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For machine manipulation, it was desirable to be able to sclect the
sample of cards (all reports, all sightings, or all phenomena) to be in-
cluded in a particular study, The concept of a SIGHTING IDENTIFICATION
NUMBER was evolved to fill this desire. Using one column of the 1BM
card, and the correlated working papers, the code for this function was
developed, Multiple punching eliminated the nced to use several columns
for discrete expression of the variations. Selection of the proper number
in this column thus permitted selection of the desired sample of cards,

Evaluation of Individual Reports

Evaluation of sighting reports was recognized as a crucial step in the
preparation of data for statistical treatment; inconsistent evaluations would
have invalidated any conclusions to be derived from this study, A method
of evaluation was, therefore, determined simultancously with the develop-
ment of the questionnaire, the coding system, and the work sheet, It is
cmphasized that all phases of evaluation, even including the tedious prep-
aration of the original data for statistical treatment, were entrusted only
to selected, specially qualificd scientists and engincers,

Evaluation consisted of a standardized procedure to be followed for:
(1) the deduction of discrete facts from data which depended on human
Pressions rather than scientific measurements, (

im-
2) the rating of the ob-
scrver and his report as determined from available information, and (3) the
determination of the probable identification of the phenomenon observed,
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Categorics of identification, established upon the basis of previous experi-
ence, were as ‘ollows: :
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physical matter in any case of a reported
was not assumed to be prima facie “l,dm

exist,

factual level failed completely, the rmu m‘ 3
sideration, and thus not included in the statistical
reports of sightings were eliminated or rejected

report, logically followed the first lup. the ﬂdl;g
form. Ratings were assigned on the basi:
formation, considered in relation to one

(1) The experience of the obse w‘u‘,-
occupation, age, and training;

(2) The consistency among the separate pol
description of the sighting; i

{3) The general g and completenes:

(4) Consideration of the observer's 'ﬁm.-
and attitude, as disclosed I:lr hi
the sighting.

the statistical study.
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