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1. DATE

7 November 1957

3. OATE-TIME GROUP

Harlingen AFB, Tex

4. TYPE OF OBSERVATION

O Ground-Vi sual XG Ground-Rader
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Probobly Aircroft
Possibly Aircroft

D Air-Intercept Rador

Wes Astronomicol
Probably Astronomicol

O Possibly Astronomical

cXXOrher_ Malfunction
O Insufficient Dote fer Evaluction
O Unknown

2 to 3 minutes one then W

10. BRIEF SUMMARY OF SIGHTING 11, COMMENTS

NUMBER OF OBJECTS | 9. COURSE

E to N
7. LENGTH OF OBSERVATION

Faint radar target similar to T--29 Obj not substantiated by any othe:

a/c. Target appeared 10 mi N going W evidence and was a fant target

to about 14 mi and disappeared le mi which appeared while the operator

NW. Reappeared 10 mi SW going E for was working an Yc in traffic

10 mi then turned N for iO mi then pattern, There is a possibility
turned W and disappearvd at 15 mi. of radar malfunction,

Speed of target est an excuUss of 1900

mph,
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UFOB INDEX CARD

2. LOCATION 112, CONCLUSIONS

QO Was Balloon

Harlingen AFB, Texas GO Probably Balloon

3. DATE-TIME GROUP 4. TYPE OF OBSERVATION G Pessitiy Cowen
y O Was Aircraft

07/1538 Now 57 ec aa d-Vi sual ExGCround Rader Q Probably Aircroft
O AirVi sual © Air-Intercept Radar © Possibly Aircroft

5. PHOTOS 6. SOURCE O Wes Astronomical
0 Yes QO Probably Astronomical
No OQ Possibly Astronomical

7. LENGTH OF OBSERVATION . 8. NUMBER OF Sa IECTS 9. COURSE Othe
> ingut eC OP Btion

$$ Two to three minutes - One See below ah akeel

10, BRIEF SUMMARY OF SIGHTING 11. COMMENTS

One faint radar target similarto a‘T-29. Concar with Reporting Officer that

Object appeared in NE going W, then SW, then | this sighting was possibly caused by
E then N then W. Object was going estimated | radar malfunction.
1900MPH. Objectwas in aight for two to t

minutes.

AISOP Form (15 Oct 54) 
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SUBJECT: Request - Analysis and Comments, Electronic UFO Reports

TO: AFCIN-4E% FROM: AFCIN-4E) DATE: 3 Feb 59 COMMENT NR. 2
AFCIN-4Ela/W. Picklesimer/Jje
74201/Blag 828/Rm 2h1

1. Reference is made to your request for review and analysis of eleven (11)
UFO reports.

2. Comments follow in order of inclosure numbers.

a. Inelosure #1: This UFO was not substantiated by any other evidence

and was a faint target which appeared while the operator was working an aircraft in
@ traffic pattern. Assistant Wing Operations Officer indicated a possibility of a
radar malfunction. This office concurs that a radar malfunction was possible.

D. Inclosure #2: This radar paint was probably due to unidentified
aircraft passing through the area.

ce. Inclosure #3: From the rather meager information in this report, it
is likely that the radar sighting was due to unidentified aircraft.

a. ‘Inelosure #4: The evidence presented in this report indicates a good

posaibility of a small flook of large birds.

e. Inclosure #5: There are several unusual things about this reported

UFOB sighting. First, the equipment was evidently under control of maintenance

personnel at the time of sighting. This could mean that the radar equipment was

not in perfect adjustment, or some sort of target simulator or other special equipment

was being used in connection with the maintenance operation. (There is no mention
of this in the report, however.) Also, the report gives no indication of any attempt

to rotate the antenna to a new bearing to determine whether the signal originated

inside the equipment. (‘This question arises since the azimuth of the target was

reported to be exactly the same throughout the time of interception and, therefore,

appears to indicate that the antenna was not rotating.) Further, regular operating
personnel are generally more familiar with the appearance of a particular radar
scope and could possibly be more reliable observers than maintenance personnel.

Hence, it is concluded that possibly a false target due to equipment malfunction

rather than an actual target caused the reported radar paint.
/

f. Inelosure #6: ‘The evidence presented in this report indicates the

possibility that radar reflections from clouds or rain storms caused the unexplained

blips. Equipments which operate at S-band ubually are more susceptible to weather

phenomena than L-band equipments. Tt is assumed that the search saulpment which

aid not pick up the reported blips was operating in the L-band.

g. Inclosure #7: It is difficult to understand how 3600 mph targets

would stay on a 40-mile scope for 41 minutes. There is 4 possibility that weather

or anomolous propagation caused the reported radar blips.

h. ‘Inclosure #8: Same sighting as Inclosure HT.
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SUBJECT: Request - Analysis and Comments, Electronic UFO Reports

4. ‘Ineclosure $9: Since no confirming evidence wes presented, it is

assumed that anomolous propagation of some sort caused the reported track.

4. Inclosure #10: Radar range of the reported target is not given.

Thus, @ possible important clue is missing. The possibility of a balloon or an
unidentivieda aircraft cannot be ruled out completely.

k. Inelosure #11: Thie reportedUFOB possibly couldhave been one

object or two objects one at a tine. Both sightingswere of such @ natureas to
indicate unidentified aircraft. High rate of speed was mentioned in the report,
but no attempt was made to estimate the speed. The object seemed to reverse |

direction at times, but so can an aircraft, especially © light aircraft of &


