
(4) Bev aid the author(s) arrive at the conclusien, stven at the ent of

the first full paregroph on orig. page 93,1 it 49 still impos
sible to develop a picture of vhat a "flyingaenetnestt

trained in sctence and engineering, and those ody

folds of lav, accounting, business, sedecine, or other discipline

vhich logical thinkine isa requisite, should de able to unravel th

nonsense contained in the section of the report celled ® The ‘Flying
Saucer! Model", on orig. pages 76--9%. It should be sufficient to call

attention to several facts:
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(a) The author(s) fount only twelve cases reported in enough detail to
merit consideration. Anyone who has followed the subject knows of

sary other casos of detailed sightings vhich would servo as well, or

Detter, than the dozen selected for the Blue Book analysis.

(0) In dtecussing these tvelve detailed cases, the report omits details
such as the nazes of the localitios ant other identifying information

which there £s absolutaly no reason to withhold. The reson for this

nay de to try to hiner readers who night want to compare other vor-

jons of those sane cases vith the versions presented by the report.

Cage I on page 78(orige) is apparently Cases152 ant 152
wigust,, 1949,Project GAUDG: Report ( Report No. 102-40, 49/15-

200, 2, Air Hetoriel Comnd, Wright Meld). The location £8 Indianee
polls. ‘Case II took place in Flint, Mich. Gase Iii 4a fron Siow:
City, Tove, and te reported 9 Case’ Yo. 7 in tho Lite Hagesine article
of April 7, 1952. Caso V is the Catles-ihitted case, from Montgomery,
Alatona, vhich {3 written up in many books. ‘

(ce) The sketchos of the9objects in the Report have a cortain studied
ne artist had been instructed to make

aifforent as possible ant as quoor as possible.
For example, the skotchof Case III rosesbles tvo frankfurters lying
one across the other. The artist 1s certainly a skilled draftenany

very clearly shovs the cylinirical shapes of the frank-
fot the description given ty the pilots in

& cfgamshaped body and str
ag an illustration of thet.

awkvanines

(2) Tho failure to place the sketches of Case
sare Page hides a very remarkable rososbl:

(o) Tho key to the situatio:
at tho middle of page 91 (

Led euch conti tie ;
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have survived the veeding-aut proonse. (Soe p 
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{5} Were the author(s) justified on page 93 (oxte.) |
the following? ae

It may bo that sone

‘ever, the lack of evidence to

this’ possibility resote.

This appears to be enother ecasnle) of faulty logis

bed. Just thrownout oases Deoaaee!they iA not sesanlel

to define four "classes" of saucerse

The logical error here nay be seen in the pareghrase of the
quotation: "Mo fount many different types of saucers.Mo °

Just one class. We could not find conorelas. oh

not find more than one class." This type of reasoning,in
author(s) of the Blue Sook report: ree Ha is utterly absuni.

The author(s) ainit in the first sentence that they canno
“niying saucers” do not exist. In tho lest sentence, thay0

that could be novel
ie there any discussion as to vhethor or not, there$3
disprove that saucore night be extraterrestrial object

by the Blue Book Project? Pa

was voll unter vay, it vas. 
ata tee

th ae ol Manes
{vanmavors would ee the well-known charecteristioy

‘turns, rapid speod

ster) Tho fast

the aaneuvor factor was de

practicable tos. -roovalua'

Ranouverabtlity has been includeds:

nate in the[8] What significant omenwas
Idontifteations, before the final report was unttvesiaad
Force?

{7} What vitally, Seach” technical aspect was onttcost tbe] nah


