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Siete Noe 37 —— ly October 1947, 1200 hours, eleven mm
Ne be Uave Greek, Arizona.
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Two mine operators observed one object at S000 to 10,000 ft altitude, travel~

ing 550 iPUS.E. in a straight line for a period of 5-60 Secornibs The object
was red arainst the sky, and black against a cloud. It appeared to be thre
feet in dianeter from point of observation. The OSI revort of investiyation staves

that one observer thoucht it was 2 buzzard, but decided later that it was not

the other observer said it resembled a flying wing, but was not a flying Winge

No reasons are given for these apparently super fluousis and conflicti
As in many other instances, these observers cite their flyinc experience as

qualification for their ability to observe and report deta: LS
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Dr HYNEK'S EVALUATIONS EXTRACTED FROM PROJECT GRUDGE REPORT.
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INCIDENT TNOBA

1. Astronomical

a Eigh probability:

726, 27, 30, $1, 32, 335, 34, 48, 49, 5¥, 60, 66, 69, 70, 94,

95, 96, 97, 98, 101, luz, 1U3, 104, 116, 119, 132, 136, 140,

147, 148, 158, 174, 184, 185, 187,. 197, 2Uu3, 204, 208, 216,

212, 238.

b. rair or low
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2. Won-astrononical tut sugcestive olf other exvlanations

: c ; Le - vase eee, 1Sa, Balloons or ordinary atrocralt:
i} ‘> ; 4 sf) | il i >= ) i, 7 ) ‘ ?

um » Lhe LL, td. y ~~ , ree 7A i, GO, 1, “9 113, 1 a LAD,
77 3% ‘4 1A! SI 154 y TAD Co) e%oi, Avis 138, LL, m2tVep 2 de , 15 * 3. Pe y isl, 163,
ge | 7 17% =ls 1 © 1 a LOA

' ~ ates a ie < "3 “rr \)\ - ey
Pe Wigall () » re! } 1 o 20 Pe % io 4 P ss in - 4 | bag Tew By : i abeal r a’, a) i , ro - "

T , ’ - we iax es PA 4 1

, a “ ry cy Q ' *) r 1 «a Bs a “) i a [ wT ior 7 \"7

7. i srr ' ms * +

4

7 - é i at] ' “iz a” ' 1} —. } = =" : « F f = i _ ~ F ‘
oe Miscellaneous (reflections, auroral streaners, birds, ete.)
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3. Woneastronoulical, with no explanation evident
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a, lLaok of evidence precludes explanatioas
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b, BLvidance offered surzaste no exolanation:
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