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1. DATE 2. LOCATION

CAnScarn ds inf

PROJECT 10073 RECORD CARD

12. CONCLUSIONS

, eh ; 0 Was Balloon
4 May 1956 Marinette, tttechigen QO Probably Balloon

3. DATE-TIME GROUP 4, TYPE OF OBSERVATION O) Heasiely eeicen
; O Was AircraftLocal Cf Ground-Vi sual O Ground-Redar GQ Probably Aircraft

GMT.05/0230 to 0330Z D Air Vi sual QD Air-Intercept Radar QO Possibly Aircraft

5. PHOTOS 6. SOURCE DO Was Astronomical
O Yes O Probably Astronomical

MEKNo Civilian O Possibly Astronomical

7. LENGTH OF OBSERVATION 8. NUMBER OF OBJECTS

1-6-2-9

10, BRIEF SUMMARY OF SIGHTING

Round objects size of baseball, color

reddish orange - in U shaped formation,

1 sighting 6 objects - 1 sighting 2

objects. One sighting 9 objects -

on a WNW heading straight line of

flight, disappeared over horizon.

ATIC FORM 329 (REV 26 SEP 52)

olde IAL

9. COURSE oO (CY) LY pS ce oS
WX Insufficient Data for Evaluction
O Unknown

WN W

11. COMMENTS

Insufficient data for evalua-

tion. No record of reply to

request for additional infor-

mation.
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15 May 1956 between.Captain G.T. Gregory, ATIC, and S/Sgt DeRudder,
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; “ HEADQUARTERS f Ag2,,

4602d AIR INTELLIGENCE SERVICE SQUADRON (ADC) asa et Tis
Me ENT AIR FORCE BASE 2. oF:

; COLORADO SPRINGS,, COLORADO i, O-Nz as
. ; F 4 ee ay ree

Ee 0

7 23 MAY 1956

SUBJECT: Marinette, Wisconsin, UFOB Sighting Rae ennabieth ire ba “

TO: Commander | ) DA)
Ne Air Technical Intelligence Center GEL

: ATTN: AFOIN-LEY a ae

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base / ue a froth
Dayton, Ohio fo ‘% Bagh)

1. Reference "Marinette Case" and telephone So a acd ik of Pet :
Sf

this headquarters.

26 Forwarded herewith for action deemed necessary is ATIC Form 16) .

completed telephonically between UFOB observer, Revere

3s

and Flight 3-4, 602d AISS.

Review of the attached form indicates that this sighting was

possibly astronomical in nature. ‘The following items would substantiate

a meteoric hypothesis:

ae Unrestricted visibility of the heavens with the exception of
a: few scattered clouds.

be One object, although moving behind a cloud, was still visible

with a change in color indicating this was not a reflection mt a self-

illuminated body.

objects

see the

ce The short duration of sighting of each object or group of

coupled with the distance traveled again indicates meteors.

ad. The fact that the observer did not have sufficient time to

object(s) through binoculars indicates the celerity of the objects.

ee The color of the object(s) is that of meteors.

FOR THE COMMANDER: y

a
VERO Ss) Major, USAF

Satee st agate



AIR TECHNICAL INTELLIGENCE CENTER

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE

OHIO

AFOIN-E)

SUBJECT: Follow-up on Marinette Case

TO: - Commander .

Air Defense Command

.. ATTN: 46024 aISS. .

' Colorado Springs, Colorado

“1. Reference your basic commnication 23 May 1956 regarding
4 meteor hypothesis submitted on the sighting observed by Reverened .

q BP Charles Burmeister of Marinette, Wisconsin, and teleptype message,

ATIC, dated 14 May 1956, requesting additional information on
aud joc’ pi gntings xe

- aye A review and Ghalyate ‘of this signttia has oa completed es
by a USAF consultant and scientist on astronomical matters. In.

light of present information, it was disclosed that it is very

doubtful that merece’ pp isos were meteoric in pa cares

gst“The following are submitted in support of the stove ‘conten=
tion: . ein

a Ben. Meteors do not travel in formation. 3
we tees re

wtdt De "U* shapes formations, definitely not characteristic of.
meteorse. . es gs ke pea : pays at

£ are Observation of three separate groups, also not charac- .._ a4
q 5 aE teristic of meteors. la aoe ye wees Sf ch

io de Observer, being an amateur astronomer, would: recognize |
or have ‘general atu enee of pA phenomenae

Nees Request that the same ‘basic auantians submitted in teletype
message, referenced in paragraph 2 above, be considered as part of

your "follow-up" action towards properly resolving this casee
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(C) NEGATIVE

(D) CAME: OUT OF THE EASTON A WEST NORTH WEST HEADING. STRAIGHT

LINE: OF a

5 A) GROUND, VISUAL

@ BINOCULARS

(C) N/A:
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DATE-TIME GROUP SECURITY CLASSIFICATION
141500Z MAY 56 UNCLASSIFIED

ie atag ATION OUTLINE. INFORMATION

es COMDR,- ‘ATR DEFENSE COMMAND, =| Cob Pooxmessace | [a onmotnat messace
3, ENT’ AIR FORCE. ay COLORADO SPRINGS,” Reagan Roa Fie hia CRUPTOPRERAUTION Ear
wv COLORADO: drt eS. EOE = [E) munis appress (ves =.4 [no

paket veoeomiaie 295 ve e | REFERSTO MESSAGE: SS
iTM

IDENTIFICATION ~ re CLASSIFICATION —

= ¥ ere . “ t f+ i) * +

!erinettew, Micnigan ; who as’ also amateur
"astronomer. | Tais case. varrants.attention. Action to anvestteete undoubtedly

ae shu a

K: under way Sy your office. “Proper analysis of ‘this: case towards some firm con-

~y

yr ee

RN:clusionFequire, thee Following:data also be:obtained, which’ not indicated in
a ee

taMsg states guration of- objects srphbeds 1 hour. Bes this mean ‘all three
‘formitions?: Can Sean esse a es:
Sy. Waat was, ‘ane duration’ of each formation?

Got Wat ‘was the time interval betweenfact formation?
! What was,the‘significant difference between the. three formations 7 2s

to: eine, ERS} color, maneuver , motions ? Shen if ent

| Obtain details as $0. approximate precy “movements or maneuvers . of each
; ¢. vt

Z sa a Se +,formation. None given. x
oe



NEE“ 2 0°) Am attaching all the correspondence from the <'
‘eggs11s; ex2ept the TH ~ which vas turned over to you during

my last visit to Columbus. I thought it would be best if you would ©

review my letter to the 4602d requesting they re-enter the case. As

you may see from the correspondence they insist the objects seen by the

good reverand are meteors. Perhaps I have phrased the letter in an

erroneous manner, oF the statiments in refutw of their meteor hypothesis

may be misconstrued. You may revise it as you see fit. I am attempting |

to “demand” a re-investigation and get specific ansvers to your original

TWX questions- without being too blunt. - aie

r = iat Reese 4 pewtele- 5 Sirsa hs Sees SS Sisk SaaS ohticdnin ca EY stools ; 4 rpeEY 4 sxe 3
anne eaeDS

I will follow up on the Bm case. I think the

best thing to do is for me to correspond directly with BRRBSies? --
I can say that I happened to be talking to you at ATIC and got
interested in it because of its astronomical implications, and

thus I need not disclose:my connection with the project. O.K?

e

Tf I may tigress to the“Ras-, mayI submit the following
suggestion as being of some possible value towards resolving the meteor

hypothesis: Is it possible for you toe t and consult with

astronomers (not amateurs) in the ‘area and determine whether
there was any unusual meteoric activity or astronomical phenomena for the

night of the sighting which could have some bearing on the alleged

observations: This is definitely not to question your professional
integrity or opinion, Dr. (for I consider and will be your stalwart
champion in any USAF mattdérs), but for purposes of having some paper on
file indicating you have exhausted all sources to approve or disapprove

the hypothesis. This is in keeping with our policy of getting all —

opinions, evaluations, analysis, results of investigations, ete. -- “on

if



FROM: (Originator) ware ee “i he aiae oe [oatetimecrour | SECURITY CLASSIFICATION

PRECEDENCE"
FOR:

CRYPTOPRECAUTION :

would be:interesting to inow it the Ligatwas“aienasea,, .

a ecanelysis annotr place. sighting into explainable‘category. -: “Inreply, 0ae7 : iY
>this matter: also ‘reference “larinevtc@ Case.”rc 7
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