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The New Science

“It appears then, that we are faced with a subst:ntial prob-
ability of the real existence of extra-terrestris! vehicles,
regardless of whether or not they fit vi'nto our scheme of

things.”
Wilbe: t B. Smith

Wilbert Smith’s request for research into geomagnectic energy
and hence the potential discovery ol UFO propulsion was sanc-
tioned by both the Deputy Minister ol Transport for /ir Services,
Commander C.P Edwards, and the Assistant Minister, ].R.
Baldwin, and on November 21, 1950, Smith took charge of a
newly created project dubbed Project Magnet. Its original pur-
pose was (o study geomagnetic phenomena. The work was
broken down into theoretical and laboratory studies of geomag-

netics. The latter would include various investigations into the
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effects of magnetic fields on rotating, circular, metallic objects —
such as propulsion systems for flying saucers.

Due to personnel problems in Smith’s Broadcast and
Measurement Section of the Department of Transport, the theo-
retical and laboratory work on geomagnetics had to be curtailed.
Accordingly, “the only productive work which the group felt they
could carry on was a detailed study of the sightings themselves.™!

On January 3, 1951, Smith wrote to Gordon E. Cox, Third
Secretary at the Canadian Embassy in Washington. Cox, along
with James Bremner and Arnold Wright, had been one of the
individuals who had helped orchestrate Smith’s meeting with Dr.
Sarbacher. Smith’s purpose in contacting Cox was to bring the
embassy staff up to date on Project Magnet. Smith said that three

engineers and two technicians were working full-time with him

and that the Canadian Defence Research Board was providing:

assistance wherever it could.

The project had become official and was designated secret.
Smith noted that Dr. Solandt of the Canadian Defence Research
Board had asked that the security classifications established by
the United States be fully respected. This disproves statements
in UFO: The Government Files by Peter Brookesmith, which
contends that Smith had arbitrarily made up his sccurity classi-
fications. In the letter, Smith then asked Cox if he knew whether
Solandt had obtained any additional information on the subject
of UFOs from his most recent trip to Washington. Smith alsq

broached the subject of Major Donald Keyhoe, with whom he

had been in touch. \

Smith had contacted Keyhoe shortly after reading his book in
1950 and discussed several issues with him, including the pro-
posed magnetic propulsion mechanisms of the flying saucers. In
their subsequent discussions Smith never revealed his meeting

with Sarbacher. Based partly on some of these discussions with
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Smith, Keyhoe wrote a draft article on UFOs which he was hop-
ing to publish. Perhaps in an attempt to verify or legitimize
Smith’s information, Keyhoe had passed this article on to Solandt
for review. Solandt had in turn given it to Smith for comment.
Smith reviewed and redrafted Keyhoc's article to bring it more in
line with the known facts and some reasonable speculation.
Presumably, this meant postulating further the extraterrestrial
origins of the saucers, without revealing the information
obtained from Sarbacher.

Smith returned the article to Solandt, who returned it to
Keyhoe via Wright, the Defence Research Board member at the
Canadian Embassy mentioned in Smiths secret memo to the
Department ol Transport’s controller. Keyhoe was asked to run
the article past Dr. Vannevar Bush for final clearance for publi-
cation. In his letter to Cox, Smith expressed a desire to find out
how Bush reacted to the article’s revelations. Smith may have
been concerned that he had revealed too much in the article and
was anxious to find out if Bush’s reaction would be negative.
As far as can be determined, the article was never published
by Keyhoe, although elements appeared in his later books. The
entire affair, however, undoubtedly exposed Smith as a liability
to the U.S. government, since he had been specifically asked by
Solandt to keep matters quiet and respect their confidentality.

Cox replied to Smith on January 6, 1951. Commenting on the
UFO issue, Cox said there was nothing new to add:

The official position is still that nobody knows anything
about the matter here at all. We arc. of course, keeping our
ears and eyes open and if anything does develop you will
probably hear through the. Wright and Solandt channel.
On the Ambassadors instructions no one in the Embassy,
apart from Wright and myself, is to discuss the matter with
anyonc.?
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With respect to Keyhoe's article, Cox replied that he had no
knowledge of any rcaction [rom Bush, and stated that if Smith
was going to meet Keyhoe or obtain information from him, Cox
would arrange it through Bremner.

Cox closed with this final observation:

The Ambassador and 1 would be particularly interested in
any indication you may have heard when you were here
on the possibility of an official U.S. Government statement.
It is this political angle [with] which I will be principally
concerned.’

Wright, Cox, and the Canadian Ambassador, Hume Wrong, were
all aware of Smith’s revelations, but they took the official line and
pleaded ignorance of the whole matter. 1t was obviously a matter
of great importance, since it had reached the Ambassador him-
sell and was monitored by Cox [or possible political ramifications.
Did Wrong make further inquiries to the U.S government, either
directly or through the Wright/Solandt channel? A search of
the Canadian Ambassador’s papers has turned up nothing thus
far, and virtually no records appear to exist [rom Cox, Wright,
or Bremner.

One can only wonder how Bush reacted to Smith’s article. Did
he discuss its contents with Solandt? Did he tell Solandt he was
in charge of a scientific team to study the saucers? It seems plau-
sible that he would have done so, but again no records to this
elfect have yet been found and Solandt himsell denied it. Still,
there are hints contained in other sources. K

InJune 1952 Smith issued an interim report for Project Magnet
in which he wrote that from the limited information he had so far
gathered on UFOs, it was difficult to deduce their operating char-
acteristics. In particular, he was not able to establish whether
they operated on geomagnetic principles. He further stated that
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due to the lack of actual pieces to examine, a direct approach to
solving the puzzle was not possible. He did however ‘indicate
that other information had established their reality. Undoubtedly,
Smith was relerring to the information from Sarbacher, without
actually mentioning their meeting two years earlier.

As part of his interim report, Smith included a description of
a typical saucer, as derived from the reports he was able to ana-
lyze. The saucers were generally reported as thin and round, with
a hemispherical bulge on one side. They were anywhere from
100 to 200 fect in diameter and about 10 feet thick in the center.
They were metallic in appearance and highly reflective. Notably,
their speed capability was reported as being extremely high, pos-
sibly as much as 18,000 miles an hour. Their power source was
unknown but Smith did not believe they were chemically or
atomic powered, possibly due to the absence of residues such as
radioactivity. Generally they were reported as being silent except
for a slight swishing sound. He noted that they could allegedly
cause a compass needle to fluctuate, even from as far away as
10 miles (an effect also reported by aircraft and ships entering
the Bermuda Triangle).

Then Smith had his own sighting. While driving along
Wellington Street in Ottawa, he observed a UFO. Traffic had
momentarily stopped, when something caught his eye. The disk
he saw was a bright colored, silver, elliptical-shaped object. He
estimated that it was 40 miles up and traveling at 9.000 miles an
hour, and he judged its diameter 10 be 125 feet. His sighting fit

the general description he had developed.
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RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT BOARD
WASHINGTON 28, D, G,

26 February 1953

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. PRICE

SUBJECT: Establishment of a Modus Operandi to Resolve Preaent
Controversies over RDB Relations with Canadian and

British Counterparts

1. Under our national disclosure policy, clagsified military
information which is releasable to a foreign nation may be releasged by
the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the Munitions Board, the RDB,

The JCS, and the Departments of the Army, the Navy, or the Alr Force,
whichever has primary interest therein. However, prior to release by
the RDB, concurrence must be obtained from the intelligence agencies

of either the Army, the Navy, or the Alr Force. In practice, concur-
rence has been procured from all three departments.

2. The procedure for procuring concurrence in the case of docu-
iments has been by submission to the Secretariat of S-D MICC, which in
turn circulates the documents through the military departments. This

is satisfactory from the procedural standpoint; however, the depart-
ments have more or less cut off the release of all program=type
the Research and Development

information on the basis of the action of
the further ground that the

Board at its June 1952 meeting, and on
service members of the Research and Development Board are in general
opposition to the release of RDB program=type information.

rocuring concurrence for oral disclosure
has been through the foreign liaison section of Army, G-2, which has
procured concurrence from Navy and Air Force. In the past we have been
able to procure broad oral accreditations for selected UK and Canadian
Mr, Rayment and Mr. Coppock.

representatives, such as Arnauld Wright,
e consent for tech-

We have been able on & case-by-case basis to procur
such as Dr. Furnas' visit to

nical discussions in specific areas,
and we have also been able to pro-

Encland to discuss guided missiles,
basis for British and Canadian attendance at

cure consent on this same

RDB symposia. The Navy, the Air Force, and probably to some extent
General Nichols are now concerned at the breadth of the present, oral
accreditations and at its inclusion of visual access to documents, and
there has been talk of revoking present accreditations and of denying
The services appear to be

accreditation to Mr, Coppock's succesSor.
treading cezutiously in this area, possibly for fear of offending our

ellies. However, I feel that the present accreditations will inevi-
tably require stricter definition and limitation,

3., The procedure for p
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4. This problem has been brought to & head by two cases presently
before the S-D MIC Committee. The first is the question of Arnauld
Wright's liaison with RD3, and the second results from Navy oppositicn
to the release of the RDB Program Guidance in the Field of Human
Resources, which the Canadians requested from the Army, and which both
Army and Air Force are agreeable to release. In the course of these
arguments, the following have been the principal issues:

(a) Is the information per se releasable? On this score,
there would appear in the main little doubt that most of the information
outside of certain sensitive fields is releasable. The only service
objection on this score is the Navy argument that much of our planning
information is of an internal U. S. nature, such as U. S. budget figures,
costs of U. S. equipment, etc., which are not normally releasable to
foreign nationals., While this point requires some recognition, I think
that in most cases the amount of such information is limited, and should
not in the long run prevent the release of our program-type guidance.

(b) Does the RDB have primary interest in the information?
The services argue that after all we merely collate and integrate
service information, and that we do not thereby acquire primary interest.
I realize that this is a delicate topic; however, I believe the services
can be forced to admit that in most cases there are no corresponding
service documents covering broad fields, such as the RDB documents, and
that unless the information is released in the form of RDB documents,
our allies will be left with the job of assembling a jig-saw puzzle of
service bits and pieces, The Navy was specifically asked at the last
S~D MICC meeting to check Navy documents in the field of Human Resources
to see if they could come up with anything in any way comparable to our
Program Guidance in this field. I feel we have a fortunate choice for
a test case in this regard, and that once we can establish that the docu~
ments are releasable, it will not be too difficult to establish that they
are of primary RDB interest.

(c) The objection that the RDB contains such an assemblage
of sensitive information that foreign access is per se dangerous. This
argument applies only to oral disclosure, and is directed primarily at
oral accreditations, rather than specific visits., No doubt the root of
this objection is service distrust of a civilian organization. I feel
that we must assert a positive right to accreditation of high-ranking
foreign personnel serving in Washington, but that we must show a willing-
ness to accept appropriate restrictions on oral accreditations, along
the lines outlined in the attached memorandum. The Army and Air Force
have recognized broad accreditations, and the Navy has a similar policy
under a different name. I feel that it is essential for the RDB to be
able to maintein liaison with their Canadian and UK counterparts, and I.
further feel that personnel, such as Arnauld Wright should not he sub-
mitted to the indignity of service scrutiny on a visit-by-visit basis,
involving advance submission of the items to be discussed.
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5« In the last two S-D MICC meetings these issues have been
brought out and discussed thoroughly. The State Department Chairman
recognizes that this is essentially a functional dispute within the
Department of Defense rather than a question of national disclosure
policy, and has established an ad hoc group with Army, Navy, Air
Force and RDB representatives to attempt to work out a suitable
Modus Operandi. I am enclosing herewith a proposed Modus Operandi,
which I feel represents an acceptable framework for negotiations.,

I feel that our basic problem is to establish our right in principle,
while making compromises that will insure service cooperation in

Chady T Nanonbosn

CHARLES J. TANENBAUM
RDB Member

State~-Defense MICC
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February 23, 1959
Dear Mr. Caswell,

I appreciate your efforts in trying to
bring to the public attention the facts concerning flying
saucers, but I must advise you that many sequences are yet
to be fulfilled before the public generally will be able to
accept the reality of the people from elsewhere.

I have no objection XMA to your efforts to
have my articles published by your local paper but I would
request that ALL biographical material concerning myself be
omitted. I feel that the articles themselves should stand
on their own two feet. I have no objection to having my
name appended or a reference to my HOME address.

For your information EVERY nation on this
planet has been officlally informed of the existance of the
space craft and their occupants from elsewhere, and as nations
they must accept responsibility for any lack of action or for
any official position which they may take. There 1s nothing
more to be done KHXEK along these 1$nes, and effort in this

74

direction is effort wasted.

Since you are not too far from North Bay I
would suggest that you might find Mr. Richard H. Frampton
32 Gertrude St. West, worth getting in touch with. He and
two friends visited me last fall and I found them most inter-
esting.

i ~ Yours sincerely e 8 Fem nc

/,

v . W..B. Smith
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SECRET 1746 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W.,

Vashington 6, D. C.

January 6, 1951

Dear Wilbert,

Thank you for your letter of January 3. I
was glad to hear how well you were progressing with
arrangements for Project Magnet and I hope that this
will give you ampls opportunity to proceed with your
research.

There is very little more that can be done
here for the present. The official position is still
that nobody knows anything about the matter here at
ell. We are, of course, keeping our ears and eyes
open and if anything does develop you will probably
hear through the Wright and Solandt chammel. On the
Ambassador's instructions no one in the Embassy, apart
from Wright and myself, is to discuss the matter with
anyone.

I shell he glad, of course, to act as =
post office end I think it would be useful to keep
this channel open.

I have not yet had an opportunity to rneet
Xeyhoe but I can sasily do so through Bremner, and
I will make an exploratory contact in the near future.

I di1d not see his article after 1t was referred to you.

I can sppreciate your emoyance with the first two or

L 2.
W.D. Smith, Esq.,
Alr Services,
Telecommunications Division,
Department of Transport,
Ottewa, Canada.



three paragraphs. The article was returned to Keyhoe
through Wright and he has not seen it since nor has
he heard anything from Bush or what Bush did. I may
be able to get something more on this angle after
seeing Keyhoe.

Is it possible to get "True" in Canesda or
should I send you & copy when and if the article comes
out?

The Ambassador and I would be particularly
interested in any indication you may have heard when
you were here on the possibility of an officlel U.S.
Government statement. It 1s this political angle with
which I will be principally concerned. Anything you
can do to help in this respect will be welcome.

There are a number of matters which I would
like to discuss with you and i1f I manage to get up to
Ottawa anytime in the next month or so I will make a
point of getting in touch with you.

Thanks very much for your Christmas card. I
hope that your celebrations were as alcoholic as ours.
—

Xbuﬁg sincerely,

é»-\ ol

Gordon E. Cox.

— ket o o et -
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ADDRESS REPLY TO: IN REPLY REFER TO

CANADIAN JOINT STAFF

1700 MASSACHUSETTS AVE., N.W. -
[ -
WASHINGTON 6, D.C. 15 October, 1953

PERSONAL

Dr. W.B. Smith,

Air Services,
Telecommunications Division,
Department of Transport,
Ottawa, Canada.

Dear Dr. Smith:

Perhaps if you have not already had
it drawn to your attention you would be interested
in Donald Keyhoes latest book - "Flying Saucers
from Outer Space” published by Henry Holt & Co.,
which includes much of the information you checked
for him in November 1950, and quotes you extensively.

Kindest personal rega

7

@ louuﬁﬁ;
(A,L. Wright)
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o OTTAEA, Ontario, Jamuary 3, 1951.

Enai s e e e
bl v Jood 2 <4

<35 '-" I tould 11ke to bring yon up to date in our ugnetio promm
and also request from you any information which you have been able to
: obtain along thcse nnea uince we last discussed the mtter. He '

iy ™ e Wo haw three enginoers vorking rull ti.ne on the progran, '

= togcther Id.th two techniciane, with concentrated effort on the megnetio

- sink. Progress is, of negcessily, slow because of the physical labour - -
wAE involved in uaking the varions set-ups and neasnmenta necusary. )

_' ©7 ie !ull eo-o;»eration is being given by Defence Research Board
end Rational Researsh Council although at this stage in the work there
i8 not a greet deal that they czn do beyond aemsisting in some of the . e
machine work enf providing materials end instruments. The holiday season . -
of courss made guite a hale in our program as no one talt inolined to i d
put rorth a nxim orfort at that time. : ; R R

T nd I understand that Doctor Qo].andt'. was in T "Vaahington for soaetne
mantly but I have not had a chance to speak to him since he returned. I
do not think that he uncovered anything of significance gr he would have 5
pasegel the informetion along to us.’ It is possible that Kr, t'risht mey be .
sble to add msthins o, , . : ‘ =

W Vot Inoidentally, our program 18 now otticial vdthin the Depertnent. <
o of 'rmnzpcrt end is known a8 Project Magnet., It is clessified as secrst = =~
Ry e until such time a8 we know where we stend. Doctor Solandt has reguested
NS that we respect fully the United States classification on these matters,

<+ " Dostor Solandt referred Donald Keyhoe's draft article to me
for camment, I took ertreme exception to the first portion of the article

‘ ’ which declt with material which we hed discussed, end in order to preserve
- - our poesition I took the liberty of redrafting the first part of this article.

LA AR L XN ] 2



-1 returned the artiole with the revision to

Doctor Solandt together with
& letter to Keyhoe explaining my action. I slso asked Doctor Solandt
to ahow the artiecle revision and letter to

R e heard nothing further in regard to the Keyhoe article . iz
and I wes wondering if you aould throw any l1ight on the subjest. I imsgine Nk

that it hes long since been returned to the Canadien Bmbassy in Washington

the others in our group for  ~ -
~ their ecxments ang eny further revisions which they might consider in
- Cenadian interests, L L r ey B ges” s 7 :

&fter which I underetand Keyhoe was to teke 1t to Dooctor Bush for clearance, - - i

I do not know what Doctor Bueh'e reastion will be to the material contained -
in the major portion of the artiole and my revision, but his reaction
should certainly bs interesting and I would like you to have a talk with

- Keyhoe sometime at your convenience to ascertain this point.

I trust that you had s éo:npl'etel'y satisfactory Yuletide season = -
end kept up the tradition of Cansdiane in _‘;'laahington. A LB ]

Yours siﬁo eraly,

7 (W.B. Smitn)
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SECRET " 1746 Massachusetts Avenus, N.W., . il
= iy 8 ';3”_Washingtoq 6,:D,;C.€y;-33___ ,

- Jenuary .6, 1951 -4

._..”'f;nggfv Wilbert, /. Ay

S . Thanlk you for your letter of January 3. I
.- was glad to hear how well you were progressing with'
.- arrangements for Project Yagnet and I hope that this.
- will give you ampls opportunity to proceed with your: - -
I’BSSB.PCho ) TR At s i s & ¢ =

R T

# w.-.v2- 7. There 1s very little more that can be done ‘. -
. -+ -here for the present. The official position is still - .-
s thet nobody knows anything about the matter here at ..
ell. We are, of course, keeping our ears and eyes - - . - -
open and 1f anything does develop you will probably .
=% hear through the Wright and Solandt chammel. On. the: .
i .. 'Ambassedor's instructions no one.in the Embassy, apart
.. from Wright ‘and myself, is to discuss the matter with.
" -.anyone. Seaar PERRT T ey e T et ae 7' f“" ST
w07 - "I shell be glad, of course, to act as a on b g
post office end I think it would be useful to keep -
this channel open. 5 L RO S

: I_have not yet had an opportunity to rieet R
Zeyhoe but I can easily do so through Bremner, and i )
I will meke an exploratory contact in the near future. : P
e I did not see his article after it was referred to you. : }
“" I can mppreciate your emojance with the first two or '

~ W.D. Saita, Esq.,
Alr Services,
£ .7 .. Telecomnunications Division, :
gl i=. Depertment of Transport, +
. Ottewa, Cenada. , S




three paragraphs. The article was returned to Keyhoe
through Yright and he has not seen it since nor has
he heard anything from Bush or what Bush did. I may
be able to get something more on this angle after
seeing Keyhoe. _

Is 1t possible to get "True" in Canada or
~should I send you & copy when and 1if the article comes
out? . R : : ;

The Ambassador and I would be pa"ticularly
_1nterestsd in any indication you may have heard when
you were here on the possibility of an officiel U.S.
Government statement. It is this political angle with
which I will be principally concerned. Anvthing you
can do to help in this respect will be welcome.

: ‘There eare a number of matters which I would
like to discuss with you and if I manage to get up to
Ottawa anytime in the next month or so I will meke a
point of getting in touch with you.

Thanks‘very much for your Christmas card. I
‘hope that your celebrations were as alcoholic as ours.
. %) » ; i

Xbufgzsincerely,
P % _

L«\M\_

Gordon E. Cox.

e i A a4 man e i O
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National Archives Archives nationales

of Canada du Canada
Historical Resources  Direction des
Branch ressources historiques
395 Wellington Street 395, rue Wellington
Ottawa, Ontario Ottawa (Onlario)
Your lile  Volra r6l6ronce

¥ RBri1 1988 OV

Our file  Nolre rélbronce

1025-9-8772

Mr. Grant Cameron

649 Silverstone Avenue
Winnipeg, Manitoba

R3J 2U8

Dear Mr. Cameron:
This is in reply to your request under the Access to

Information Act which was received at the National
Archives on 23 March 1988.

On 6 April, George Lafleur of the Access Section
telephoned you to inform you that we would be unable to
process your request on a formal basis given the
incomplete reference you had provided. Section 6 of
the Act stipulates in part that a formal request
'shall provide sufficient detail to enable an
experienced employee of the institution with a
reasonable effort to identify the record.'

In your request, you indicated that you wanted us to
locate the file(s) relating to the number 10M-11-51
(56-2913), which appears at the bottom of the Canadian
Joint Staff document, a copy of which you enclosed with
your request. The State and Military Records Section,
and the Economic and Communication Records Section of
the Government Archives Division could not. locate any
references to this number and concluded that it was
unlikely that this was a valid file number. = As well,
we were unable to determine the subject matter of your

request.

I understand that Mr. Lafleur advised you of our
institution's informal access procedures and that you
are planning to come to the National Archives in May to
pursue your research, utilizing this informal process.

Canada



Accordingly, this 1letter confirms our inability ¢to
process this request on a formal basis, and it also
documents your decision to withdraw your request under
the Access to Information Act and to proceed with your
research on an informal basis. Unless we hear from you
to the contrary by the 29 April, we will make
arrangements to refund your $5.00 application fee.

Please do not hesitate to call Mr. Lafleur at (613)
996-7711 if you have any questions about this matter.

Yours sincerely,

bt

J. Atherton
Director General
Historical Resources Branch
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SECRET , 1746 Massachusetts Avenue, H.W.,
" Vashington 6, D. C.

January 6, 1951

Dear Wilbért,

- Thank you for your letter'of January 3. I
was glad to hear how well you were progressing with
arrangements for Project Magnet and I hope that this

will give you ampls opportunity to proceed with your
research,

There is very little more that can be done
here for the present. The official position is still
thet nobody knows anything about the matter here at
ell. We are, of course, keeping our ears and eyes
open and if anything does develop you will probably
hear throu the Wright and Solandt channel. On the
Ambassador's instructions no one in the Embassy, apart
from Wright and myself, is to discuss the matter with
anyone. ~

"I shell be glad, of course, to act as a
post office end I think it would be useful to keep
this channel open.

I have not yet had an opportunity to neet
Xeyhoe but I can sasily do so through Bremner, and
I will mske an exploratory contact in the near future.
I did not see his article after it was referred to you.
I can appreciate your amoyance with the first two or

. LN 2l
W.D, Smith, Esq., .
Alr Services, : _
Telecommunicatiaons Division,
Department of Transport,
Ottawa, Canada.



three paragraphs. The article was returned to Keyhoe
through Wright and he has not seen it since nor has
he heard anything from Bush or what Bush did. I may
be able to get something more on this angle after
seeing Keyhoe.

Is it possible to get "True" in Canesda or

should I send you a copy when and if the article comes
out? . ,

The Ambassador and I would be particularly

~interested in any indication you may have heard when

you were here on the possibility of an officiel U.S.
Government statement. It 1s thils political angle with
which I will be principally concerned. Anything you
can do to help in this respect will be welcome.

There are & number of matters which I would
like to discuss with you and if I menage to get up to
ttawa anytime in the next month or so I will make a

point of getting in touch with you.

Thanks very much for your Christmas card. I
hope that your celebrations were as alcoholic as ours.
—

s
Yours sincerely,
e

é«efv«l—v\_

Gordon E. Cox.



-
AT Services ;':
Telecommunications Division

OTTAV/, Ontario, January 15, 1952.

Dear Arnauld;

Further to our discussion in Washington in December, I have
given the matter considorable thought and fesl that it would not be wine
to disouss oufr activities with American scientists until we have had an
opportunity to have them discussed thoroughly within an entirely Canadian
group.

I expected to have a report on our activities in the hands of
Doctor Solendt before cur next visit to Washington but for one reason or
another, mostly great activity in the Section, I have not been able to got
the report in shape. We expeot to be in Vashington during the week of
January 218t and it looks as though the report will have to wait until
sﬁnetlme after 1 get back,

I shall, however, bring with me to Viashington same of the data
and my draft report 2o that you oan see at first hand what we have been
dding. I am sure that you will agree that it would be premature to discuss
these matters with nntionals of another gountry before we have them cleared
by our own people,

f
With kindest personal regards.

! Yours very truly,

(Ww.B. Smith)

Dootor Arnauld Wright,

Defence Research Board Liaison Offiocer,
Canadian Embassy,

Vashington, D.C.

10M-11-51 (56-2913)



IN REPLY PLEASE QUOTE

CANADIAN JOINT STAFF PTRAOLFAT,

OFACE OF DEFENCE RESEARCH MEMBER
1746 MASSACHUSETTS AVE, N.W.,
WASHINGTON, D.C.

18 Junuury 1952

Dr. Wilbur B, Smith,

Air Services,
Telecomrunications Ljvision,
Department of Transport,
Ottawa, Caraaa,

Dear Dr. OSmith:

Yhunt you Ter conur letter dated
15 January 1952.

Discussiers of yonr findings with
American scientists will, of ccurse, not be
had until you give the rreen lient.

I hone durinz ihe weex of Januury
21lst you may huve time to visit s, and
perhaps have iunch with me nne day.

r.indest personnl resaras,

Tnurs silncerely,

(a.l. Wright)
Deferce keaearch ember,

10M-11-51 (56-2913)



- 10 Lotta Street
City View Post Office
Ottawa, Ontarlo.
October 30, 1953

Dear Mr. Wright,

Thank you for your letter of October 15,
calling to my attention Keyhoe's lautest book on IFlying Saucers.
MaJor Keyhoe kindly sent me a complementary copy of the book
which I very much enjoyed.

I am afraid, however, that Major Keyhoe
was a bilt optimistic in his references to our work. One
would gather that we have the answers practically sewed up,
but such is definitely not the csase, While we think that we
are closer to the answers, we are really a long way off. About
all we can honestly say that we know now is where to start
looking.

I do not attach the significance to our
early experiments that Keyhoe attaches to them, since they
were primarily designed to establish precisely the manner in
which the various ficlds behaved, and we did succeed in establishin
a few interesting points. However, we have encountered the
usual range of obstacles, only a few of which we nave been able
to overcome, so progress is necessarily slow.

For your information we are placing in
operation an observation post near the DRB establishment at
Shirleys Bay, for the purpose of getting measurements on
verious reported factors, should we be fortunate enough to
have one of the 'objects' pass near. The equipment will detect
«nd measure sinultaneously gamna radiation, redio moise, magnetic
variations, and g¢ravity variations. It will also trigger the
ionospheric recorder and get a trace of anything which happens
to he overhead. According to past statistics we should be
jretty sure of a sighting here within a yeer.

Again thanking you for your continued interest
in tnis subject, may 1 extend my k&ﬁdasiipersonal regards
8 v" ‘ )
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W..0omith



(W.B.
Senior pagy

OTTAYA, Ontario,
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IN REPLY PLEASE QUOTE

2RrM/2/120

6 JANld 0

DR iy OLAKCH
BI4RD

Y OFFICE OF DEFENCE RESEARCH MEMBER
n 1746 MASSACHUSETTS AVE., N.W,
WASHINGTON, D.C.

c P’ & L
TS ;:1 AL - .B.Jangary 1?50 }
Dr. J.J. Green, i { B
DEGLEY ! Al sEC
Defenee Research Board, ir;le:xy .fif.”f.“
Ottawa\ Canada. l
b B h) 2 M.
Dear b - Ce — -

Perhaps you have been following the

press and walter winchell in respect of the contro-
versy (?) in the matter of the flying saucers.

In the event you have not been able
to purchase "True" on the Ottawa news stands, I am

attaching the copy with the contentious (?) article
for your perusal.

Best in the New Year,

Yours sincerely,

:>\

e
Y
\?B« f ﬁ;@ 4 T

\}) 0 Defence Research Member.
QW’
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ARTHUR EBRAY
1187 Agincourt Road
Ottawa, Ontario, K2C 2HS8
Canada
(613)225-2099

11 December, 1988

M. Grant R. Cameron.,
647 Silverstone Ave..
Winnipeg, Manitaba,
RZIT 2V8

Dear Grant:

Thank you for your letter of December 1st, and for the
chegue for the Topside=. These are going into the mail with
this letter., but in a separate package.

Also thanks for the info you provided re the paper you
and others are preparing. Now I understand what vyou were
talking about before. As for Bremner. I would not attach too
high & status on him. As 1 recall, he was a Lieutenant
Commander., which is not very high up in the echelon. (I know,
because that is what I was when I left the Navy). The top man
at the CJS was usually of Commodore rank (three ranks higher)
and at times was a Rear Admiral (or equivalent in Army or Air
Farce). You mentioned that the Joint Chiefs were '"basically
the same level" as the J5. Not so. The Joint Chiefs were two
ar three levels higher, i.e.. fouwr—-star generals. These guys
were the heads of the three US services., plus the Marine
Corps. Thern the Chairman of this group was a five-star guy.

I cannot elaborate on Smith having several contacts in
the UG. I recall Murl  8mith telling me that. I have no
further evidence. I krnow of no UF0O connection to any of the
names in the IDA list you sent to me.

Nothing fuwther right now so will take this opportunity
to wish you and yours a very merry Christmas and all the best
for 1989.

Yours sincerely,

/, 7"

/ -



