
1, DATE

PROJECT 10073 RECORD CARO

2. LOCATION —
_

b
o

. CONCLUSIONS

O Was Balloon

19 Feb 58 Topeka, Kansas Q Probably Balloon
3. DATE-TIMe GROUP 4. TYPE OF O3SERVATION PTI)2 ERIME

Local 72XGround-Vi sual O Ground-Radar es peste gen rercti

GMT 19 422007 D Air Visual DO Air-intercept Radar O Possibly Aircraft
S$. PHOTOS 6. SOURCE O Was Astronomical

O Yes Q Probably Astronomical

“<< Ne Military CO Possibly Astronomical

7, LENGTH OF OBSERVATION 3. NUMBER OF OBJECTS | 9. COURSE ClO the rest citeseh
{X_ Insufficient Data for Evaluation

QO Unknown1-2 secs one downward }
10, BRIEF SUMMARY OF SIGHTING 11. COMMENTS

Comet-like falling obj, orange flame, |Probably accidental release of

size of dime. Appeared to have tail some obj fm a/c Possible day-

four times diameter of obj. Appeared |light meteor, possible burst of

to disintegrate, WX balloon. Obj evaluated as no

threat. Case considered insafifi
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ATHSONIAN INSTITUTION

TROPHYSICAL OBSERVATORY

SECTION OF UPPER ATMOSPHERE STUDIES

IGY OPTICAL BATELLITY TRACKING PROGRAM

69 GARDEN STREET

CAMBRIDGE 38. MASSACHUSETTS

Captain George. T, Gregory — .
Hgtrs, Air Techni cal intelligence Center

Box 9307 oem
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, aaae

ew “now have nad a ‘chance to look: through all the reports You
sent, and the one concerning the "“satellite-type sighting” SX de
Denver interests me very wuch and I am giving it the Pull “reat

oment. It Clear that this could rot nave been any of the dmer-
“Tean satellites, net only because ote the excessive origghtness, bi
because no American satellite at present cculd be s#en appreacht
from the northwest at the latitude oe Denver, On“April 30th there

£2
.

‘were no known Rasetan Sputnik's up, but even had there been if ts
almost incomeceivable+snat ouses ts that bright’woulid eseare detec
tion by our Moonwatch team nis is a copter; 89 much so, shat
I wish I had the time Saas the opporreurity ‘to talk with these cwo
officers. It could be that\in casual gdonversation some clue night
be-obtained wnich is not apparent in their report.

: Ae
ey had an experience the othex night which may bear on this.
I had been instructing my young Gadghter in figuring sidereal tine.
and we had gone out on the lawh to check cur calcilations when

there cam along a sputnik-like object--xcorrecst brightness, >
speed, correct oolor, and F almost stood azrast, There was no
sound, A few mimtes latér another such object came through in

another direstion, and then a few minutes still another, Om thre
third one I was able tO detect over ambient noises the sound of jet
motors. Lights were’not blinking. If the cthen object had not

gone through I might honestly be puzzled to this Way as to whether

I had seen an unknown satellite. I didn't mow that jets ever

carried such lights. \

It is almost inconceivable two such expertenced oRficers wuld
have made the mistake I had first made, but s*range ee ic hap-

pen, In the teantine, I ansnavene this observation ecked ace
aii other * ynknown soutnix: * that our teams from time to Qimen mr

pore ~N
NN

“hs to the other cases, which I am returning {I will ret
Deriver case very soon), me certainiy seem to nave a fine dur: ok
meteor obsesyvationis--five of sree Two others remain: one S,
object that was seen the same time on two nights juat peor

ft
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(perdod of morning
say, tear the p

somewhat higher tha.
tasular object in the skye 2t time but, unfc aly,

southeastern SKY o_ ins “planet VvVenus_was at its brightest in
pre-sunriss skys 8and I know from past experience how eas
can be mistaken for ar unknown object. My only reaatiton.~is
question the stated position and to consider the possibility that
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“The ease of the “daylightmeteor” is greaeatly ambiguous
while a daylight fireball cannot be ruled out 2

>

leLT would myseif

»

favor the acsidental release of some object from an aircraft. How

ever, mich hinges on the statement “orange flame" If 1% really
was flaming then it looks as though we mst accredit this to a dai
light meteor. If the light was simply a bright reflesotion of sun-—

light; then. we have the other po asibility. In either case, there

is‘nothing hostile, and I say to this 4nsuffisient information te

be able to distinguish between daylight meteor or objeet falling

from airoraft".. I don't think it is worthwhile to pursue this ons
although I think if I could talk to the chap a better analysis

might be made. It fust oscurs to me fae perhaps the object might
have been a burst. weather or cosmic ray balicon, with the refleec-

tion frem the trailing material accounting for the “tail four times
the diameter of object". In fact, I think this tis distinct

possibility since it occurred in the neighborhood of the municipal
airport from which, I suppose, balioons are jaunched. Te time of

observation was 4:00 Pol, their time which, I believe, ia epeus
the time of such launchings. So, three possilbilities daylight
meteor---part of airerafte--bursted balloon: All narmless but, I
now tena ts prefer the iatter,

a
e

any am logking forward to visiting you in your new avarters---
Z hope in early June.

JAH216
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