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read of a forner sighting (incident No. 17) also occurring on 2, June 1947, anc
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Suunitted this report solely to add credence to the person who provided tha’

Story. While tuere appears to be an attempt on the part of the observer to in-

fer tiat these objects were possiblythe s as vhose reportedin (ancident h

17), there are several major diiferences, notablyas Dre Iknek a out (appeB,

thet er abe objects had tails, and tnat tne inferred wrap | as nt jermined fron

the estinated distance, is quite different. Dre Valley (App D) has pointed out

and Dr. Hynek concurred that it is difficultto take seriously the peciliar action

of the compass for this would inply fantastically larje majmetic fields.

ALD Opinion: Fron the limited evidence submitted, it is impossible to reach

& definite conclusion. However, tivo possible psycholovical factors are readily

apparent; one, the observer stated he submitted this report solely because he ~

had read several days followings his observation ofanother signting. Therefore,

he very likely either cons cious} y or inadvertently may have attenpted to conforn
his report to that recounted in the newspaper; and uty he colored his report

with inference of hupe magnetic ficlds, as to the implications of which he was

obviicsus ly uninformed

INE 24, 1997 GA&ASCAUG MOUNTAINS« WASHINGTON (KEYHOE~1950 P 24) 1 Wi
A See iui PROSPECTOR NAMED _rriieOReN: WHO WAS WORKINGoe aN THE CG Ee 0]

SIUNTAINSG » EPORTED FIVE OR SIX DISK+SHAPED.OBJECTS BANKING. IN THE SUNe “82

ATCHED “Fuel THROUGH HIS TELESCOPE SEVERAL SECONDSe THEN HE SUDDENLY NOTICED 0
4AT THE COMPASS -HAND ON HIS SPECIAL WATCH WAS WEAVING WILDLY FROM SIDE TO. 04
[DEe (JOHNSON INST STED HE HAD NOT HEARD OF THE FAMOUS REFORT ON THIS SAME oS

AYs BY (O«Ve)s WHICH WAS NOT BROADCAST UNTIL EARLY EVENING.)O6¢
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thers is no estronomical 6@xplianation Tor tiils incicent,

Wi4Ch SHOULG be GOnSiGerGce O56uner Wata che “eune AS i.

Viid’ J, WITCH OCCUurrec ON Fie Same aGhy, aid an wWilcn Slauiier GQiscoic

objects were obSorvece Line prosent oujectes anpearcd to save tuils,
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dent is tne inferred size of the oujeots, as cetersiined from the

estimated cistance.)

It is difficult to tuxe seriously tho peoulljar action of

the conpass, for tnis woild imoly fantastically lar:e macnetic.
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field, comparable with the Zarth's field, namely 0.1 gause, and that the“pp

observer found that the object subtended an anzle @ at his position, then

the ampereturne of the required electromagnet is sziven by
cor

ni = a R where R is the range of the object.

For instance, if R is one kilometer and the object is “10 meters in diameter
i

-—
,

then ni = 2 billion ampere-turns.

Kow if the object were actually only 10 meters away and were corresrpond-

ingly smaller, namely 10 cm in diameter, it would still require 10 million

anpere=-turns.

These figures ere a little in excess of what can be conveniantly done

on the ground. They make it seem unlikely that the effect wus actually

observed.

Now the Earth's magrmstio field would reuct on such « mpnet to produce

not cnly a terque but also a force. This force depends not directly on
we

o

the Earth's field intensity but on its irregularity or gredient. Thi %

force is obviously minute since the change in field over a distance cof

10 meters (assumed diameter of the object) is soarocely measurable ~ more-

ever the pradient is not predicteble but changes due to local ore deposits.

Thus even if the effect were large enoush to use it would etill be un-

relieble and unpredictable.
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HYNEK'S EVALUATIONS EXTRACTED FROM PROJECT GRUDGE REPORT
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Agtrononiceal

@e Eigh probability:
es a) ary ra La > p Cha O° 5 o> ~ ¢

WEG, Gia 50, ol, o2, Od 5 54. 46, &Y. >} 60, € © » 69, iQ, 94.
re ;? , % \*) % > Send * * Ze) = 6 r\

Gs, 06, 87, 86, 10i, We, 108, 104, Né, 119, 182, 136, 140,
14% SAY ‘ ‘ f « , 5 j f yy, ‘ es . e

be fair or low probability:

Fis, GWyg Sry By C0y G5y SG, 46, GO, CS, G7, BG, 62, 93, 100,

SARy 4004 LELy 4684 40054 144, 2455, LEK, 166, 167, I76, 192,

189, 202, 205, 220, 230, 240.

Hon-estrononical but sugsestive of other explanations

&. Balloons or ordinery eiroraft:

Tes thy 20, Shy SE, OS, We, YE, G1, GS, GI, 98, 185, 114, iid,

ange tek, 156, i41, 196, 265, 166, 137, 189, 160, 161, 163,

ney, E72, i735, 17S, 190, iG2, 196, 790, 194, 195, 196, 196,

BOO, GOL, 209, 210, 2i7, Ske, 26, 257, 250

be Rockets, flares or felling bodies:

6, t,6, G 38, 14, 1h, 8, 1, By 6, 05, 74, 166, 167,

108, 109, 133, 170, 211, 218.

Ge Miscellensous (reflections, eurorel atreaners,

#59, 89, 125, 124, 128, 146, 164, 161, 189, 214, 221, 251, 2354.

Ron-astrononical, with no explanetion evident

@e Lack of evidence precludes explanations

es, 44, 46, 47, 66, 67, 72, 86, 87, 6B, 90, 9

BEDs Ant, €015 159, 149, 250, A177, 179, 1

226, 232, 233.

be Evidence offered suzzests no explanation:

8 00, 17, Bi, 20. BT, 46, B11, 62, 65, 61, 62, 64,€

7h, YG, V7, %o, O65 2103, 21k, 128, 186, ii, 168, 1h, 162,

eee, 478, £76, 188, 166, 195, 807, 216, 223, B24, 2

227, 236, 241, 242, 245, 244, 134.


