
(2) Case 1 does not satiaty Condition 1.

‘satisfy Condition 4 when Case Il is eliminated

good UNKNOWN,

(4) Case IV does not satisfy Conditions | or 2. There

shaped or rocket-shaped objects reporte

rature, In addition, this observer is not con~

sidered to be well-qualified technicatly.

(5) Case ¥ does not satisfy Condition 1. It also does not

satisfy Condition 4 when Case 1V 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 satisfy one of the other three condi-

tions,

(6) Case VI does not satisfy Condition 2. In the description

of the object, it was stated that at certain times there

was no light seen from the object, Apparently, the

"band of no light", as diagrammed by the observer, wa

an attempt to explain this, However, if the object were

constructed as shown in the diagram, light should have

been seen at all times. Because of this conflict the

drawing is not considered reliable, and without the draw-

ing, there is not enoagh detail in the description to make
it useful for this study.

(2) Case Vit violates Conditions 1 and 4, Although the shape
is disc-like, the maneuvers performed by the object are

unique both among the UNKNOWNS and among the good

UNKNOWNS,

Cases VIII to XII satisfy Conditions ! through 3, but they do not
fy Condition 4. The features which make them different from each

other are as follows:

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

(9) Cas The object had rocket or jet pods on each
side that were shooting out flames,

(19) ase X. The object had a fin or rudde

(11) Case XL. The object hada series of portholes, or
windows, on its under side

or

(12) Case XI. The object had

around its waist.

It is not possible, therefore, toderive a ve
saucer from the data that have been gathere
portant enough to emphasize. Out of fy

ying saucer", sufficiently detailed

a picture of what a "flying saucer" in.

In additionto this studyof the good

Spe eens oS
the same. No such groups were found,

saucers

but several classes of objects that might have been
however, the lack of evidence to confirmeven one cl

this possibility remote, It is pointed out that s0
before identification, appeared fully as
good UNKNOWNS, and, in fact, would

UNKNOWNS had it not been possibleto

given to this problem, The reason 8

clearly brought out during the pee
upon readinga few reports), eco

saucers” are real and are some formof si

is independent of the trainingof the

problem prior to the initial contact. It is .

the articles, books, and news stories dealing with ¢

“flying saucer" were written by men whowere
men who had read only a few selected

fact that, as a rule, only the more lu:

publications, Were it not for this commonp

‘captivated by the mysterious, it ispossible
would exist. <

‘The reaction, mentioned above,
reader is convinced that "flying ae
sinister contrivance, is very mi

feeling of skepticism regarding:

reaches = pols clase

mation at all and are no

universal among the teomel
ted a conscious effort


