(3) Case Il does not satiafly Condition 1, It also does not
satisfy Condition 4 when Case Il is eliminated as a -
good UNKNOWN, |

(12) Case X1l The object ha
and its top midsection.

around its waist.
(4) Case IV does not satisly Conditions | or 2. There are

{few cigar-shaped or rocket-shaped objects reported in [
the literature. In addition, this observer is not con- * -
sidered to be well-qualified technically,

It is not possible, therefore,
.mcu“ from the data that have

“ﬂﬂn; saucer', um:hm;f 3
cases. Having culled the cream h‘cug.*

(5) Case V does not satisfy Condition 1, [t also does not
satiafy Condition 4 when Cane IV is eliminated as a
good UNKNOWN.

It might be argued here that many of the UNKNOWNS might actually
have shapes similar to these good UNKNOWNS, It will be noted, however,
that each of these five cases does not satisly one of the other three condi-

tiens.,

(6) Case VI gaoes not satisly Condition 2, In the description

(7

Cases VII to X satisfy Conditions | through 3, but they do not

satisly Condition 4. The features which make them different from each

other are as follows:

(s)

of the abject, it was stated that at certain times there
was no light seen {rom the object. Apparenatly, the
"band of no light, as diagrammed by the observer, was
an attempt to explain this. However, if the ohject were
constructed as shown in the diagram, light should have
been scen at all times, Because of this conflict the
drawing is not connidered reliable, and without the draw-
ing, there is not enough detail in the description to make
it useful for this study,

Case Vil violates Conditions 1| and 4. Although the shape
is disc-like, the mancuvers performed by the object are

unique both among the UNKNOWNS and among the good
UNKNOW NS,

Case VIII. The object is smooth, with no protrusions
or other details,

Case IX. The object had rocket or jet pods on each
side that were shooting out flames,

Case X. The object had » fin or rudder,

Case XI, The object had a series of portholes, or
windows, on its under side.
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however, the lack of evidence to
this possibility remote, It is
before sdentification, appeared
good UNKNOWNS, and, in
UNKNOWNS had it not been.

This is, of course, ¢
given to this problem. The reason
clearly brought out during the re-evaluation
upon re mgnh-umh;lﬁlﬂ
uucen" are real and are s

men who had rud only a few.
fact that, as & rule, only the W;
publications, Were it not for this

captivated by the myste)
would exist.

are read, the fecling
feeling of skepticis

mation at
universal among the pu
necessitated a lgll_:lﬂ_l



