_ Mr. Robert Rickerd,
' Netional Research Council,

- closely the attitude of the National Research Council to this
matter. Your attitude, as expressed in your article, is someé-
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547 I have wondered why NRC never seemed to foel the 'subie

 .while individuals such a8 Hynek
- found plenty of things to 1nvaaéig.ate.

_\'v:leua of the AIAA,

iIf UFOs sre a potential hazard to eircraft, why is not the
- to admit a flight safety hazard, w
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l}iqr -Kl"a Rickerd:
I have read your article "UFOs: Fact or Fi " which
ppeared in Capadian UFU Report, vol, &4, no, 1, 1976 G
?reprinted om Flight Comment) and found it most 1nterm1ng¢

I have been very actively involved in UFC investigation

and research for over twenty=five years and have followed v

what refreshing as it seems to encourage people to make si
raeports and to reseerch the subject, e usual attitude of |
has been to "turn people off", -

~ In particular, your statement that "there are no hoaxes
thousands of feet in the air and crews sre trained to recogni
sun=dogs, Venus.,.." is quite a different thing from what
eﬁa at HAC have been aa{ing for many years, We huve alwa

been told that even highly-skilled aircrews can misinterpret
they see, the eyes play tricks, etc. etc. ]

rth investigating unless they had some specific physica

HcDonald, Saunders et al hav
There ore many aspe

UFOs other than hard physical ovidence. You made reference

Your reference to i‘lig;ht: safety is also of particular s
of Tranaport concerned? For years, I have tried to get the
{thout success,



