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ical nomena like amall tornadoes, were collected into a
::::;:::':E‘lclecl! t:‘;HER, A scparate category for the uncommon natu r.al
phenomena associated with light reflections or refractions, nuc:h as mirages,
sun dogs, inversion-layer images, and distortions c.\uud.by airborne ice,
was catablished with the title of LIGHT PHENOMENON. (.-‘Icgm‘-\u rc‘.r
INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION, PSYCHOLOGICAL MANIFESTA TIONS, and
UNKNOWN were provided for the sightings that could not be fitted into the
preceding identifications, An explanation of their use follows:

INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION - This identification category
was assigned to a report when, upon final con-
sideration, there was some essential item of
information missing, or there was enough
doubt about what data were available to disallow
identification as a common object or some
natural phenomenon, It is emphasized that this
category of identification was not used as a
convenient way to dispose of what might be
called “poor unknowns™, but as a category for
reports that, perhaps, could have been one of
several known objects or natural phenomena.

No reports identified as INSUFFICIENT INFORMA-

TION contain authenticated facts or impressions
concerning the sighting that would prevent its
being identified as a known object or phenomenon;

PSYCHOLOGICAL MANIFESTATIONS - This identification
Category was assigned to a report when,
although it was well established that the ob-
server had seen something, it was also
obvious that the description of the sighting
had been overdrawn, Religious fanaticism, a
desire for publicity, or an OVer=active imagi-
nation were the most common mental aber-

Fations causing this type of report;
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By "rule=of-thumb"
bility of the identification being correct was bet .r.‘
“Doubtful" identification indicated that the choice was
that there was a better than even chance dbll?'c

1t is emphasized again that, as was trae for othe ]
tion, preliminary and final identification was rustes
and engineers who, in addition to their broad sclentific |
received instruction, where necessary, iwu‘pq_e;hlm_
of consultants provided background in[otm:rou for this
ases representing R ¢ n rs :
:f\;h:i:culled with various members of the panel of consultants el
final identification. : o

Consistency in the application of the mWr
identifications was maintained by frequent eolubonudh
nel involved, and systematic spot checks of the work.
general fund of knowledge requized to identify . {
unidentified aerial object, a:’:.mmp! l:rndn:ﬂd: 10 ‘
such as flight plans of aircr ieChall eleass
ditions, and an astronomical almanac with the upuuql

The procedure followed in mnkh(ﬁnnl. Idum
planation because of the importance uumad-_l:. L
for statistical treatment, As was mentioned, ; 1@“"‘_ e renc
persons, two from ATIC and two from the pm:.mnm
upon the final identification for each .Wﬂh
at ATIC, periodically, as reports became Y.

During an idgnﬁiicn:;on:mw_m
studied, from the original data,
decision, it was checked against the preliminary 4
identifications were the same, the 1‘:5::: s
considered finished, If the two iden s Mﬂnﬂ'
was considered later by everyone Pl‘ 'P‘-'
group decision could be made.
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