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Mr. Robert Rickerd,
Public Information Branch,

Montreal Road
Ottawa, Ontario.

Dear lr, Rickerd:

I have read your article "UFOs: Fact or Fignent” which
ppeared in an UFO Report, vol. 4, no. 1, 1976 z
(reprinted ficht comment) ond found it mdst interesting.

I have been very actively involved in UFO investigation
and research for over twentyefive years and have followed very
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matter. Your attitude, as expressed in your article, is some=
what refreshing as it seems to encourage people to make ai;

reports and to research the subject. The usual attitude of NRC
has been to "turn people off", ee

_ In particular, your stotement that "there are no hoaxes
thousands of feet in the air and crews sre trained to recognize
sun-dogs, Venus...." is quite a different thing from what —
scientists at NAC have been mayne for many years. We have alwa
been told that even highlyeskille: erpret wha’aircrews can misint:

I have wondered why NRC never seemed to feel the etic
worth investigeting unless they had some specific physical evi

i McDonald, Saunders et al hiv

plenty of things to investicate. There ore many aspects:
UFOs other than hard physical ovidence. You made reference to
views of the AIAA, :

Your reference to flight safety is also of parti ous ee oi
if UFOs are a potential hazard to aircraft, why is not the
of Transport concerned? For years, I have tried to get the
to admit a flight safety hazard, without success.


