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dig A USAF analysis of the first 2 |inci t
incidents is summarized below. 44 reported

2% Since 5 December 1948 g Series of recurring
phenomena described as "Breen fireballs" have been
reported in the general vicinity of Albuquerque, New
Mexico. Dr, Lincoln La

( 

Paz, noted meteoritic expert

has been directly,
with the investigat

though unofficially, associatedion of these Sightings and hashimself observed the phenomena. Dr. La Paz stateshe is convinced the Sreen fireballs are not ordinary
meteors, This group of incidents has little ornothing in common with other incidents on file withProject Grudge, therefore, these incidents are notconsidered i 

j The Scientific AdvisoryCommittee was asked to investigate the matter andhad advised that an: independent investigation beconducted in the field of atmospheric research.

Bie Upon eliminating severaldue to vagueness and duplication, there remain 228incidents, Thirty of these could not be explainedbecause there was found to be insufficient evidenceOn which to base a conclusion,

additional incidents

o

4. Consulting agencies provide
for 164 incidents with the followin
ings:

d plausible solutions
& comments and find-

(a) Rand Corp. - (172 incidents considered). ‘ijJe havefound nothing which would Seriously controvertSimple rational explanations of the various phen-Oomena in terms of balloons, optical illusions,conventional aircraft, planets, meteors, bits ofpaper, practical jokers, psychopathological
reporters, and the like,"

(b) Ohio State University (Dr. Hynck - 244 incidentsconsidered). Assuming evidences of observers andinvestigators to be correct, Dr. Hynck concludedthat 32% could be explained astronomically, 35%could be attributed to balloons, aircratt, rockets,birds, etc., and 33% either lacked necessary
evidence or a suitable explanation was not apparentWhen due allowance was made for inaccuracies inobserving and reporting, 53% mBne Ph expisined

Q)

astronomically. 
;

Classification cancelled Changed to....

By authority OF... .<graye” py

~ Date...... 4 —

Sahil week



‘

(c) Air Weather Service - (233 incidents considered).12% apparently were weather balloons.

(d) Air Materiel
Paul M. Fitts
are sufficient

reports of unidentified flying obplausible expla

Command Aeromedical Laboratory (Dr.- 212 incidents considered. There
anations for the
jects to provide

nations for reports not otherwiseexplainable. ‘Ihese errors in identifying realStimuli result chiefly from inability to estimateSpeed, distance and Size.

De Of the remaining 34 incidents, investirationshows that they form no pattern in regard to area ofSighting, type of object, or manner of performance,There are indications, however, that some Sightingswere influenced by earlier reports, and probablywould not have be€n considered unusual or reportedhad there been no publicity.

(A.L. Wright)
Defence Research Member
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