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NASN

National Aeronautics and
Space Administration

Washington, D.C
20546

LFD-10
March 2, 1978

Peter A. Gersten

Rothblatt, Rothblatt, Seijas
& Peskin

191 East 16lst Street

Bronx, NY 10451

Dear Mr. Gersten:

By letter dated February 13, 1978, you requested,
pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act, "All
documents, files, memoranda, notes, tape recordings,
transcripts, minutes, inter and intra office corre-
spondence, and all other records relating and affecting
NASA's position on UFO matters as stated in the letter
to Dr. Frank Press, Director of the Office o Science
and Technology, and also information aboul NASA's

relationship with the Central Intelligence Agency
concerning UFO matters."

I have been able to locate the following documents which
fall within your request:

1. July 21, 1977, letter from Dr. Press to
Dr. Frosch (1 page);

2. September 6, 1977, letter from Dr. Frosch to
Dr. Press (2 pages);

3. September 14, 1977, letter from Dr. Press
to Dr. Frosch (1 page);

4. December 21, 1977, letter from Dr. Frosch
to Dr. Press (2 pages);

5. November 8, 1977, memorandum from the Associate
Y Ndministrator for Space Science to the
Administrator (4 pages); and

6. September 1, 1977, letter with attachments
from Colonel Senn, USAF, to Duward L. Crow,
NASA (7 pages).
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Enclosed you will f

ind copies of documents no. 1: 20 3, 4
and 6 listed above. ’

In regard to the question about NASA's relationship

with the CIA, prior to transmitting the letter in
question, NASA queried the CIA to ascertain whether
Or not there were any classified data sources pertinent

to the recommendations in the letter. No such sources
were identified,

It is my initial determ

ination that document no. 5, which
» an internal agency memorandum, is exempt from release

under S U.S.C. 552(b) (5) and 14 C.F.R. 1206.300(b) (5).
That exemption applies to

”Interagency or intraa
which would

other than a

géncy memorandums or letters
not be available by law to a party

N agency in litigation with NASA.™

predecisional document
der this exemption. However, in

h my authority under 14 C.F.R. 1206.208,

n internal agency recommendation. As

his paragraph, which is predec
inhibit frank communication between

officials of this agency.

You are advised that You may appeal this initial

determination to the NASA Administrator. vYour appeal ,

must (1) be addressed to the Administrator, NASA Headquarters,

Washington, D.cC. 20546, (2) be identified clearly on the
envelope and in the lett

€r as an "Appeal under the Freedom
of Information Act;" (3) include a copy of the request

for the agency record and a copy of the adverse initial
determination; (4) state,

reasons why you believe th
be reversed; and (5) be se

30 calendar days of the date of receipt of the initial
determination.

Sincerely,
Miles waégéner
Chief, Public Information

Services Branch

Enclosures

hkny



R | . EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIVEN| vy B s
' OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY

WASHINGTON, D.C 20500 S'EP 30 1312

JuL 21 1977

Dear Bob:

.

We have discovered that the White House is becoming the
focal point for an increasing number of inquiries concerning
UFQ's. As you know, there appears to be a national reviv§1
of interest in the matter with a younger generation becoming
involved. Those of us in the Executive Office are i11-
equipped to handle these kinds of inquiries.

[t seems to me that the focal point for the UF0 question

ought to be in NASA. I recommend two things: since it has
been nearly a decade since the Condan report, I believe that

a small panel of inquiry could be formed to see if there are
any new significant findings. Since this is a public relations
problem as much as anything else, people who are known to be
interested in the problem and also highly krnown, such as

Carl Sagan, ought to be involved. This is a panel of inquiry
that could be formed by NASA.

The second thing I would like to suggest is that NASA become

the focal point for general correspondence and that those e
inquiries which come to the White House be sent to the
designated desk at NASA,.

Yours sincerely, ‘ d
SIGRED: '
Frank Press :
Director ot
t.
Robert Frosch
Administrator
National Aeronautics and
_Space Administration
Washington, D.C. 20546
OSTP {PSmith:kay 7-21-77
bcc: - .
Director (2) . 2 '\ !
Subject ' . . e .

; e
Chrono Ca 1 3
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Honorable Frank Pregs
Director

OIfice of Scisnce and Tochnology Policy
Executive Office of the President
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Frank:

In vour latter of July 21 you expressed the viow that NASA
should te the focal point for UFO matters, and specifically
recommended that a panel of inQuiry be formed by NASA to see
if thero are any yignificant ncw findings since the Condon
Yeport and that NASA become tin focal point for general
correspondence and inquiries,

VWhile wo are inclined t» tgrce with your recomuendation, thore

8re a number of questicas which neced to re resolved before any
formal progran is undertaken. You nay know that the Air Force
sorved as the focal point for UFO matters during the 1960's

and devoted consideradle resources to the program, It, however,
concluded, in the abasance of significant findings, that the
Program warrantod no more than routine form Jetter answers to
lnquiries and has been bhardling the pronran in that rcanner
since about 1970. It now handles a small number of inquiries,
perhaps 10 to 12 xonthly, EASA, likewlse, handles routine
inquiries by form letter responoe, 10 to 12 formal inquirie s
and a soncwhat larger number of pudblic inquiries monthly. NASA

usss the informatlon sheet attached in its reaponses., The Air
Force uscs eimilar data, '

From the point of view of the Administration ag a whole, this
i®s oconouical, IHowever, it falls to provide a recogn!zed
focal point for technical appraisal of 8ightings and under-

standably recults in some frustration to individuals naking
what they consider to be sorious inquirica,

A pancl of inquiry ouch as

you suggest might possibly discov
new olgnificant findingse,

er
It would certainly genorate curre

nt
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interoat and could lead to the d-cignation nf KASA as the

focal point for UFO mattera. It would re=guiro ncre additional
resources for the inquiry and for follow-cn nctivity. Befcre
committing to this, I fecl that we should mo urms curseclves

that an inquiry {s justified. I beliove wo vould do this by o
naning a NASA project officer to review reports of the last '
ten years and to provide a specific recormondation relotive

to any further laquiry by the cnd of this year. 1€ you concur,
I will initiate this zction.

Very truly yours,

Orig-zal STgued Py
Holwrtl A.--Frosch

Robart A, Frosch
hdminiatrator

Enclosura

an R’
ne
ADA

ccC:

%

B ool W/
\\\\\

F/Rr. Mewrman:elt:38/18/77 A-345611
Rewritten:ADA/L:Row/Crow:3/25/17
Rewritten:ACA/Crov:aom:9/1/77
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Dear Bob:

I have your letter of
July 21 recomiending that N
activity in UFO matters,

[ am pleased tha
quiries on UFQc,
direct such inquir

responsibility

with your Erecutiy
inquiries to NASA.

Regarding

for the scientific and technical a
[ can understand your reluctance t

program before

By copy of this letter,
House Media Liaison Office of our exchan
50 that they are in the communications 1
wi]l suggest that he forward al) public inquiries on UFOs to the

White House to

I would appreciate it 1f NASA could k
Schneider, informed of any progress the ag
on a possible UFQ study

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESINEMT
OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND TECHNOI.OGY POLICY
WASHINGTON O C 20500

“September 14, 1977

the reccomendation for NASA to become a focal point
ppraisal of the UFO phenomenon,
0 comit the agency to a forral

evaluating the current status and recent history of
UFO activity and determining what might be

a serious study on this matter. Therefore,

of assigning a project officer at NASA to review the sftuation”
before deciding whether to under

NASA (Code 4) for response.

Yours sincerely,

take a more formal 1nquiry.

Septenber 6 responding to my letter of
ASA become a focal point for Federal

t you agree that NASA can handle the public in-
The fact that my Office and the White House can
fes to NASA will relieve my small staff of a

we are not equipped to handle. Therefore, 1 have
asked my assistant, Stan Schneider, who has discussed this matter

e Gfficer, Ed Andrews, to forward all our UFO

involved in conducting
I concur with your idea

I am informing Jim Purks of the White

ge of ideas on this subject
00p on this s{ituation.

) e Cony 1y
* tpew M9 Corsy I
. Frank Press )
N Director
llonorable Robert A. Frosch A 5‘(";\\
Adiinistrator i TP
National Aeronautics and RERR AN
Space hdministration
Washington, D.C. 20546 vevecey Toan

cc: Jim Purk-

$seny

"".N. Media Liatson

eep my office, through Stan
ency mabes toward a decision

-

N-XY:H
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December 21, 1977

Honorable Frank Cress

Director

Office of Science and Technology
Policy

Executive Office of the President

Washington, DC 20500

Dear Frank:

In response to your letter of September 14, 1977, regarding
NASA's possible role in UFO matters, we are fully prepared
at this time to continue responding to public inquiries
along the same lines as we have in the past. If some new'
element of hard evidence is brought to our attention, in
the future, it would be entirely appropriate for a NASA
laboratory to anolyze and report upon an otherwise unex-
plained organic or inorganic sample; we stand ready to
respond to any bona fide physical evidence from credible

sources. We intend to leave the door clearly open for
such a possibility.

We have given considerable thought to the question of what
else the United Statcs might and should do in the area of
UEO research. There is an absence of tangible or pPhysical
evidence available for thorough laboratory analysis. And
because of the absence of such evidence, we have not been
able to devise a sound scientific proced
these phenomena. To proceed on a research task without a
disciplinary framework and an exploratory technique in

mind would be wasteful and probably unoroductive. I do not
fcel that we could mount a research effort without a better
starting “point than we have been able to identify thus far.
I would therefore propose that NASA take no steps to estab-
lish a research activity in this area or to convene a
symposium on this subject.

ure for investigating

o —— -




I wish in no way to indicate that NASA has come to any
~conclusion about these phenomena as such; institutionally,
we retain an open mind, a keen sense of scientific curios-
ity, and a willingness to analyze technical problems within
our competence.

Very truly yours,
Original Signed By

Robert A. Frosch

Robert A. Frosch
Administrator

LTI 1]




NASA

Nahonal Aertonothcs and

Space Adminestration
INEORMATION SHEET Prepared by
FOM .¢ 6 FGM/Otfice of Public Affairs

NASA Headquarters
Washington, D.C. 20546

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

NASA is not involved in research concerning unidentified
flying objects. Reports of unidentified objects enter-
ing U.S. air space are of interest to the U.S. military
as a regular part of defense surveillance, but no govern-

ment agency is conducting an ongoing investigation of
UFOs at this time.

An extensive study known as Project Blue Book was under-
taken in the 1960's by the U.S. Air Force through a
contract with the University of Colorado. Based on the
findings of this study as reviewed by the National Academy

of Sciences, the Air Force terminated the project
December 17, 1969.

The University of Colorado report, entitled Scientific

Study of "nidentified Flying Objects, was published in
Paperback by Bantam Books. A three-volume photoduplication
(AD 680:575-6-7) may be purchased for $18 from the National
Technical Information Service, U.S. Department of Commerce,
Springfield, Virginia 22151. The complete reports were
transferred from Air Force storage in July 1976 to The
National Archives, 8th Street and Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, DC 20408. Those wishing to view the report

must obtain a researcher's permit from the National Archives
and Records Service.

The University of Colorado study reached the following
conclusions: (1) there was no evidence that the subject

of UFOs had been "shrouded in official security"; (2) UFOs
did not constitute any hazard to national security; (3)
two decades of UFO study had made no significant contri-
bution to scientific knowledge; and (4) further extensive
study of the general topic could not be expected to con-
tribute meaningfully to the advancement of science.

L1211
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NASA

Nanonal Acronautics and
Space Adimistiraton

Viackerqion DC

SQC 26, November 8, 1977

MEMORANDUM

TO: A/Administrator
FROM: S/Associate Administrator for Space Science
SUBJECT:

UFO Study Considerations

Following the recent exchan

ge of correspondence with
Frank Press,

I have been giving the UFO matter some thought,
especially the question of what NASA could reasonably do
in both the short ang long term.

The environ

ment since the 1969 Condon report seems to have
changed:

There is a widespread interest in UFO's (and in
related paranormal Phenomena) that cannot be _
dismissed lightly as involving only a fringe of
the population; probably 50% of the United States
believes that "something" in the way of persistent

phenomena exists or has existed (based on pPutkt _c¢
poll). "

The UN is currently considering a resolution to
establish a specialized agency for UFO matters,

== In France, the CNES has been formal

ly charged with
setting up a UFO study activity ung

er Claude Poher.

-~ There are many apparently viabhl~
tions in the United States wit].
ships that are following the UFO
several different view points,

private organiza- '
responsible membey .
Phenomena from

the "near encounter" type (Pascagoula,

Miss., 197
Prospect, Ky., 1977) over the last few Years. .

t -
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There is a general fceling among the UFO organiza<
tions at least that the United States Government
"knows" far more than it has released, and may even
have pieces of UFO hardware in hand.

Open-mindedness about UFO and paranormal phenomena seems tO
be tecoming more "respectable" in the genesral public. BoOOkS
and articles flourish. The 1FEE is often a forum for matters
that would have been rejected out of hand ten years ago.
Classified angd unclassified research suppcrted by Federal
agencies has brushed the UFO community (prcponents of "remote
viewing" often cross-couple with UFO proponents). At the -
same time, there are vocal "debunking" groups active on the

other side of the lssue; the matter seems rather polarized in
modern society. -

There are two major problems involved in considering any review
of the UFO phenomenon by NASA: first, an apparent lack of

any tangible or physical evidence available for lahoratory
analysis; second, the absence of any sound scientific protocol
for investigating the phencmenon firsthand. There is a
plethora of secondary source material -- human Observation

and reports thcreon -- but hearsay is diffi~ult to deal with
scientifically. There are, of course, other problems as well:
the probability of hoaxes, the tendency for any investigator
to pre-judge, the delicate interface of the Government with
any private individual reporting an incident, angd the d-nger
of prciccting an inaccurate NASA or Administration image.

All in all, undertaking a formal study at this time appears
fggﬁ&ht with perils.

It appears that NASA has two immediate choices,

each with itg
follow-on implications:

l. We could, on the basis of the situation outlined
above and without taking further action, recommend to osTP
that we see no responsible way at this time for the Federal

government, and especially NASA, to investigate the UFO
phenomenon.

y

a. This approach might ¢ncourage the vocal pro-

UFO groups to continue their charges of cover-
up and bureaucratic blindness.
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b. It might avoid fomenting controversy and

division within the sciepnce community NASA
deals with.

€. It would require no change in our current
PIO responses to the public.

It would divert no resources from those higher
pPriority applications, science, and technology
activities which are our legislated charges.

€. It would also be begging the question.

2. We could make a formal request, from my office or
Ken Chapman's, to the largest and best-known of the UFO
organizations (APRO, NICAP, MUFON, CUFOS, etc.) requesting
them to submit their "best" cases to aid us in determining
the Government's possible role. We could then compile this
material into a usable format, do some first-order checks
(probably involving some interviews and data-gathering), and,
before drawing our own conclusions, ask for a "peer review"--
possibly by the Smithsonian Institution. NASA would then
make its own assessment as to whether further research were
warranted or not, and if so, in what direction it should pro-
¢eed. As a minimum, having gone this far and this publicly,
N%SA should stand ready to investigate new hard evidence that
might come in -- this could logically be an added assignment
for ARC and MSFC, depending on the physical or biological
character of the evidence.

a. This approach commits NASA and the Administration
publicly to at least some review of the Phenome-~
non; an eventual negative decision will not

satisfy the enthusiasts and a Positive one will
enrage the non-enthusiasts.

b. It will encourage a great deal of correspondence
on both sides of the question: it may lead to

a rash of sightings, hoaxes, and/or Public ex-
citement.

LT
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C. It will‘place severe demands on the few NASA. N
people involved in the first phase: there wil .
be problems of workload, pecr pressure, and pre-
judgment .
d. 1f

any follow-through becomes nccessary, the

resources needed could be quitce large -- travel,
tests, intervicws, and reports,

We are available to discuss the implications of either Option
1 or 2 with you.

Noel W. Hinners

AD/Dr. Lovelace
Y/Mr. williamson

Ld 2 T T
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OFFICL (* Y BLCAEYARY

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
WASHMINGTON D C 2033

§ s ¥

Lieutenant General Duward L. Crow, USAF (Ret)
National Aeronautics and Spacc Admiristration
400 Maryland Avenue

Washingtor, D. C. 20546

Dear General Crov\:

Inclosed arc the UFO Fact Sheet and stardard respanse
to UFO public inguiries you requested.

1 sincerely hope you are cuccessful 1in preventing a
reopening of UFO investigations.

Sincerely,

7 ko, YN

CNMRLES H. SENM. Colonel, US'E
Chief, Cemmunity R:lations Divsion
Office of Information

-

Attachm-nts

""mn (‘ py la R%"‘
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Spoee Adimsitahon

INFORMATION SMEET PeapaTs oy .. AHairs
FGM ¢ _c - FGM/Otfice of Public A
_— ,{ . NASA Hesdquartars

Wathington, D.C. 2“’""

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

. NASA is not involved in research concerning unidentified

flying objects. Reports of unidentified objects enter-
ing U.S. air space are of interest to the U.S. military
as a regular part of defense surveillance, but no govexrn-

ment agency is conducting an ongoing investigation of
UFOs at this time.

An extensive study kflown as Project Blue Book was under- _ -
taken in the 1960's by the U.S. Air Force through a '

i contract with the University of Colorado. Based on the

i - findings of this study as reviewed by the National Academy

of Sciences, the Air Force terminated the project
December 17, 1969. -

c—

The University of Colorado report, entitled Scientific

Study of Unidentified Flying Objects, was published in '
paperback by Bantam Books. A three-volume photoduplication
(AD 680:975-6~7) may be purchased for $18 from the National
Technical Information Service, U.S. Department of Commerce,
Springfield, Virginia 22151. The complete reports were
transferred from Air Force storage in July 1976 to The
National Archives, 8th Street and Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, DC 20408. - Those wishing to view the report

: must obtain a researcher's permit from the National Archives
| and Records Service.

The University of Colorado study reached the following
conclusions: (1) there was no evidence that the subject
of UFOs had been "shrouded in official security"; (2) UroOs
did not constitute any hazard to national security; 1{3)
two decades of UFO study had made no significant contri-
bution to scientific knowledge; and (4) further extensive
} : study of the general topic could not be expected to con-
: tribute meaningfully to the advancement of science.
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The panel of the National Académy of Sciences agreed.with
these conclusions and further commented, "On the basis gf
present knowledge the least likely explanation of UFOs 1S

the hypothesis of extraterrestrial visitations by intelli-
gent beings,"

Although the U.S. government no longer dedicates funds’

and personnel to the study of UFOs, investigations are
continuing under. private auspices. The Center for UFO
Studies, P.0. Box 11, Northfield, Illinois 60093 (telephone
312/491-1970) is a source for publications and information
on UFO phenomena. The National Investigating Committee

on Aerial Phenomena, Suite 23, 3535 University Boulevard,
Aercington, Maryland 20795 (teleohone 301/949-1267) also
Tevlies to requests for general information. Both organi-

z2L10ns investigate reported sightings of unicentified flying
objects,
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returned to its original shape in seconds, yet it couldl
" be cut very easily with a razor blade. It was about 4}
T mil thick, but its weight was practically nothing.

)

MORE PIECE
OF THE PUZZI

,!Cr"fg) /i z-‘ r‘o e 0 Lv UL LET)

J19Z STRANGE MATERIAL

adds to the information APRO has on file concermrfg*-
strange materials related to landed or crashed discs.
To wit:

Said member (who will remain anonymous but
whose Information and name are on file at Head-
quarters) claims that he had the opportunity to handle
and inspect some unusual material at Milhoff Steel
Products of Bloomington, Minnesota in 1963. The

material, he said, was bemg manufactured by the 3M

e —— ]

Company (Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing)

under a contract with the Honeywe]l Cuompany He

also claimed that the material was being used on a

classified project for the Natlonal Aeronautlcs and

Space Administration (NASA)

This same member directs our attention to Page 9 of
“The Rosewell Incident-Update and Conclusion’, a
paper by author William B. Moore, delivered at the
UFOhio Symposium in Cleveland, Ohio in June, 1981.
This paper describes material whose physical charac-
teristics closely resemble those of the following
described material: (Available from APRO at $3.50
postpaid).

Our informant said that at first glance, the material

he examined appeared to be aluminum or lead foil.

When handled it felt like plastlc It would not tear,

and when stretched very taught between two vises and

struck with a two pound hammer, the hammer bounded

| back as though it had struck a trampolme

The material could be crumpled into a ball, but if left

alone, would return to its original state (flat, abso-

lutely smooth) within 6 seconds.

At the end of the work day during which he exam-
ined this material, he folded it into a 1%2 inch square
and placed it under 20 tons pressure, and left it over-
night. The next day, when taken out of the press, and
allowed to lie at rest, it once again took its original
form.

Although the material could be stretched, it

i
W

Our informant, at the end of his description, points -
(See Puzzle— Page Thwo)
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travelers needed water and food, while they apparently

made repairs to their craft. In return, when they left,
they gave the Indians a container which they had used
to transport the water. .

This container was 'shiny, soft, pliable, weightless
(or approximately so) and could be crumpled, ham-
mered, etc., but always returned to its original shgpe.

Somehow, one of the reporters got the container
(probably either paid money or exchanged material for
it) and took it back to Buenos Aires with him. The
story of the Indians’ strange visitors began to appear
in the press, and then suddenly stopped. The container
was allegedly confiscated by the Argentinian Army
and that was the end of that.

Although the Lorenzens could get no firm fix on the
date of the alleged ‘‘visitations’”, it was estimated to
have been in the early or mid-fifties.

If we take the general history of each of the three
incidents depicted in this article, we get a significant
sequence: The crash of a disc and confiscation of same
in the 1940s in the United States. The crash or landing
of a disc-shaped object in the early or mid 1950s in
Argentina, an artifact of which was confiscated by the
military. The examination of a ‘‘strange material”’ in
1963 by an American employed in the American mili-
tary-industrial complex. |

This all adds up. It would seem that the United
States learned something from the retrieval of crashed

e D S— e —————————————

UFOs of the 1940s. Did we somehow also obtain infor-
mation or samples of the material confiscated by the
Argentine military in the 1950s? - )

Considering the maze of interwoven intelligence
agencies throughout the world, it is not entirely
unlikely that the 1950s Argentinian material and the
1963 material examined at Milhoff Steel are somehow
related.

Now perhaps the membership can more clearly
realize why the Cash-Landrum case does not represent
a UFO to some researchers, but rather, our first
glimpse of an experimental UFO-like Aircraft
MANUFACTURED RIGHT HERE ON EARTH —in
these United States!

LA L2
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Puzzle

(Continued from Page One)

out that the Air Force and NASA know a lot more
than is generally accepted.

(

A CONTINENT AWAY
AND YEARS BEFORE

In July, 1967, Mr. and Mrs. Lorenzen made a tour
of South America, where they contacted and visited
the represéntatives of five countries: Peru, Chile,
Argentina, Brazil and Venezuela. During one of these
conversations (it is best not to be more specific) we
questioned an individual who had knowledge of the
landing of a UFO in a region north of Salto, Argen-
tina, which was populated largely by Indians. News of
the “landing’’ eventually leaked out and representa-
tives of the press investigated. They heard a strange
tale:

An object, described as plate-shaped, and metallic i
color, crashed near a village in the area. Over a period
of days, the occupants of the craft approached the

local inhabitants, and bartering took place. The al
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In answer to your request of 2 July, I have looked through every possible file
drawer in.search of the material used for the basis of that article in V 30/8, and
I come up a blank.
After reading the Bulletin mentioned and the "Roswell Investigation" again,

I came to the conclusion that at this point you know as much as I do about the matter.

I believe you will find that even though the Air Force, the Army, NASA, and some
of the larger source corporations are in the process of producing this material, the
chance of your finding out anything definite is rather small.

I much regret that I van offer you no leads beyond what you already have.

Most Z;f?erely, Robert G. Marsland




MORE PIECE
OF THE PUZZ

friom ArPRO RBocceTin, Vou.36, fo.
19T STRANGE MATERIAL

A recent letter from a member who had ¢ -
tunity to inspect some rather strange material =$9£83 |
adds to the information APRO has on file concerniig=

. strange materials related to landed or crashed discs.
' To wit:
'~ Said member (who will remain anonymous but
. whose information and name are on file at Head-
-~ quarters) claims that he had the opportunity to handle
and inspect some unusual material at Milhoff Steel
. Products of Bloomington, Minnesota in 1963. The
material, he said, was being manufactured by the 3M
* Company (Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing)
under a contract with the Honeywell Company. He
also_claimed that the material was being used on a
i classified project for the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration (NASA).

This same member direcls our attention to Page 9 of
“The Rosewell Incident-Update and Conclusion”, a
paper by author William B. Moore, delivered at the
UFOhio Symposium in Cleveland, Ohio in June, 1981.
This paper describes material whose physical charac-
teristics closely resemble those of the following
described material: (Available from APRO at $3.50
postpaid).

Our informant said that at first glance, the material
he examined appeared to be aluminum or lead foil.
When handled, it felt like plastic. It would not tear,
and when stretched very taught between two vises and
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- travelers needed water and food, while they apparently
made repairs to their craft. In return, when they left,

struck with a two pound hammer, the hammer bounded
back as though it had struck a trampoline.

The material could be crumpled into a ball, but if left
alone, would return to its original state (flat, abso-
lutely smooth) within 6 seconds.

At the end of the work day during which he exam-
ined this material, he folded it into a 1% inch square
and placed it under 20 tons pressure, and left it over-
night. The next day, when taken out of the press, and
allowed to lie at rest, it once again took its original
form.

Although the material could be stretched, it
returned to its original shape in seconds, yet it could
be cut very easily with a razor blade. It was about 4
mil thick, but its weight was practically nothing.

Our informant, at the end of his description, points

(See Puzzle— Page Tino)

e

A~

Puzzle
(Continued from Page One) <

out that the Air Force and NASA know a lot more
than is generally accepted.

{
I
A CONTINENT AWAY l
AND YEARS BEFORE (

In July, 1967, Mr. and Mrs. Lorenzen made a tour;
of South America, where they contacted and visited
the represéntatives of five countries: Peru, Chile, \
Argentina, Brazil and Venezuela. During one of' these !
conversations (it is best not to be more specific) we
questioned an individual who had knowledge of the¢
landing of a UFO in a region north of Salto, Argen-
tina, which was populated largely by Indians. News of
the ‘“landing’ eventually leaked out and representa-
tives of the press investigated. They heard a strange
ale:

' An object, described as plate-shaped, and metallic' in
color, crashed near a village in the area. Uver a period
of days, the occupants of the craft approached thg
local inhabitants, and bartering took place. The aid
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they gave the Indians a container which they had used
to transport the water. : ’

This container was 'shiny, soft, pliable, weightless
(or approximately so) ,and could be crumpled, ham-
mered, etc., but always returned to its original shape.

Somehow, one of the reporters got the container
(probably either paid money or exchanged material for
it) and took it back to Buenos Aires with him. The
story of the Indians’ strange visitors began to appear
in the press, and then suddenly stopped. The container
was allegedly confiscated by the Argentinian Army
and that was the end of that. v

Although the Lorenzens could get no firm fix on the
date of the alleged *'visitations”, it was estimated to
have been in the early or mid-fifties.

If we take the general history of each of the three
incidents depicted in this article, we get a significant
sequence: The crash of a disc and confiscation of same
in the 1940s in the United States. The crash or landing
of a_disc-shaped object in the early or mid 1950s in
Argentina, an artifact of which was confiscated by the
military. The examination of a ‘‘strange material’’ in
1963 by an American employed in the American mili-
tary-industrial complex. o )

This all adds up. It would seem that the United
States learned something from the retrieval of crashed

UFOs of the 1940s. Did we somehow also obtain infor-
mation or samples of the material confiscated by the
Argentine military in the 1950s?

Considering the maze of interwoven intelligence
agencies throughout the world, it is not entirely
unlikely that the 1950s Argentinian material and the
1963 material examined at Milhoff Steel are somehow
related.

Now perhaps the membership can more clearly
realize why the Cash-Landrum case does not represent
a UFO to some researchers, but rather, our first
glimpse of an experimental UFO-like Aircraft
MANUFACTURED RIGHT HERE ON EARTH —in
these United States!
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DOC. 11: 8 FEBRUARY,

NASA officially
States airspace

N
1978. NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRATLOR

admits that the unidentified objects entering United

are a regular part of the National Defense surveillance as
proven by the Documents f 4-10.

EXCERPTS:

NASN S

National Aeronautics and
Space Administration

Number 78-1 LFF-3/Public Services Br?nCh
Office of External Relations
NASA Headquarters
Washington, DC 20546

UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECTS

The information contained here has been compiled to respond

to queries on Unidentified Flying Objects directed to the White

House as well as NASA.

NASA is the focal point for answering public inquiries to
the White House relating to UFOs. NASA is not engaged in a re-
search program involving these phenomena, nor is any other govern-

ment agency.

Reports of unidentified objects entering United States air
space are of interest to the military as a regular part of
defense surveillance. Beyond that, the U.S. Air Force no longer

investigates reports of UFO sightings.

February 1, 197g




