
work! Mashington in 1952, I had soon classified photos of
ahs ANF gi missile which dfepfoved. (to m0, at loast) the At

forse denials that the US. had no devices vhich looked like soxe of the
saucers reporte ty the pudlic. Mejor Fournot stated that he know nothing
fboct thie stestle, ant I sincerely beliove that ho r

eslly didn't! Of such

stuff are U.S.A.F. saucer investigators deprived!

‘trying to clear a proposed article reporting this sad state of

attain 2 vas paid a visit ty @ tena of three nen, fron the Officeof Naval
Intelligence, the Army Counter-Intelligence Corps, and the Inspector of
Yaval Materiel. Those threo nen asaured theasolves that I had seon the mle
sile photos legitimtely in the conzee of uy york, and thet I had not com

pronisod security tn hanaling sy proposed rel (Tho On
I, man wore black, ineidental'y, one Sas purvenee who

hoard or researchers doing silenced after a fron
eee oe deeescedSeuetansE lanier) (e748) Sueate
to my correspondence to Congress about this missile ant the U.F.0.ts,

In lotters to the Secretary of Defonse and others in 1953, I pointed
‘out that tho Air Forcots attitide of ridiculing and operationally ignorti

alloy an enory to send aireraft or missiles
enough flashing lights on

thos ing saucers". (I personally veri-
fied that this vould be possible, by working as a volunteor in the white
Plains Pilter Centor of the Ground Obsorver Corps, an! observing the treate
ment accomiod to reports of strange objects.)

Perbaps as a rosilt of such angumnts, the Air Force revised its rogue
Jation AFR 200-2 in August 1954, pointing out that saucer reports should bo
taken soriousiy, just in case.... Tho Air Foree also stopped denying thet
Saucors might be Anorican devices, by dropping fron its 1954 (and later)
Frese releases the dental paragraph used up through 1953,
Compare the bracketed paragraphs in press releases reproduced on pages:NO, AY, and aly.) I rt cloared the letter shown on ps 419,

Pointing out the new position taken by the Air Force.

Holl Roarer® flare (p. A2%) shows a typical
Seucor roports, ani furthersore shovs how

08 have led’ to flying sau rts. Those usually
+S. eotivities or atreratt had
Such denials are properly jus-

activities at the tine. the
P- 42% pross release, for example) tend not to

the saucer literature as is

lentels, 90 that

thontic" cases. Ea clo "ECM + CIA = UFOtMarch-April 190 sme of Flying Saucor Review (London, England))
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