3) an extreme case of ignorarnce.

As for Mrs. Fitzgerald, her reaction to the report
by the USAF was that “The person who made it must
be insane.” They may not have been insane, but they
were certainly incompetent.

1) They did not bother, even when asked, to ob-
serve headlights on trains passing near the Fitz-
gerald house —the light never hits Mrs. Fitzgerald’s
window.

2) The Fitzgerald house is 3000 feet from Lake
Erie, which cannot be seen from the house. In ad-
dition, the Coast Guard vessel was 5% miles down-
shore from the Fitzgerald house when the signalling
took place, and the light would have had to shine
through downtown Lorain to be seen at the Fitz-
geralds’ —rather a neattrick for any searchlight, aside
from the fact that the signalling apparently took
place about 2 hours before Mrs. Fitzgerald’s sighting.

3) It wouldn’t help to interview Mr. Grego; it'was
his wife who saw the “big red ball”.

4) According to the USAF, “misty rain with haze
and smoke”: Mrs. Fitzgerald stated that it was not
raining, and the wind direction was such that smoke
from a U.S. Steel plant would have been blown away
from, not toward, the Fitzgerald home.

5) Chief Schott told a member of UFORCA that the
AP sergeants did not obtain a written statement from
him or even question him closely about his activities
on the lake. The “investigators” did not make a house
to house check in the neighbourhood for further
evidence either. They did not ask Mrs. Fitzgerald for
a 3-D drawing of the object, showed little interest in
its movements, and had Mrs. Fitzgerald fill out a
form intended for reporting objects in the sky, not in
a front yard, thus making it difficult for Mrs. Fitz-
gerald to turn in an adequate report. Obviously, the
USAF did nothing to improve on this.

Rather grimly, the Fitzgerald Report notes that on
October 6, 1958, the USAF put out a news release
stating that 98.1% of all UFO reports are of “known”
objects, with the rider that “Refinements in investi-
gative procedure have resulted in a steady decline of
unknowns®. The FR retorts that “After studying the
Fitzgerald report it should be manifestly clear what
the Air Force means by ‘refinements in investigative
procedure’ ®.

The FR includes a 6-page appendix detailing the
correspondence between the USAF on the one hand,
and Mrs. Fitzgerald, Congressman Baumhart, other
members of Congress, and members of UFORCA on
the other. We cannot reproduce all of it by any means,
but we shall pick some of the juiciest items. To wit:

The original Fitzgerald Report, with a letter re-
questing proper investigation and disciplinary action

against the Air Force ‘investigators’, was sent to
General Fisher and to Major Lawrence J. Tacker, the
officer in charge of handling all enquiries concerning
UFOs except those made by members of Congress.
General Fisher replied as follows:

“I refer to your inquiry concerning allegations
relative to the unidentified flying object sighting
reported by Mrs. William Fitzgerald, Sheffield Lake,
Ohio, on 21 September 1958. The investigation con-
ducted by Air Technical Intelligence Center on the
unidentified flying object sighting reported by Mrs.
Fitzgerald was thoroughly reviewed by Air Force
Headquarters. The Air Force is entirely satisfied that
the individuals who conducted the investigation of the
unidentified flying object sighting at Sheffield Lake
on 21 September 1958 were thorough and competent.
Further, that their findings were accurate and
adequate.”

Major Tacker’'s reply, except for the opening
phrase, is identical to General Fisher’s. Letters to
the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of the Air
Force, and to Colonel Gilbert of ATIC were answered
by Major Tacker with identical letters.

UFORCA and Mrs. Fitzgerald were becoming
rather annoyed and sent a still more strongly worded
letter to Major Tacker and received a rather venomous
letter in return; we quote only portions of it:

“We do not have the resources alloted to this
project to fill individual requests or to answer the
erroneous charges concerning individual sightings
which amateur organizations such as yours make
against the Air Force. Further, we are not interested
in your theories or science fiction approach to this
subject. [ We aren’t making this up, you know;

~ UFORCA has the letters on file.]

“The Air Force is compelled to deal scientifically
and objectively with facts and the findings to date
deny the existence of flying saucers. We are sure our
analysis and evaluation of reported sightings by
qualified scientific personnel are more than adequate.”

From General Fisher:
“, .. case closed. . .”

Members of UFORCA wrote asking permission to
see the official Air Force records of the Fitzgerald
case, which the USAF had stated were unclassified.
They were informed, as was Congressman Baumhart,
that their request could not be honoured. The reports
may be unclassified but you can’t see them?!

To a certain extent, one sympathizes with the poor

Members are asked once again to try to find us new members. If you wish a supply of our ‘prospectus’, drop
us a note and let us know how many you think you can use.
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old Air Force which should never have been given
the job in the first place and was never given ade-
quate personnel, either in numbers or training, to
tackle a job that has confounded the best minds
around: However, they could be polite about it; and
they could be honest. To state that investigations are

competent and adequate but that one lacks adequate
resources spggests a bad case of finniminnimyosis*,

*This disease is caused by an excess of finni-
minnies in the bloodstream with the result that the
left hand does not know what the right hand is doing.

CHAOS & CONFUSION



the morning of 21 September,
: 1958, Mrs. William Fitzgerald
~of 934 _EaSt Drive, Sheffield Lake,
Ohio, was preparing for bed after
watching the late show on television.

_ with light. When she went to the

ource, she saw ‘a small (approxi~
- mafely 22 feet in diameter) object
outside her window..

arrived at APRO. headguarters, I

r labelled as an hallueination. The
onsequent publication’ of an excel-

dent by the UFO Research Commit-.
ee of Akron, Ohio, and forwarded to
APRO by Member Fred Kirseh, bore
his’ ﬁheory out.  The' manner in
which this incuient was investigated
" by Air Force investigators and even-
ually misconstrued, s to. me the
most important and Intriguing parf
f the Fitzgerald 'story. -But: ﬂrst
" here are the facts.

The thing Mrs. Fitzgerald saw was
isc-shaped with a hump on the up-

olor with no light source, no seams;
“line of sight was approximately 6

~object was directly in front of her,

‘above her driveway and moving

orth. It continued to move, losing

Ititude, until it was 50 feet' from:

where she stood, and one foot ahove

the ground in a neighbor’s yard. It
A= ‘r yed

&
e
Bl ¢ 5ty =
B rabiiouda

. FITIGERALD ‘INVESTIGATIUN.
== Whai It Means

By CORAL E. LORENZEN

T APPROX]M’.ATELY 3 8., on

" Suddenly her bedroonr was flooded -

" window to investigate the light

When the first newspaper report.
~bor’s yard, the object moved back to
el sure it would be either Inferred:

ent reporf and analysis of the inei-

er part. It was of & duil aluminum
rivets or markings. Mrs. Fifzgerald's -

' feet 10 inches from the ground. The in diameter by 6 feet thick.

hovered motionles.smfor a few sec-
onds, then started billowing smoke =
from two apertures at the rim. These :
apertures appeared fo containm sev-.
eral small “jets” or pipes, but the =
pinkish-gray luminescent smoke:
seemed to issue from the aperture
around the nozzles, not the nozzles =
themselves. Further description:
Clearly defined edges a.nd ‘1o ap-
parent external light until the smoke:
illuminated the object. T
“After hovering over the neigh— :

Mrs. Fitzgerald’s yard, elevated itself
to about 5 feet above the ground and
25 feet fromr the observer ma.de,twa;
fast elockwise turns and shot np out'j.'; .
of sight. .
Mrs. Fitzgerald attempted to wake
her husband to tell him about it, but
with no success; but the next day
she found out that her 10-year-old
son had also seen it. Subsequent in-
vestigation by the UFORC showed:
that an unidentified light had been
seen at approximately the same time
by others in the vicinity. The infor-
mation, evidence and logical analysis

_supplied by the UFORC and APRO =

members, including George Popo- .
witch, indicate that Mrs.-Fitzgerald
saw an apparently intelligentlyicon-
trolled metallic object about 22 feet

The UFORC réport furnished oth-
er information, however, which was =
actually ‘more informative than the
detailed physical characteristics of =
the object itself. A UFORC commit-
tee member was present when two



. Air Force investigators of NCO rank
i questioned Mrs. PFitzgerald and her
son. They asked five questions One

ossible ﬂuorescent nature of the ob-
ject’s smoke one as to whether the

quickly, one. about how fast the ob- -
ect leit the vicinity, and. the last
-question asked if Mrs, Fitzgerald had
'been ‘under medical care recently.
-They ‘asked the: boy one question

pea‘red to be aluminum. i

' Despite ‘the; brevity of this inter-
-view ‘the: sergeants did thoroughly
-check local train schedules and. boat |

:sults of this phase of the investlga-
“Hon became apparent in the textiof
;an Alr Foree letter to the Honorable
'A. D. Baumhart, Jr., of the House of -
—Representatives in answer to his in»

'spotlight of a boat on the lake.; i
{The purpose ‘of the letter is ob- -
'---=.vious—to disqualify Mrs. ! Fltzger-.
lald’s observation The questions ask- -
ed by the Air Force investlgators
were. meaningless Their efforts were

~ ventional explanation — -thus ex-

3'were necessary
The DFORC showed through thetr

vislble to Mrs‘Fitzgerald where she
“had stood
These faets are not in themselves.

pertained to the weather, ‘'one to the

.Whether or not it (the object) ap-‘-

activity on the nearby lake. The re-

light dimmed out ~or blinked out

iy made by a dnly quaiii’ied legislat €

< ald’s medica status Was: probably

" _concentrated on. the ‘possible con-

«haustive attempts to! ﬁnd a Heght ~
source o account for the sighting“

: _' Air Force. investigators reminded me
‘own investigations, that neither’ the. .
boats nor the! train’s lights would be!

. too. important But — taken In & were a new Innovation in UFO an-
group, along wlth the !aot that a nals—and al thorough lnvestigation

diagram oi an object in Air Force
 Special Report No. 14, labelled Case
No 8,1s almost an exach duplicate of
what Mrs Fltzgerald and her son- . .
- 5awW, inoluding dimensions, they are i
- almost ominous, =

The UFORC, in their analysm
called the investigation by the Air
- Porce sloppy and/or incompetent Toii
_me it was both and more. I believe =
. there was no necessity for a careful
“investigation of this incident which, )
to the Air Force ‘was a sightlng ofan’ =
obJect about which ‘they already '
‘knew much. So much: pubiicity had
been given the incldent locally. that -
‘they felt a token investlgation had
to be made 50 that they could de-—

vise a ‘way to disqualiiy an appar-.

ently capable ‘observer, and explain
away the incident in conventlonal i
~terms. They Were not concerned pri— it
marily with public opinion, but they
. were very concerned with inquirles

Mr Banmhart % A ;
The question ahout’ Mrs F‘itzger-

calculated ;.Irighten Mrs. Fitzg
ald at the poaslbllity oi having he
observation blamed on a physlcal
defect it any - existed ‘The lack of
queries about: the object itself indi—.
~cates a lack of interest in this pa.r—
ticular type of object-—probably he-. ;
~cause it is no longer 'one of ‘concern.
~obviously one of the small observer.
units seen so. oiten in the past and ;
no doubt well documented :
Force UFO FileRiiy iR i

This apparent lac’k of interest

of the - “wrlnging out” and sub:
quent attempted brain- washing
cobseryers a year ago when the hu
luminous tra.ﬁic-stopping f 1 vi n
eggs. canie ‘upon. the scene.; These




) was undertaken. ©

When the “flying eggs” came fo
blic attention in November, 1957,
esearchers looked for 4 common de-
‘nominator. This they had in descrip-
ons of the objects and their effect
n- ground fraffic. There were no
thotenic lines—no correlation of
hting.locations indicating a pat-
“tern. It was this lack of & pattern
hat concerned me until I found an
common denominator which is as

" which actually indicates a pattern
-of sorts.
. In the late evening hours of 2 No—
“vember and the early morning hours
of 3 November: 1957, a glowing egg-
sha.ped object squatted on roads near
Tevelland, Texas, and stopped traffic
ost sightings were within an ap-

field. About an ‘hour later the last
'1ghtmg at Levelland, an object of
the same descripfion visited ‘the A-
- Bomb site on the White Sands Prov-

sile Development Range in New Mex~
. dco. That night at about 8 p.m. it
" was again in the same ‘vicinity.
- Whether or not automotive electrical
systems were affected we do not
' know of a certainfy—the full reports
' arein Air Force files. The most com-
. plete public record of these two visi-
. tations at the A-Bomb site was con-
. tained in the pages of the Alamo-
- gordo Daily News, wherein the offi-
cial release stated that the jeep pa-
trols reported no engine: difficulty
as other reports from elsewhem
stated. g
On the 4th of N ovember (Monda.y)

the famous (or infamous) Stokes:

. case took place—this time in broad
daylight on = public highway be-
tween the Wmte Sands Proving

ge and the

. g AX=-

~ THE FITZGERALD INVESTIGATION —

one might even say a st'.renudus "

“Flying’ Saucers” for October, 1958)
~ and his'sighting was labelleda hoax.

~the launching of Spufnik IT were
important as‘'a common one and a
. nearby road.
_proximate 4 mile radius of tfle town; .

“once the object was seen in a cofton -

‘ing Ground- Holloman Air-Force Mis-
“pacing their automobﬂe at7:20 pam.,

‘missed. They stopped the car to

_the north and disappeared.

-and the booms, her house lights went

“nicalle wrane

tensively questionec (see my article,
*The Psychology of UFO Secrecy in

_-As these sightings were aired over
national TV and'radio news pro-
grams and duly logged in front-page
newspaper articles, other U.S. re-
ports of similar sightings prior to

coming to light. Mrs, Robert Moudy
of Covington, Indiana revealed that
on 15 October an object, looking like
“fried egg—sunny side down”’— -
came down over a field and that:the = =
engine of her hushand’s combine -

-stopped, This at 7 p.m—and Moﬁdy e

also noticed two aufos stopped on B

On the- 4th-of November at 3.

“a.m., just a few hours before. Stokes: i

experience, police and firemen
watched a glowing object which hov- - -
ered over a cemetery in. m, d
Park, Illinois. The- spotlight én the
patrol car dimmed as the pnhce a.p—-'j
proached the object. ?
A carload of women and students" e
‘were startled to see a lighted nbject

9 November, while travelling on a
lonely mountain road near White
Oaks, New Mexico. Their lights flick-
ered and went out and their engine

watch and' the object headed into.

- On the 14th, at Tamaroa, Illinms.
a moon-shaped object accompamed"
by 5 or 6 loud booms and three brﬂ~
lant flashes of light, was sighted s
above the trees bordering U.S. High-
way 51, by the wife of the local Jus-
tice of the Peace. After the flashes

out. Power failure was reported be-
‘tween Tamaroa and nearby Dubeis :
—and H. D, Heath, District. Man- "=
ager of the Illinois Power Company
said that he could find nothing tech- =



7 TThls is a samphng of repolts
Glong ‘objects i, 'the daytime and
" at night; objects on much-fraveled
‘ “highways and on'lonely roads; in
‘populated areas—=—1n a town—on a
'1.ssne range —in a fleld — where
there were ground vehicles operat-

~-the electrical systems of trucks, cars
and a'grain combine, There are too
,many to list all of them, but similar
wcidents took place outside 'the:U.S.
espeeially in South America in the
‘months preceding the U.S. “flap”
nd for'a few days afterward. What
ere they and what were they do-

different times of the day, under
arious’ weather conditions. The in-

s :_involved, that only’ one ob-
ct'was seen by ‘all: A new type—
d thus the great interest exhibited
official mvestlgatwe agencies.

1 preceding years there had been
ndication that the obzects nter-

ruiing ‘out -the possibility that this
*product of the UAO propulsion sys-
*launching of Sputnik:I and II. Inci-
dentally, reports of UAO interest in

. dogs came to light after Sputmk II’s

space dog Laika)

-THE FITZGERALD INVESTIGATION 4 :

‘-'ing Objects which interferred with |

g2 No! ‘common denominator—put
uncommon ‘one which draws 8
plcture A weapon being tested on
- yarious’ types of ground' vehicles at

tiohis are, because of time ele- !
N APRO _Bulletin. b
‘In January of this year APRO' Yo Lo

; ’&ered"w:th electrical systems—thus ¢
interference was an' accidental by~ -

i "-'tems ‘The traffic- -stopping incidents
m the U.s. ‘came on the heels of the

‘_.;launchlng (1t cont;ained the tamous ;

This weapon hypothesis was:-hinted
by Dr. Olavo Fontes, APROs Brazil-

- ian representative. Mr, Lorenzen had

hestitatingly suggested it shortly
after the November “flap” but 1t

wa.sn’t ‘a popilar theory—-for obvious

reasons. Fontes backed it up with
well- documented sightings ‘poth in
the U.S. and his own country Al-
though a comparatzve newcomer in
UAO research, Dr. Fontes has proven

himself  to be ‘the: most - valuable |

smgle researcher today His efforts

have been unceasmg and thorough '
'desplte a heavy medical schedule. He
~has thoroughly Anvestigated hun-_-;.';,
dreds of sightings —military and ci-
vilian. His latest' ‘made by a Rio de
Janeiro engmeer in 1956 mcludes a

color slide of a UAO Over, Guanabara.
‘Bay. The full account ‘of the pic-

ture anq the sighting was contamed i
in the Janha issue of the"

tered its 8th year of activit‘y 1n the

'UAQ research field. We expect that i
. the near future may bring more
r_-glo_w_mg epps — -Ap_ossi_bly_ cap‘able,of s

knoeklng out electrical pow'er' at its
source — the power plants them-

selves, These sightmgs will be fully: i

!nvestlgated by the Alr Force Aerial
Phenomena Research Division, but
it is not likely that the puhlic will

“hear much “if- anything about the
sightings or the results of the inves-
~tigations. Researchers will ‘have to

be more alert than ever if the facts:‘ )
are to be made known i y




The Sheffield Lake Case

R Early on the morning of Sept, 21, 1958, a domed, disc-shaped
JFO was observed a few feet above the ground outside a house in
heffield Lake, Ohio. The main witness was Mrs, William
ftzgerald, Other residents in the area reported UFO sightings
morning, After a superficial investigation, the Air Force
",- orted a completely counter-to-fact explanation (also incorpor-
ing the ‘‘shotgun’’ approach): Mrs, Fitzgerald had been fooled
y a train headlight, plus a spotlight on a Coast Guard ship on
ke Erie, After acareful investigation, the Akron UFO Research
ommittee published a documented report, ¢‘The Fitzgerald
eport’”’ (P.O. Box 5242, Akron 13, Ohio), refuting the Air Force
tatements.

Air Force:

‘““The investigation revealed that a railroad track ran near the
home of Mrs. Fitzgerald. Thenightof Mrs. Fitzgerald’s sighting,
3 train passed the house at approximately the same hour of the
reported - sighting. The train had a rotating headlight which,
under ‘some- conditions, would produce unusual effects, Contact
was also n;ade with Chief Bosun’s Mate William Schott of the
Coast Guard-Station, Lorain, Ohio, Chief Schott reported that he
was’ using his’ spotlight in an attempt to attract the attention of
another - shlp, and. that the light was directed toward the shore
in the generaldlrectlonoiMrs Fitzgerald’shouse. . .The weather
at the time of the incident was a misty rain with haze and smoke.

“*The conclusion of the Air Force investigators was that the
combjnation of moving lights, noise of the train and prevailing
weather -account . for the illusion experienced by Mrs. Fitzgerald.
The Air Technlcal Intelligence Center, after evaluating the evi-

-this. case, . concurred with the conclusion of the investi-
;2 *(Maj. Gen. W, P. Fisher, USAF, Director, Legislative
Liaiaq toR'p. A, D, Baumhart, Jr., 10-31-58).

The Air: Force logic is apparent: UFOs are not real objects
and can all be. expla.ined in terms of honest but deluded witnesses.
Mrs, Fitzgerald only thought she saw a distinct disc-shaped
domed sct.  She must have. been fooled by some local light.
A bright train headlight or Coast Guard spotlight shining through
mist and: haze could be- ‘the cause.

Akron UFO Research Committee;

Checking -each point of the Air Force statements, the Akron
group found many errors and omissions. Gen. Fisher had also
told Congressman Baumhart that one of the confirmatory witnesses
wlisted by Mrs. Fitzgerald had stated she had not seen anything
unusual that night. Later, the witness signed a statement, repro-
duced in the Akron report, that she had confirmed the sighting
Bto Air Force investigators: A round object with a ‘hump’’ or
dome The investigators, she stated, then decided not to have her
fill out a report form.
i+ The railroad track is situated so that no train headlights
ever shine .into the window of Mrs. Fitzgerald’s house. Although
urged to do so by the Akron group, the Air Force investigators
made no attempt to check this.

* At the time of the UFO sighting, ChiefSchott’s ship was about
5-1/2 miles from Mrs. Fitzgerald’s house, LakeErie is not even
visible from her house, being obscured by trees and other houses.

Through Ohio Congressmen, the Air Force wasaskedto explain
these diserepancies. . Various spokesmen for the Air Force
reiterated their confidence in the ‘‘competence’ of their inves-
tigators and that their findings were ‘‘accurate and adequate.’”
Maj. Lawrence J. Tacker, Pentagon UFO spokesman, in a letter
to the Akron group, labelled their report ‘“. . . the erroneous
charges [of] amateur organizations. ?’ He added “Further we are
not interested in your theories or science fiction approach to this
subject.”” (1-14-59).

When pressed by Congressman Baumhart for ‘‘a more complete
report’”’ on the incident, the Air Force was totally unresponsive.
The Congressman was sent a form reply defending the Air Force
position against the ‘“mistaken beliefs’’ of UFO groups which
make ‘‘sensational claims and contentions.’’ The same form letter
has been sent to Members of Congress repeatedly.
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