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2. LOCATION 12. CONCLUSIONS

O Was Balloon

9 Colo QO Probably Balloon

3. DATE-TIME GROUP 4. TYPE OF OBSERVATION O Possibly Balloon
ifternoon 5_ PM O Was Aircraft

Lecal CQ2Ground-Vi sual OG Ground-Radar GQ Probably Aircraft

GMT 06/2002 O Air Visual © Air-Intercept Reder | 7 Possibly Aircraft
O Wes Astronomical

AK Yes O Probably Astronomical
O Ne Civilian OD Possibly Astronomical

6. NUMBER OF OBJECTS | 9. COURSE O::Other Reflection. __
O Insufficient Dato for Evaluation
O Unknown

\ one N/A

10, BRIEF SUMMARY OF SIGHTING 13. COMMENTS
Source overexposed successive pri

‘and the white blob began to show the

outlines of a window. Source dis-

covered that the big double west windo

of the Law Building is in the exact

center of the blob. When the window is}c

opened at just the right angle, it

reflects the sun at the exact spot

where source was standing when he tool

the picture.

, white blob appeared on a photograph

which was not noticed until after the

photo was developed.
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or, ee Director
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*
v2 Coservatory

|, Massachusetts

or.Ne—

+ “ ‘ 2 = . 3
> ja answering your ietver

:
l an Very sorry be &c it

f finals, ang @o -Say, cute it onae “ae 4in % sdale
L coulda’ take, the reflection newative in to be printed.

* owever, EZhave now done so, ond i alse took it over to the

HAC 28 you _—

it turns out that the

pe:

;
_J

*.c
a

However, there {& 3 Comniicasion;s
> -*9." densitometer ia mot there now, and has not been for
evornal years. i¢ is new down 2° the Cacramento reak
. 

6%

Loervatory in Yew Mexico. a.:sc¢, hs

s+ + the machine is sceing coupled ¥
ting Yowever, iL am soing

sething, amd may not be corer' ote o c a . - * o- ~ Vwi ao

»shoto and your letter, and

4“t the bright scot on tee blacaest print, thein looking

“lines of @ window begin to show. They are fuszy and blurry
sch bisger thin lize, ut nevertheless there if one

4a enrefully. vcr at ieast, there are some lines through
line of a winéow frame. On

nage that lock like the out ..n
5+ ayoears as i? the lines couldcre of the lese black prints, 2%

he aint images o? the country beyond showing tnarough, though.
‘ere if no indication of the sun itsea’? to the eye, though.

ur anpesrance on the show "Today" .
vy the way, how did yo

our TY set was out of order" 2 45th 70? Unfortunate LY»«Je

’ Ke

he enelosin: ‘ie nextetoetor-dicckest crint Sor you
r

eccand. «1 an extra coay of the picture orinted normali’,
/

sce@ad @ @rita soon.



June 14, 1960

Boulder, Colorado

Dear Mr. Johnson:

Thank you for the two photograph copies. I shall

be interested in the microdensitometer records if Sacra-

rmento Peak is able to furnish them.

My TV appearance on "Today" did not go too well.

Mr. Keyhoe hogged the show and i had difficulty getting a

word in edgewise. I felt rather disgusted about the whole

thing, Kspecially aince Dave Garroway himself turned out

to be something of a ''believer'' and joined with Mr. Keyhoe

in attacking ine.

Again many thanks for your interesting information.

Cordially yours,

ee aaleHe eae,
Director

DHM/mam



HARVARD COLLEGE OBSERVATORY

' CAMBRIDGE 38, MASSACHUSETTS

June 14, 1960

Major Robert J. Friend

Aerospace Technical Intelligence Center

Wright Patterson Air Force Base

Ohio

Dear Major Friend:

I think you might like to have for your records

another flying saucer case, which my arm-chair method

completely sdved. I enclose herewith copies of the

correspondence and a photograph.

Thanking you for your interest and encourage
ment,

I am,

Cordially yours,

Director

DHM/mam

Encls: /



May 12. leo

onldar, Calaersdés

?

cear or. Ses

Thask you for the extra photo ant tae laterestiag picture of

‘he san pillers, TAs le a good example, though ) have a someth pe.

Sector one that J vved as Ulvaicallon ining bee. Ae l mey have isdi-

ited, {hope to do savlner nd.isos or, preferably, et estireiy aew

conplota book.

ig wae, ci course, extrumecy satialysny to oo0 Sal pour TecoAn-

na. geance proved the correctnene of rey reliertion theory. 48 for tha

cine of the reflection, there ia no mystery at ail. ‘Tha (raage of the

ofiveted gua iv extramsely Dright. If ia sewrnaaposed on the flim ena

‘hoa tae image arreadse. As one further oxpetiseant, 3799 enight try

nver-pPinting the aegative, 89 that toe antlire pLrtara comes Jus Prac-

tacaily Biack. AD YOR TBBe® BACLTAFL VR LOMgev 4X HSRIEB, Yor will

(nd that the alae of the bright arsa diminishes. Whee we gat dowa to

cue armallest size, you may consaivavly find sornetsing interesting,

thaugn | doubt that the resolution uf te camera would show ai Chat

distance. However, ttis worth try ng. You might trem shia imttar

ver to the High Altitude Odserreicry rad nak ome af the xstrsacmers

‘een to run the oictare through ‘xe.8 comtus? daeaswbometer. tZ that

\y operating, suck a picture would give exactly the informatica 2 am

senaing.

1 am te be on television, che program called “Toadsy, ' the morszing

of May 26. Iam planning to taza your photograph slong with me and pe r-

Lape § may show it. My subject: Flying Savcere. i shall be iaterviewed

st che same time as they iaterview Xoyhoe, who \s a strong Seiiever ia

ig 922C2rs.

With best wiabas, aad loomiay forward ta heatiag from you ayaig,

-

Tosdially yours,

Cieector



aS Seeaan
Boulder, Colorado

7 May, 1960

Dr. Donald H. Menzei

Earvard Observatory

Cambridge 38, Massachusetts

Dear Dr. Menzel:

I would have anewered you sooner on your letter. about the

\. flying saucer picture I sent you, but the weather has been so
> bad that sd would have done me no zood to go up on Flagstaff,

“as I would have seen nothinz! However, I was able to go there

“ -yesterday, with the visibility 40 to 50 miles. Using some

more copies @6f the photo as a cuide to parallax, I was able
to find and stand in the exact aspect from which the picture was

taxen. It seems that the Law Buildinzg is in the area of the

white blob,:and its bis double west window is located in the

exact center of the blob. O27 course, the position of the sun

mow is different than in Pebruary when the picture was taken,

but 1 did a little Sivszuring, and came up with the following:

when the window i3 opened to just the richt angle of tilt, the

position of the vebruary sum id such that its imaze will be

reflected right to that particular snot on FPlagstaf? Mt.

Therefore, this reflection theory is very ppwobably correct,
thouxh I fail to ses why the reflection is such a large odject
on the phote. (The picture wus taken very late in the afternoon,

as you can see.)

l am includinga 5x7 enlargement of the whole area covered

in the negative, which may be more suitable for your new book.
Yes, 1 would be delighted to have you use my photo...

I navedvead the 1953 edition, and I see that you also deal
with such unusual natural phenomena as sun pillars. Therefore,

I am also enclosing a picture of the latter. It was taken et

about 14h VP on the morning of Rebruary 23, 1960. When I first
saw the pillar, it was about 15° in height, but fading rapidly.

Of the 3 filters which I have, Wratten 254, Xl-and 6805, it seemed

to be the most prominent through the 80B, so this was alsdé used

in the photo.; All this took some tine, and by the time I was :

ready to snap, the pillar was only 10° high. Therefore, I just

took the picture with the shutter set the same as it had been

overni cht; the exoosre was 1/700 9 £/5.6 on Tri-X 35mm fila.

As yO2 con see, ther> were 9 incnes of snow on the ground, and

I just didn’t have time to get ready to zo outside.

There ig almost no trace of it in the photo, but there was

also a faint round ball of luminescense right below the pillar

befor: and duringthe exposure. The faint light atreak 25/32
of » inch to the ory -he of the cillar ig a defect of the vrrint,..

TY
is ir? ail the others: except tte oillar. 1 am sorry that she .

Dlllar snows 80 pooriy, but the fellow who printed this tells

me ths the negative i3 so flat it is a wonder that anything shows

* besides the b ter area at the pillar's base. The pillar seems

to »@ about 8” high on the print in its extremities (including a

Little bit abowe the darkish cloud) if you are doubtful about
f ;

f % ae We Li 4 r
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Auril Ao, L7ou

|, Sil oamgpie coments

Houider, Ccicraco

le Dear Mr. lohssen: A

€ _. Lrouat s cicei ne for ual haviag written earlier in5

reoly to your letter of 1S March. § have, however, been

trawebing a greti casi and sast aew getting around to some

4 :
ofthe lesa urpank Corre sucess,

I tind your nicture culie interaviing., (am very

iam diag with Vileagatell sawing pent © gneidecadle time in

Boulder aod beiny a oat? of ceaver. This appears to he

4 picture poaiiag roughly Cast. fay Tiret question La tne

we Of Gay Uiat vou togh the preture., From the ligating,

sid ea, buat you mmuat cavt (4 ¢ toe bun More or Lees at

your back, *O tear this could net ba just aa ordinary type of

‘eQfection, resnitiog from having potates the camera is tha

gene rad arection m¥the suas. Oe veu, by aay chance, wear

ring? The retlection from the atone may have gotven nto

w
r
e
 
t
e

Coe ternera os 40me way.

Will you make one test for ma, which ] consider the

mast ikeiy in naw of toe effect, The sua appears to have been

settyi¢w attse time. [a tiere in ta@ approximate position of

tue Diob aurce house with a fairly large wiadow that covid have

pees relKeeling the awa? Staud <3 epprosinetaly the samme spo
aad leek over th# ragion wives fele giass. ALright apeot lize

ais eften spreads enormonaly. Yar ern eee from the mcturs

that the gun pare az have heen shining brilllantly. The shadéw
especially of tha large barn on the rigot, gives ue some icta ,

sithe heig:: at the gan. This waain February. The angis of
.

ie ann ell now nave change.

Ai ony rate, make this test and det mae kaow, lam, 23

s ruetter of act, ree sana ig bowe on fying saucers with a lot

ef now musteriet, [El abecka wast to wee your protograt. would you



I will be glad to send a larger copy of this photo ifthe scale.
lease let me know if you want any moreyou feel you Can use it.

information.

Sincerely yours,
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a nll
18 March, 1940

Dre Nonald H. Nenzel

o> Harvard College Observatory

Camoridve 38, Macsachusetts

Near Sir:

On February 6,,1959, while on Plagetaff ‘it., a

7000" foothill weet of Boulder, I took what I thought

would be an ordinary scenic nicture of Boulder thrown

my brother's Brownie Holiday, which is a $7 box .
cumera. On development, however, a small black blo»

showed on the nevative; one strongly reminiscent of

a “flying vsaucer.*
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"ne enclosed nictur# is a 6x enlariement from a

email section of that ne,ative. "re exposure war

1/°5 second at f/ll, throuzgh a 25A filter, on Tri-X.

Develonoment was nosmal commercial.

Absolutely nothin, wae ceen in the area with

the eye alone either ocefore oc after, dut I must admit

that I ween't looking for anything unusual.

NICAP in Wuehinzton enatched up a cony of the

orto rivht away, out they will not give any kind of

exnlanation for the phenomenon. As you have written

an informative book on "70's, I was wondering if you

~“Quid ve willing to offer an explanation. I do not

remember the weather conditions on that date, but

could find them out for you. I will send the original
nepative 1f you wish.

“he pioture was taken at »bout 5S pm, and tne

direction of view is approximately southeast.

Yours truly,

enAaISNTTS.Sidi
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>, Sie ; April 19, 1960

I Deltewe that the Souide> Library probabiy bas a copy

of my book, 'Fiying Saucers, '' You might be interested in

reading it.

Thanking you for your kindness in sending me the

picture aad again plesse accept my anciogies for a tardy com-

snunication. j

Siscarsly yours,

DHM /db Donaia H. Menzel)

Siracter





An unusually fine large UFO inserted itself into a photog
raph

taken on February 6, 1959. near Boulder, Colorado. The
 witness

had spent the afternoon climbing on Flagstaff Mountain and, 
about

5:00 P.M., snapped a picture of the town of Boulder, to the southeast.

Although he had seen nothing unusual in the sky or in the air,
 the

negative, when developed, showed a small black blob that print
ed

as a white, luminous, roughly spherical object,-—a typical 
flying

saucer.

Civilian saucer investigators in the area procured a copy of the

photograph and sent it to NICAP for evaluation. The witness h
im-

self did not immediately assume that he had photographed an inter-

planetary spaceship hovering over the city of Boulder; instead,
 he

sent a print and a description of the circumstances to Dr. Menze
l,

who was well acquainted with the geography of Boulder and Flag-

staff Mountain. Dr. Menzel suggested that the blob of light cou
ld

have been produced by some type of reflection: “The s
un appears

to have been pretty low at the time. Is there, in the app
roximate

position of the blob, some house with a fairly large window that

could have been reflecting the sun? Stand at approximately 
the

same spot and look over the region with a field glass. A bright spot

like this often spreads enormously on the film. You can see 
from

the picture that the sun must have been shining brilliantly. T
he

shadow, especially of the large barn on the right, give
s us some

idea of the height of the sun. This was in February, and the an
gle

of the sun will now have changed. Please make this test an
d let

me know.”

Not until the first week of May, however, was the witness able t
o

repeat his excursion and make the necessary tests. Using a copy of

his original picture as a guide, he was able to stand in the e
xact

spot from which he had taken the picture. He then realized
 that

the Law Building of the University of Colorado stood in the pl
ace

occupied by the U#O and that the big double window of the Law

Building was at the exact center. In May no reflection appeared,

but from calculations he found that the position of the Febru
ary

sun was such that the window, when open at just the right tilt,

would reflect the sun’s image to the exact spot on Flagstaff Mountain

from which he took the picture. The image of the reflected su
n is

extremely bright and the film had been overexposed: therefore the

image had spread on the film to create the large UFO. To confir
m

the hypothesis, the witness tried overprinting the negative so th
at

the entire picture came out practically black, and with successive
ly

longer exposures the size of the hricht UFO diminished. As he 
got

it down to the smallest size on the blackest print, he could see t
he

fuzzy outline of a window [2].
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