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Mesorandum for file OSI-'N/A 21 Janvary 1953

Meeting of OSI Advisory Grovp on UFO :

January-14-thru-17, -1953---——-_ Deelassified by ES SS i
_ date —__ 2.0 BPR is

AL 0945 on January 14, 1953, an ad hee panel of ‘scientific consultents

was convened.ta raview the "Unidentified Flying Gojects" problem, A detailed

statement of the problem presented to the group py CLA is attached as Appendix.”

A, The panel consisted of the following: —-

' De, Pobertson, .CIT

‘Dr, Inis-Alvarez

Dr. S, Gordsnit., Broolshaven

- Dr, Thornton Page, 02) Johns Hopkins

“De. J.A. Hynek, consultant to ATIC, -

The following meabors of thestaffof OSI were present for various parts
of the discussions.

ors

7 Lb. Col, Ofer (PREV bP ee ee
DB, Stevenson- (Weapons) noo mo *. oe

To aunist the-sélentific panel in its reviewand exalysio of evidence;—
~ Copt. BE. 7. Rappeltof ATIC, Lt, Neashan and Mr. H, Woo of the Kavy photo. va :

duterpretation lab at-Anacostisyand Vasor Fournet and Capt. Ssith of Air

- Force Olrestorateof Intelligence? were_present,.—.— =

A firal report ion the resultsof the neeting jis being prepared ‘for the
AD/si by (7.0. Durantfout it is believed that_the following is 2 fair statement
of the conclusions reached:-— -

1, No evidence 13 availableto indicate any hysical threat 49 the 7

_ 2, No evidence i8 Availebléto indicate the existence or use of any ; oe ;
es yet unknom (to us) fundamental scientific principles.

. 9. The sudject "TU70" is not of direct intelligence interest. It is of
4n3irect intelligence interest only Snsofer as any knowledge about the 

=>.

sfunerable unsolved mysteriesof the wiiverse are of dntelligence interest,

4. The sudject "Ufo" is of operational interest for three reasons!
(a) Interference with air defense by intentional enezy jamming or

by lack of ability on the part of operating personnelto dis-

eriminrate between radar anoralies and actuak eircorne weapons

(b) Related to (a), interference with air defense ty overloading
communication lines froa the air defense observation stations, .: .

- {c) Possibility of a- psychological offensive by the eneny tined
with respect to an actual-attacs could conceivably seriously
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_ Security of the United States,

es yet unknown (to us): fundamental scientific principles, oe a

At 0745 on January 14, 1953, an ad hoc panel of scientific consultants ..
was convened. to review the "Unidentified Flying Gojects" problen, A detailed |
statement of the problem presented to the group by CLA is attached as Appendix, °
A, The pansl consisted of the- following:—-——-——-.- —

- Dr, Robertson, .CIT

‘Dr, Luis~Alvarez ee nn
Dr. 5S. Gondsnit , Brookhaven —*

’ Dr, Thornton Page, OR) Johns Hopkins

‘Dr. J.A. Hynek, consultant to ATIC,

oo Be

The following meabers— of the staff of ost were present for various parts |.”

or the disoussions.

“ PYG. Strong - — ee . - a “ “F “P:

Lt. Col, Oiler | (P&E) tt

D.B, Stevenson (Weapons) pr ae LN
fawe — pace Ss

To asalst the scientific panel in its review-and. ‘enalysis. of evidence} -

fe 0. Durent Tit i

' Capt. BE. a, Fappelt of ATIC, Lt. Neashan and. Mr.-H, Woo of. the avy photo w+!
interpretation lab at- Anacostiay anand Major Fournet and Capt. €Sith of Air

’ Force Dizectorate of Intelligenc?were” present, .

; A finzl report on _the—“resu) ts of the neéting is being Fprepares ‘for the. —
_ AD/SI byGC. Durant fout it 3iss believed that.—the: foMowing is a” fair. statezent.
of the conclusions reached:_

1. No evilence- is availableto indicate |panyPhyrsical inreat 4o)a tbe

- 2 No evidence is availebletoindicate theeexistence.or use of any.

. 3, The subject "UFO" is not of direct intelligence interest. Tt is of
indirect intelligence interest only insofer_as_any knowledge about the _

inuneralle unsolved mysteries of thewiiverse are of. intelligence int erest.

4. The subject "UFO" is of operational interest for three reasons:

(a) Interference with air defense aby. intentional enezy jammingor ~~~

eriminat 2 betveen_radar- anovalies-and-actual eirtorne‘Weapons
(b) Related to (a), interferencewith air defense ty ‘overloading ||

communication linesfroa-the air defense observation stations,~o .

(c) Possibilityof a psycholosical-offensiveby the enexy timed
with respect to an actual-aftact could conceivably seriously

eee tet
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However, it is antiGipated ~--.

reduce the defonse effort of the general: public,

: Jt is noted that these general conclusions as stated here do not sneci~

ficaliy answer the neels presented in Appendix Aa=

that comment on these points ith ba Presented 1in a wrivtes statvenent from” ~
- -- the selentific panel to AD/Si, - ~ : . “ Son aed

_ f'bss:e1) (typed 12-February 1953)------ - :
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. + .


