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WASHINGTON (AP) — A
blve-ribbon committee of the
National Academy of Sciences

" will agree with the main con-
clusion of a secret report on a
scientific investigation that
says there is no evidence to in-
dicate that unidentified, flying
objects are spaceships from
another world.

This ‘'was learnied Wednesday
as the Air Force, which financ-
ed the $500,000, two-year study,
was preparing to release the
long-awaited report.

The study, commissioned by
the. Air Force as -an “in-
. dependent” one to answer per-
sistent criticism of its own
investigations, was conducted
ioy“a-‘group of nongovernment
wscientists headed by Edward
1.i. Condon of the University of
Colorado. i

SINCE NOV. 15, the pro- |
ject’s secret report has been:
under review by the special |
panel of the prestigious:
Academy of Sciences. The ap- .
praisal was asked by the Air
Force to “provide a further in-
depertdent check on the scien- |
tific . validity of the method oi’
investigation.” Tt will be-
rcleased simultenously  with :
the report.

The Associated Press reveal-
ed the main conclusion of the . »
Condon report Tuesday. There | |
had ‘been no disclosure on the |
reaction of the academy panel, '
working amid security so tight
that even the names of com- .
mittee members are a secret.

Informed sources disclosed
Wednesday, however, that the
academy panel would endorsc
the; primary finding that there

-ho evidence to support
theones that UFOs. or ﬂymﬂ

‘to elaborate.

panel

vEws  1]8/s9

saucers, are of extraterrestrial .
origin. The sources said this is !
“the only sensible - scientific
conclusion that could be:
drawn'” from studies made by
the Condon project.

The sources also said the ,
panel has ‘“no strong disagree-
ment” with other conclusions
of the report, but they dechned
I~
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“Very “simply ‘put, the half-mllhon-word
half-million-dollar,’ two-year study of UFOs
(unidentified flying objects) Just released
comes down to this:

- A small percentage of reports of sight-
ings of unidéntified flying objects' remain
unexplained. 'But ‘no evidence has turned
up that woul,d support . the theo;y that
these are actually sightings oi vehxcles

) from extraterrestrial- sources.-

‘And no evidence was found to support
the theory that:UFO reports indicate the
existence- of some  hidden threat to na-

: twnal security.

» This report,obviously is not going to be
accepted by. the many persons—scxentxsts
and laymen——who have come to believe that
UFOs ‘exist ‘aiid ‘are actually extraterres-
trial phenomena. In fact, even as this three-
volume study* (the work ‘of the. University
of - Colorado and directed by the eminent
scxentxst Dr, Edward U. Condon) appears,
séveral persons‘ are‘rushing into*print - with
paperbacks: challengmg the - Condon-report
—both xts conclusrons ‘and procedures.

Report sohdly backed

However, the ‘three~volume report has the
ihanimous ‘support of “a ‘blue.ribbon- panel
of scientists named by the National Acad-
emy of Sciences to review the study.’, These
examiners could find nothing wrong with
either the scope, methodology, or findings
of the Colorado group. - '

- Of the scope of the study they saxd “In
our opinion it was adequate to its purpose,
a, scientific study of UFO phenomena.”

'Of its methodology: “We think its meth-
cdology and approach were well-chosen, in
accordance - with accepted standards of
seientific investigation.” = ' @

‘And-of its findings: ' #Its conclusions and
interpretations were.warranted by the ev1~
dence and analyses presented "o

The Colorado’ report,”and-the academy s
underwriting of it, are quite specific in their
findings and comments It says, for ex-
ample, that- there 1s- no, basis for the con-
tention: -

-.®.That -the . subJect of UFOs is ‘“‘shrouded
inofficial secrecy’;.that the- Air Force
(which hds had responsibility for study.of
UFOs has covered up and misled-the . pub-

lic on UFO dangers; or that the Air Force -

and other government. agencnes have either
held ;back -information from the Colorado
study group or. tmed to influence its findings.

®. It says that as ‘hothing turnéd up in the
study to indicate UFOs were extraterrestrxal

or a.threat.to national security; future in- .
vestigations.. of UFO ' "reports . (;ould  be’’
handled by _the Defense Departr_i};]ot in’ :ts

normal surveillance operations. “'This means

that-the Air Force would not hgve to.con- -

-artlan, visitors.

tinue its Project Blue Book, a -specialized
unit devoted only to, ﬁnvestrgatu;g UFO
reports. The 1mphcat10n is that creation of
a new mgjor agency, as' some have sug-
gested, to study UFOs is unnecessary.

® It says that while “nothmg ‘has come -
from the study' of 1 gs -in the-past 21 years
that -has ‘added t0.Scientific knowledge,"
specific research’ in ‘Some fields is still war-
ranted—such as ,in atmospheric: optics,
radio-wave propagatxon, atmospheric elec-
tricity, plasma’: phenomena—since these
could help explain certain UFO slghtmgs
wtl;nlen more complete knowledge is avail-
able :

Extraterrestrral -reports douhted

The conclusion of the august National
Academy of :Sciences panel on the study
was unanimous: ‘“That this has been a very
creditable effort :to apply objéctively the
relevant techniques of science to the solu-
tion of the UFO problem.”

As for extraterrestnal sources of UFOs,
the panel:had this to say:’

- “The report:Suggests so many reasonable
and possible direc& ng in which explanation
may eventually’be jound that there seems

to be no. reason fo.attribute thém to an

- extraterrestrial  gource without: evidence

that is much 'm re~convincing. The report
also shows how difficult it is to apply scien-
tific methods.“to" "ghe ‘o¢casional transient
sightings with any’c han e of success.
“““While furthef study of particular aspects
of atmospheric phehomena may be useful,
a study of UFOs in"general.is not a prom-
ising way to expand scientific understanding
of the phenomena.. On the basis of present
knowledge, the least likely explanation of
UFOs is. the hypothesis. of - extraterrestrial
visitations by intelligent beings.” - - -
These -three volumes on UFOs,.with pic-
tures, tables, reports, case studies, etc., are
a gold mine for anyone interested. in UFOs,
whether doubters or behevers )
~There is:a chapter on what other coun-
trres are doing about UFQs ‘with possibly
the most interesting comment that on the
U.S.S.R. Dr. Condon tried to mdke contact
with - Soviet scientists on the ' matter of
UFOs, by letter to Moscow, through the
embassy in Washington, and at the¢ UN in
New York. He got nowhere.
.However, the Soviet attitude toward‘
UFOs was expressed in Pravda a. year ago-
when it wrote:



Historic references cited"
“No: one haswin:his. possession any new

;facts that- would substantiate the reahty of

ing * saucers.’ . They .are: not .seen by
asfronomers who attentwely study the skies

.-day :and’ night. - They are not, encountered .

by scientists who study the state' and con-

" dition of earth’s atmosphere., -‘They-thave.

not been observed by the air defense ser-
vxce of the couptry, .Thls eans there are
no: grounds for. réviving' ‘the. nons

long-bur,led rumors . about secret trips to
our planet by’ Martians or ‘Venusians. . . .
Acaderhician L.-A. Artsimovich at a recent
meeting on UFO . propaganda called it
‘an;xsclentxﬁc, saymg, ‘These fantasies do
not have .a ‘scientific basis at all; the ob-
served . ob;ec%s‘{s .are of a well-known

. nature i <

-There is- also a: chapter on ‘“UFOs in His-
tory,” citing so-called UFO reports dat-

. ing back to 213" B.C., including references
to~ ley, Charlemagne, Halley," Cotton -

Mather, .Madame Blavatsky, the Book of
Ezekiel, and Bertrand Russell.

There are several chapters.of case stud-
1es, giving detalls, investigations, ' conclu-
sions. There..is no attempt to be complete,
only to take up parucularly impressive or
well-known .cases, both over. the last 21
years, and in the two-year perlod of this
study. S

Chapters also deal thh analySIs of pho- .
tographic evidence,. direct physical evi-
dence, optical and radar analysxs of fleld -
cases, visual observations.

Other chapters. concern various suggested .
sclenuﬁc explanations of UFOs: psychologi-
cal, optics, radar, sonic boom, atmospheric .

electricity, plasma, balloons.

There is a_most  interesting chapter on
“visual observations madée by U.S. astro-
nauts.” It relates the - various obJects the
astronauts have reported seeing in space—

. with most of them explainable as air glow,
. aurora, stars, meteors, and various pieces
of space ‘“‘junk’ that have been left in

earth orbit. There is ‘mention of Astronaut
John H. Glenn’s ‘“‘fireflies,” of phenomena
seen by Gemini 12 -Astronaut James A.
Lovell on his extra vehicular activities and
described as ‘“‘stars.”

But there still are, it’ is reported, three
visual sightings by astronauts which have
no. explanation.

The report'’s tables include polls on adults
and teen-agers views on UFOs and on why
UFO sighters didn’t report to officials. Also
included is a° chapter ‘on pubhc attitudes
toward UFQs.”

These three ‘volumes ' teried “Scxenuﬁc

: Study of Unidentified Flying Objects” prom-

ise to be among the country’s best sellers
once they are put out in paperback, as Ban-
tam Books reportedly plans ‘to do shortly.
At the same time the report.promises to
popularize the many other UFO books now
on the market, by recognized scientists, fic-
tion authors, and even publicity seekers.

Dr. Condon warns in his mtroductlon to
the report:

“The subject of UFOs has been widely
misrepresented to-the public by a small
number of individuals who have given sen-
sationalized presentations in writings and
public lectures. So far as we can judge, not
many people have been misled by such ir-
responsible behavior, but whatever effect
there has been has been bad.”

And he. has this specific advice to science
teach¥érs in the schools: “We strongly
recommend that teachers refrain from giv-
ing students credit for school work based on
their reading of the presently available UFO
books and magazine articles.” .

It will be interesting to:see, now, if sci-
ence teachers refer their pupxls to this Col-
orado study—whether for credit or not—to
learn more. about a problem that has been
with us over the ages—but"specifically in
the United States for 21 years.



U.F.O. Finding: Not Visits From Afar

=~ By WALTER SULLIVAN -

The first full -scale scien-
tific study of unidentified fly-
inb objects, or U.F.O.'s, has
uncovered no evidence that
they are intelligently guided
spacecraft from beyond the
earth, according to the final
report of the project.

The report brushes aside
the demands of some scien-
tists and laymen for a large-
scale effort to determine the
nature of such “flying sau-
cers.” Such a project, the re-
port says in effect, would be
a waste of time and money.

The document, prepared by
a University of Colorado
team headed by Dr. Edward
U. Condon, is to be made
public shortly. At the request
of the Air Force, which spon-
sored the study, the report
has been assessed by a panel

. Contlnued From Page 1, Col. 4

.’ the Air Force policy of delaying

o
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|durin,
{the Air Force reports and in-
vestigations of reported objects‘a falling out between Dr. Con-

.|dollars, was contracted for by
;|the Air Force after it had ‘beq

of ' independent scientists
convened by the National
Academy of Sciences. It is
expected that this evaluation
will be made public at the
same time as the report.
Yesterday, however, the
Associated Press circulated a:
fragmentary account of the
principal conclusion of the
Colorado study. Sources with
access to the report were

then willing to discuss its-—port, did not lend"credence to

cuntents furtiier. .
In their investigation -of&
hundreds of incidents the
Colorado scientists found
that a number of episodes
previously classed as inex-
plicable could be accounted
for by natural means or by
hoaxes. The accounts of wit-
nesses with seemingly im-
peceable  credentials  were
reported to have been found,

in some cases, to be self-
contradictory and hence of
little value. :

This led the investigatlors
to be skeptical regarding the
residue of cases that, assum-
ing the reliability of the
witnesses, could not be ex-
plained by well-established
phenomena., These were
classed as unresolved but, i
according to the Colorado re-

the proposition that they rep- |]
‘resented  visitations from
another world.

The report is said to state
unequivocally that no evi-
dence could be found of a |
contemporary government ef-
fort to withhold information
about the objects from the
public. The only e¢xception—

LzS'0b"ON"" " ITIAXO"TOA

Continued on Page 50, Colunin 2

U.F-0. Finding: No Visits From Afar

termed a reasonable one—was

comment until the investigation
of an cpisode had been com-
pleted. .

1t is understood that portions
of the report are critical of
individual Air Force units. One
California episode involved the
nightly sighting of lights that
seemed, to an investigator from
the Colorado project, to be air-
craft landing’ and taking off
from a distant air base.

The air base denied such
flight operations, prolonging an
investigation that finally dem-
onstrated that the operations
had, in fact, given rise to re-
ports of unidentified objects.
The Colorado group is also re-
ported to be critical of delays,
the 1950's, in bringing

which have been responsible
for UF.O. reports over the
The Colorado group seems to
have made every effort to re-
main aloof from any Air Force
influence over its work. Thus
the cases that- it investigated
were chosen largely from the
recommendations of private
groups, Notable among these
was the National Investigations
Committee for Aerial Phenom-
ena, in Washington.
1t is headed by Donald Key-
hoe, a former Marine Corps
major who first achieved con-
siderable notice with a maga-
zine article contending that
“flying saucers” are extrater-
restrial visitations. His com-
mittee is not committed to this
view, but its members tend to
regard this as a serious possi-
bility.
As the investigative phase of
the Colorado project drew to a
close late in 1957 there was

fully into the open,
The Colorado study, which
has cost roughly a half million

don and Mr. Keyhoe's group,
allegedly because some state-
ments by Dr. Condon had shown
his lack of sympathy for the
|view that some unidentified ob-

of people did not believe tha
the Air Force had pursued th
subject adequately. Dr. Condon

come evident: that a numbeg

‘|was chosen to head the project,
tlwhich lasted 18 months, as a

man of eminence and known

Jlindependence.

He was formerly head of the
American Association’ for the
Advancement of Science, the
American. Physical Society and
the National Bureau of Stan-
dards. The last-named operated
a laboratory complex in the
University of Colorado’s home
town of Boulder.

Alded by Many Specialists

These laboratories, plus the
National Center for Atmospher-
ic Research, on a mesa over-
looking Boulder, provided a
reservolr of speclalists in at-
mospheric phenomena, abnor-
mal radar propogation, astrono-
my and other sciences related
to possible explanations of un-
identifled flying objects. Th
National  Center  for J—
mospheric Research condugts
a wide varlety of ballnon flights,

e i1l
Atdhoe’s committee

jects may ba_visitations from
other worlds.

Memo Provokes Dispute

An internal university memo-
randum was taken from the
project’s files and passed to
outside U.F.O. enthusiasts who
were disenchantel with the
project. o

The document, written before
the project had begun, dis-
cussed whether the university
could undertake the study
without incurring ridicule from
the academic world and while
satisfying the public that

1ts phraseology was taken by
some persons to indicate bias
against the objects. Two mem-
bers of the project’s staff were
dismissed, apparently for their
role in the removal and publi-
cation of this memorandum,
One was a g%cholog st, Dr|
v . Saundcrs, who had
eaTember of Mr. Key-

i
r. Key]

The Colorado group knew that

.an|Dr, Sauni repa a

open-minded study was bennmm%ﬂm’&u
made. their evaluations of some cases:

Saunders, written with a jour-
nalist from Boulder, R. Roger
Harkins, went on sale. This is
entitled, “U.F.0.’s? Yes!"” Its
subtitle is, “Where the Condon
Committee Went Wrong.”
The book, in paperback, was
set for publication simultane.
ously with issuance of the Con-
don report, but it was on sale
at some newsstands yesterday.
Dr. Saunders champions a con-
spiracy hypothesis.
That is, he and Mr. Harkins
argue for the possibility that
the. Colorado investigation was
a front contrived by the high-
est echelons of government
to mask the truth, The “truth,”|]
presumably, was that U.F.O.'s
are known to the government,
to be visitations from afar.
Dr. Saunders stated: ~l
“l am sure everyone on the
University of Colorado Project
at one time or another asked
himself (unless he already kne
the answer) why, if the true

|lwere many plausible answers!
to this question, but they all

‘SAWIL HYOX MAN FHL

implied that eone_on_the
roject_must be acting ¥

ble role.” I
 He said this had led to mu-
tual-distrust. Healso complained
that other members of the proj-
ect's -staff had referred to him
as a' “quasi-believer.”

The reaction of Dr. Condon
to past charges of bias was: :
Wait for the report. He argued
that the validity of his con-
clusions and. those of his col-
leagues must stand or fall on
the observations and analyses|'
described in that document.

ey
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would be challenged.

However from other studies of|
this sort it has become evident
that in most cases the evid
is largely hearsay and it is
often impossible to prove or
disprove a particular hypothe-

reason that Dr. Condon hds
concluded that further studies

joining the project.
This week a book by Dr:

shortly befot of the unidentified objects are] .

unlikely to add much to s'cien~

tific knowledge. _
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AP Secisnce Triter . :
VASAINCTON AP = A secret report on an Air Force~financed
investigation of flylng saucers will say there is ng scientific
evidence to indicate that thess unidentified flying objects are

" gpaceships from another world,
Fatormsd

formdd sources told The Associated Press that this will be the
§§1mary tarust of tho clossly-guaried report on a two-yoear study
a team of nongovernment scientists,

The sources sald the report will not claim that the study produced

rroof that UFO s are not manned survelllance craft from outer space.
You can t prova a negative, the sources said. :

Nelther, thoy sald, will 1t auestion the possibility that
intelligent 1ife sxists bayond the earth, Instead, it will emphasize
that the investigation uncovered no scisntific evidence to sup¥ort
contentions by various individual sclentists and private organizations
that £lying saucers are vigitors from a distant planst, ‘

The study, financed by a $500, 00 grant from the Air Force, was
mde by a team of scientlists under the direction of Dr., Edward U,
Condon of the University of Colorado.

Tight security has bsen imposad on the project from the start,
and authorities are still working bard to guard against leaks.,

The 1, O-page report has been furned over, at the Air Force s
reouos%, to a spascial appraisal committee of the Natlonal Academy of
Sciences,; which refuses to divulge any information, even the names
of committes membors, , :

Findings of the academy committoe are to bs attached to the report
gor‘gi?gltaneous release by the Air Forece, now tentatively schedulsd

or Friday, o » .

It was learnsd that the only other coples of the regort are locked
in a basemant at the University of Coloradeo at Boulder, '

Dr, Condon, &5,.a phgsicist anil a formar chief of the U,S, Katlonal
Bureau of sﬁandards, as repeatedly refused to talk about the
£indings of tae project. ' -
Asked in an interview last Fedruary whaether the study had made him

a believer or disbsliever in the theory that flying saucers are

spacecraft from other planets, he replieds
I m not %etting to bs more one way than the other, tut I m not
1l you what that way 1s, .
Condon 8 project staff includsd a dozen astronomsrs, physicists ani
psycholorists . #9w2;5 , enlisted the aid o

Condon 8 project staff included a dozen astronomers, physlcists and
mychologists, He also enlisted the ald of outside consultants,
and contracted with private avencles for some research,

The Air Force commisslionad Condon s stud{ in the face of pesrsistent
cri%%cigm of its own UF0 investigations, begun 20 years ago and still
can naing, ' : :
Critics og the Air Porce claim its studles are blased against the
Possibility that URQ s are mannad survelllance craft from other
space, and accuse 1t of withholding information that might prove the
ﬁogéention. The Air Force has vigorously denied both accusations.

~
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‘” Sciencs Arlter . \ ‘
WASHIEGTON AP~ sA blue-ribbonchnmitten of. the uational Acainmv
of, qcinnces ‘will agree.with the main concluaion of- & secret report

. en-a-scientific: 1nv93ti§ation that says there -1s no- »vid“ncnfto

indicats that- unidantif edﬁflying oblects &L“‘SyaCGSQipS from
1his was learnzd Wodnesday as the“Air Forcs, :which firanced tie

:"t 0Oy two-yﬂar study, was preparing to release tae long~auaitﬂd
rﬂ¢por PR

f‘tThe study, commissionsd by tha Air Forcs as an independent
s.one to answer: persistnnt criticism of its own invesiigations, was

‘conducted by a group of non-gevermment scientists headed bty Dr.

j Edward U. Conden of the Univarsity of Coleradoe.

Since Nov. 15, the project s-secret repport has b sen undev: reviev
by the special panel of the prestiglous Academy of Sciences, The
. appraisal was asked by the Air Force to rovids a further o
indepsndent .check _on the sclentific validity of the metiod of ‘
investigation, It will be relesased sinultaneously wita the- rnport.
The Associated Pregs revaaled- tag pain conclusilen of the Condon
-report Tusgday, but thevre had beenrne leak on. the reaction of the

- academy panel, working amid sscurity so tight taat sven thn

mmes of committes membors are a secret.

Informed-sou¥ces disclosed -Kednesday, howevery that tae acadomy
panﬂl will endorse the: primary finding that toere is ne’ »vidﬂncn to .
suppert theories that UFO s, or flying saucers, are of '
gg ra:terrestrial origin, The sources sald this 1s the only
“'Sensible scientific conclusion that could be drawn frem studies
uadﬂ by the Condon project. .

“Pha“sourcas-alse sald the Eanelwpas,, ne sirong disagreemnnt Lo
wit% ot%“r conclusions of -the report, bui they- Sﬁclinﬁd to T,
sla bora S LT
Sttll,anotherwsourchﬂfamiliar with thesreport said. 1t will S
declaremthat xo Ject scientists believie .. thsve ls noifuture

further scfantific Anvestigations oFeUFO -8, -
- T s apparently;isidiredted at demand€™ by 1ndividuad.sclentists
and’'private organization for continued and: bréader scientific:
probas of flying saucérs, seme -of which ware made-while' the -
. Colorado. studyvstill was undier way.

One such sclentists 1s Dr. James E. ¥McDonald, s2nier
Bﬁysicist at the Unlversity of Arlzgna s Ingtitute of Atmospueric

sics, who t61d ths Housk Stace Commiiee last July that a

t goaaar tase - of inouiry is needﬂd beyond that of the Condon
Suv. . .

““Fa¥lter, Rep., J. Edward Rousch, D-Ind., called for a congressional
invastigation of flying saucers, contoniing that Condon 8 group
e floundering -in disgsension, -

‘Rousch apparently vreferred to Condon s firingxof two ;maafct
sclentists last.February. The sciantists, Dr¢ David R oanndnrs
‘ani’ Dr, Noruan=Lesine, were accus®d by.. Oonton of. imcompetence,

Inranothsr develoIment ‘Wednesday,:. the Fatlonal: Invastigations
Committee on Aerial Phenomenma—a private group that gathers reports
on. £1lying saucersvcalled a news conferance for Friday in connectlen

with ‘official ralease of the report. This:group charged last bay

LR e
SR

.that the Condon study lacked impartiality.
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The upcoming repert afpeara cartailn to prompt renowed ‘eontreversy.

Iast May, tno National Investigations Committee on Aerial Phonomena~a
€r1vate group that ﬁathers informatlon on f£lying saucers—charged

hat the Condon study lacked impartiality. The organization said
it had breken relations with the Condon group after what 1t called

7 months of ceoperatien. , ‘ ' :

That same mgnth, Rof. Jo Edward Roush, D~Ind., called for a
congressieonil investigation of £1ying sauvcers, saying they Condon
study was floundering in disgension. . '
_He apparently referrod te Condon s firing of two project scientists,

- Dr, David R, Saunders and Dr. Norman Ievine, Condon accused the
two of incompstence, ) -

The House Space and Astrorutics Committee held a seminar on UFO s
last July. Ground rules prohibited specific dlscussion of the Cendoen
wolect, but Re%:° William ¥, Ryan, D-N,Y,.p asked Dr, James E, McDonald,
senler phygicists at the University of Arlzona s Ingtitute ¢f
Atmosphgréc Physics, whether more study than the Colorado project
was needed., V . '

"Emphatically yes,  the witness reglied. We need a broader tase,
The fatlomal Aeronautics and Syace Administration or the National
Sgiaﬁce Poundation ought to support some universities to make studles
el U¥Q s, ‘ ) :

In announcing the Condon project in Octobsr, 19&&, Air Force

Secretary Harold Brown sald the Unlversity of Colorado had besn
comnissioned to analyze phenomena asseclated with UFO sightings,

and mke recommendations on the Air Force s methods of linvestigatien
and evaluvation, He added that.to the National Academy of Sciences
review will not be part of the 1nvesti§ation team, but will preovide
a further independent check on the scienfific validity of the mathod
of investigation. Co : o
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v Wasbington . determined to cast a]l dogbt

It ‘was i hoped that the..::.-z.. on ?}J JFO sightings.”

“scientific study of unidenti-
ﬁed *,ﬂymgéobJects 1 undery
eh::by: {Dr. l';ldward-U g
'_-;Coann *his' team”at the .
~University. s of - ECQlorado, ‘ideny
would be conclusive. more ut certainly no less,
It isn’t. It is mconcluswe - The* Condon report pro-.
- at_significant paints. * 2 wdes:ﬁredlble explanations .
The massive;’ 1500-page “ ‘{0’ many- of the reported
report does offer a number sightings which were investi-
of judgments:: -~ ° 4 - :gated. But the fact remams
That UFOs. .are not-. that a. substantial percent-

*‘spacecraft visiting the.
earth from' another cxvxhza- ‘
tion.” -

That -man’ should not ex-’
pect to be visited by space-'’
ships from -other solar sys- .
tems “in- the next 10 000 )
years.” ‘1' i pldmed cases. . <

That any further study of LA
UFOs will not “advance sgi- " - Sel enuﬁc bias
ence” and that on the'basis
‘of present information there.

i.

5, 11 sxmply argue
¥ Os are UFOs—un-
1\ d ﬂymg objects, no .

'i:Condon report remain unex-
plained in terms of natural

- perhaps five to six :times-
-’: larger than the Air Force’s '

-1I'find it hard to escape the

" contlusion that there are
is no need for the goverr: -"; teo many unexplained and
ment to sponsor furtherJ in- .- ‘‘presently unexplainable un-
vestigations. L " identified flying objects from
' % -/. too many credible and re-

Skeptical of} skeptlcs- '.

Obviously the: Colorado
study is useful,” welcome, i
impressive.

But it is mconclusxkve be- 4
cause while the report has
identified many flying. ob-:.
jects, it leaves umdentlﬁed )
many others. ;

>spons1b1e witnesses to ban-
- ish-the subJect from public
concern.

* It should not be banished
3"‘_"and it seems clear that the

erase the UFO.; question
from the minds of¥n;
;- en and from-the minds of-
It may be a valid ﬁndmg " . a good number of scientists.
Fifty . of them

that. UFOs are not intelli-
gently ‘guided craft from.-: .joined w;th the responsible
: natjonal - Investigations

distant space, but that, does.

" not prove that they are not.. Commlttee on ‘Aerial  Phe-
unidentified flying objects, .
I am no UFO. buff, but-1
have pecome convmced tha.t co

*sional ., n;vestigation:" of *
Qﬁt‘-h.&"

it is, well to.be skeptical.of o’ a5 Onera ‘thing wi;xch has
the UFO skeptics wha have:' 7 caused! me to be" skepficalj

been so- certain: that they..:. of ;the UFO skeptics’ is'pas.
could all be explained away - tronizmg idisdain by many
.by swamp gas, or radar:..; sc1e1;tl.sts ‘toward other; sci- ’
malfunctxonmg or hysterical ~ entists who “interest- them-
witnesses. ‘I have siimply - 'selves in UFOs. This bias
come to doubt those who are - against investigation of the

s

UF OS' are :’su]l aroundm» i

0 n’t contend that U:E‘Os ,
isits from extra‘ter-,

age of UFO sxghtmgs in the
..phenomena — a percentage ’

own; percentage of unex--

Condon . report 'doés not .

arylay- "

recently

1 Of

‘view

liair, on the part of
the sclentlﬁc community is
. so acute that the Umversxty
of Colorado hesitated to un-
dertake the UFO study un-
til it became persuaded that
there might be a way to
fool the:public into believing

 the investigation would' be

objective and to fool the sci-

“entific community:into be-

lieving the team would be

packed w1th unbelievers.

Tendency to doubt
I quote from a: ' memo

. which led to Colorado’s-final

decxsmn to go ahead

“The . trick. would: be,”

wrote the . man:, who .was
. later fo be the: study,s proj-

..ect director,,. *‘tb; describe

" the praoject.so. that, to. the
publie, _ jt- would appear a
totally objective study but,
to the scientific commumty,
would present the image of
a group of nonbelievers try-
ing their best to be objective
but having.an almost zero
expectation, of ﬂndmg a
saucer.”.

The, tendencz of the hu-
man mmd has' always been
to believg it qan't be done —
that.the-submarine wouldn’t
work, Ahat a{eavier-than-alr
craft would.n

Wonder what’ they thought
about Jules Verne when 110
" years ago he predicted that
the time would*come when

_ .three astronauts would take

. off from™’ Flonda for the

_ 'nomena in urging a congres- ',‘ " moon.: They\probab‘ly said —

“'not.in 10,000  years!

'I'he oppos1te to. all t.hese. )
negatwes s, ,pearest ,the
truth Anythmg good }uch
‘man_ can. cancgive he ’
do And, e can ‘{hmk, ac-
"“cept, the expeétatlon ‘that
~the time-) will come wheh we
“'will *'be,_'able 9} "look" out -
from the stars. A
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Is there mtelhgeut‘ hfe elsewhere in
the universe?

A part. of the Just-pubhshed three-

volume “Scientific Study of UFOs” dis-
cussed this subject.at some length, Dr.
Edward U. Condon, respected physicist,
scientist, ‘and former head of the Na-
tional Bureau of Standards, headed the
study by the University of Colorado and
authored this particular section of the
report.

To set the stage for consideration of

‘ the subject, Dr. Condon makes these

comments: life began on earth more
than a billion years ago. The known geo-
logical age of the earth is some § billion
years. Advanced scientific technology is
only 100 years old. We are just onthe
threshold of technologic -progress.

It is, hard for. man, to conceive. of the

. dimensions of the uniyerse. A light year

is 5,880,000,000 miles. The nearest known

star to. earth is 4.2 light years away. Our .

galaxy, the Milky Way, is about 8000
light-years in ‘diameter. .

Our sun is about 28,000 hght-years
from the center, Other galaxxes are in-
conceivably remote.- The faintest observ-
able galaxies are two billion light years
away. There are some 100 million such

galaxies within that distance. The aver- -

age distance between galaxies. ls some 8
million lxght-years. . .

Assumptmns* dxsmtssed

It is within’ the ‘framework of these .

astronomical measurements: that Dr.

Condon comments; ‘“We. have no, right .

to assume that- in life . communities
everywhere there is a’ steady evolution

in the directions of both greater intelli-
gence and greater technologlcal com-

petence.”-

He suggests that “‘by the time g so-

ciety -would be ‘techpically cgpable of
interstellar :space travel, it could have
reached a level of intellxgence at which

“it had not the slightest. mterest in inter-

stellar travel ”

Hxs conclusxons: “We must not as-
sume that we are capable of imagining
now the scope and extent of future tech-
nological development of our-own or

any other civilization; and so we must
guard against assuming that we have:

any capacity to imagine what admore

Washlngton -

' able planets in orbit aroundjthem. ’ :
" Venus too hot o

ace

ppmm $.d. knumd &ouss

advanced soclety would regard as in-
telligent conduct.” -

Dr. Condon raises another provocatwe .

problem for interstellar. space travel:
civilizations may well develop to the
point where they destroy themselves
utterly before acquiring the technology

for long space voyages. If the eﬁectiv'e :

intelligent life span of a civilization is,
say, 100,000 years (a figure he supports
with some logic), such a short time span
works against the prospect of successful

interstellar communication.

“Different - civilizations would prob-
ably reach the culmination of their de-
velopment at different epochs in cosmic

history,’” he concjudes. To buttress. this -

argument he adds that stars are con-
stantly being formed by condensation
of interstellar dust and gases. So the
prospect, he suggests,. is ‘infinitesimal

“that two nearby civilizations would be in-

a state of high development at the same

.epoch.
. ‘Habitable planets’ esumated

Dr. Condon does, however, agree that .
there may be “many mam-sequence,

stars probably accompanied by planets
at just the right distance from their sun

to provide for habitable condmons for
life as we know it.” He says'it is there-,
fore reasonable that where stars are,

there are probably habitable planets.

. But he is quick to add that this is ‘‘en-

tirely speculation: we are quite unable
directly to observe any planets .asso-
ciated with stars other than the sun.”

Dr. Condon does not say there is no -

intelligent life elsewhere, but he -rates

‘the prospect of such possijble civiliza-
‘tions visiting earth as nil; even’though

“in our own galaxy there may- be-as
many as a billion stars that hayve habit-

He points out that “bmlogigts feel con-

fident that wherever physical and chem-
ical conditions are right, life will' ac-

" tually.. emerge.” Hence, with biologists

saying that places are sure to become
inhabited where physical and chemical
conditlons are suitable, and with astron-
omers: sgymg there are a vast number
of starg inithe universe accompanied by
planets ‘where these conditions exist,

: he concludes that intelligent life else-
.where is “essentlally certaipn.” But he

insists: *“There is no relation between
intelligent life at other solar systems

- and the UFO phenomenon as observed

on earth.”
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