
DATE - TIME GROUP 2. LOCATION

4 10/01302

10. CONCLUSION

1. Aircra?t (w/sanmer)

NUMBER OF OBJECTS 2. (STARCHLITES)

One, Two

LENGTH OF OBSERVATION BRIEF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS |

Not Reported 11 reported sightings in Boston area submitted by Raymond
, “a = ee

TYPE OF OBSERVATION pb eam Ry of 11 are ater ibutable we an a/e with an |
aieising banner and the two additional sightings present

Gro und=Visual the characteristics of a searchlisht or spotliczht. These

COURSE are lod pent reports. See case files.

PHOTOS

PHYSICAL EVIDENCE

0 Yes

@ Ne

FORM

FTD sep 63 0-329 (TDE) previous editions of thio form may be used,
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aeSERVING THE MOST ENTERPRISING COMMUNITY NORTH ,OF BOSTON \

= —-—- ~~ a :
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* . V/A Freed

Volpe Flying High? T-i0 +5 WOSOAHRAS SOARS boa loOn igi crane ager & aig CCOME ROR ORSSS ae Broa 
+ —s onar a PA at i | wit | BErOepSOesds Rae bi

, FLYING Cci BSS On SSSR. gee IP“aS ‘ BSSQS6oR BNR Sank SH IE
Sighted In Arec y SABEHEE Eoun HERE. |n‘5 ie 4 f . =. a

& ‘ 
—While it must be accepted as fact) From the bridge of The Ship 8 & aQw = i He 5 faa) i (2) fathat it was an airplane towing alon Route 1 in Lynnfield, owner, 8 De] Han aE Qa jalighted political sign, those who|John Zappala and five patrons Ue) CQ, EY oa iywitnessed what they believed to be|viewed the mysterious object after he S £ =o o Bs) E ~¥ “hesa flying saucer over this area, last|it was first sighted by the parking! B @ =] B5 a Lae | (|night, probably will remain with}|lot attendant Richard Maloney, 19. “ 5 OnR00 BE bg Ee ps

their original thought. of Coolidge pk, Wakefield. ed = anaAyS rtAround 9:15, ie mysterious ob-] It was traveling west to east, “Uno ABQ FH {IOJect Noated through the skies north}went into a left bank and its am-| g*o rs] & 1 tyof Boston. Some destribed it as'ber lights blinked off and on show-| =I a & Oo 4
round, with lights on the rim;jing the object to be about the size eS B = S | Fes eS
Some said it was the size of alof “a crushed automobile,” Ma- Hb B pa s <=squashed car: others told of its|loney sald. oO 5 Q rsincredible speed, while still others} Maloney told a Daily Item re- b= my oH wn oo
saw it flying at a speed of only|porter “it looked white then yel- oe. - |
about 100 miles an hour.- lowish, but when I first saw it it! - w = @ Ls,But it can all be blamed on allooked like a long string of lights.” rb 3] to e4 “Bring Back Volpe” lighted sign] Like Maloncy, all other witnesses 

a a EBbeing towed by a Tri-pacer, sojsaid that the flying object made no St) root
claim state police on advice from|nojse, This is still puzzling to state oO ical

» the control tewer al Logan Inter- police where Sgt. Joseph Kelley - las]
national Airport. received reports at the Lynnfield & * iMrs. Jean Walshof 41 Jefferson|parracks. He relayed them to state be &Fd WheyhonedLt, Willlam R.Con-lpolice lisscqtar: rs. Boston, pe e. Pa
pete tt Wakefield police head-| aratoney said int to him the o -aha ~_ = she nae oe got flying object was large in size. e ;band were driving along Main s' 2

they observed a big object traveling; But the ccntrol tower at Logan [es
faster than any pline that they|insists that it must have been the
had ever seen. She described the peg oa anes ee —— ' ' eslights around the edges of the ; ‘1cireular object. . singularly, creating a “flashing 5 od oO wy:
Susan Collins of 33 Lake st told|*Mect. . Bh oe w @ Ssthe licutenant that she and sever-|_ Other reports were made from fo) Oo os

4 81 others observed a flying saucer,!Cambridge and from residents in| ro)
| and estimated that it was travel-/the Charles River area, all wit- t+ a

ing over the juutor high school.|neses stating that it was a noiseless! ica| She said “that many others saw|mysterious flying object, and not
it, too, an airplane, |
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13 Friend Court,

Jenham, Massachusetts

18 October 1964

SAF-~OIPB

Department of the Air Force
_ Office of the Secretary
United States Air Force

Washington, D.C.

Attention: Major Maston M. Jacks

Dear Major Jacks:

Thank you for your letter of 14 October 1964 in response to one

of several recent UFO reports which I submitted to the USAF, i.e.
UFO piacere on 9 September 1964 in the Boston, Massachusetts,
North Shore Area. Inr-answer-to-your questions concerning the

possibility that the "second object" sighted by James Warsher and
his friend was a searchlight or spotlight, I am supplying the
following information.

One of my initial questions to Mr. Warsher was whether a search-
light reflection on a cloud layer was what he might have witnessed
as there were low scattered clouds over Boston and such a light
could have performed the maneuvers described. I received an
emphatic "no" from him. He described the object as solid, having
depth, and flying below the cloud base. Only the "bottom" of the
object was dimly glowing. As regarding your query whether hr,
Warsher felt that the second object was "trying to intercept or

catch the advertising plane", the answer is also negative. The
aircraft was on the other side of she Charles River heading toward
she WBZ TV towers whereas the UFO was approaching from the oppositeval

direction over the Charles River toward their car on the Harvard

Square Bridge. Other cars and a TA bus stopped on the bridge
while their occupants observed the odject. t passed directly over
the bridge, made a sharp turn with no curve radius and proceeded
directly for the large light on the John Hancock Building and made
2-3 90° square turns around this light. It then came back toward
and 2lmost over the Charles River where it accelerated upwards
into the cloud base. At all times the object witnessed appeared to
he solid, elliptical in shape with a dimly-glowing base. ihe object

exhibited several typical UFO characteristics: i.e. its elliptical
shape; ability to perform turns with no curve radius; and, a change

in color upon acceleration wnless this was caused by ground lights
reflecting on the object or because of its light being affected as

4t began to enter the cloud base.

Tor some reason there has been 2 rash of UFO lis

area Por the vast few months. Yesterday I sent < era. cent

revorts to Wright-Patterson 4f3. I believe that basic inrormation

on one of these was already TVX'd there by Hajor Brooks at Hanscom
honeAFB, Bedford, Massachusetts who took dowm the information og pl

from me as it concerned a UFO intercepting and following a 01

I OE 8 ee , eae '



which was on a landing approach to Hanscom AFB. It was dark gray or

black, torpedo-shaped and had small fins at its rear. No wings or
other appendages were observed. lo noise. No exhaust trail. tou may

already have been forwarded this information. I am presently working
on several more recent reports: - a UFO which overtook two jets which
had just broke the sound barrier over Brockton, Mass. and which then

dropped to hover over Brockton in three different areas after making

abrupt maneuvers; the other involved a UFC observed hovering over a

street in the city of Haverhill, Mass. around 1:00 AM one morning.
It was circular in shape and, significantly enough (cf. Warsher) its
base had a soft glow coming from it. Illumination from nearby
streetlights revealed a dome-lixe structure on “ye The sight of it
sent the witnesses as ey to the police station! UGetails will be
sent out shortly to AFSC ( if and to civilian groups.

In accordance with AFR 200-2 dated 20 July 1962 and amended on
30 March 1964, paragraph #7, would you be so kind as to send me the
USAF fact sheet on the well-publicized Socorro, New Mexico UFO sighting

bs Socorro patrolman Lonnie Zamora on 24 April 1964? Also, would you
please expand on the meaning of AFR 200-2, par. 77 in relation to
ae office making available to the public "all releases" concerning

O sightings reported to the USAF? I realize that this does not

include those reports which are classified and those which are "For
Official Use Only” but would those reports cleared by your office

for distribution to the public be available to me? would it be possible
for an interested individual like myself to receive back copies and be
put on a distribution list for future releases or would I have to ask
for such "releases" specifically i.e. referring to each sighting
separately? I have followed the UFO problem for seventeen years and am
dependent upon UFO information through UFO organizations; newsclip
service; personal contacts and personal investigations concerning UFO
sightings. Any Treleases" available from The Office of Information,
Office of the Secretary of the Air Force would be ges appreciated
and would be a great aid in ny own UFO research. e implications of
the the sightings of real tninowns" throughout the world are eno

rmous

and complicated. One needs as much information as possible to carry on

a serious study of these objects.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Lomond > Pow.
REF /ref

ao



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

WASHINGTON

14 October 1964
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

Dear Mr. Fowler:

We are in receipt of your report of unidentified flying object

sightings on 9 September 1964 in the Boston, Massachusetts, North

Shore area. We-aréin accord with your conclusions on sightings

three through eleven, as being the advertising plane from Beverly

Airport. While these reports are of identified objects ani not

unidentified reports the information does serve as confirmation of

the visual characteristics displayed by aircraft with advertising

banners.

The sightings of witnesses one and two cannot be evaluated as

the advertising plane since the object was observed at the same

time. This sighting presents some characteristics of a reflection

of searchlight/spotlight or other ground lights. Verification

required for an evaluation of this nature would include the weather
data to establish a cloud or haze layer and the presence of a

searchlight/spotlight in the area. The description of the second

object is in accord with this evaluation. The object was elliptical
shape with fuzzy edges, no noise, dull grey color diffused with
yellowish tint. The motion is also highly suggestive of this

phenomena. In your contimed investigation this possibility could

be checked. Did James Warsher have the feeling that the second

object was trying to intercept or catch the advertising plane, in

a manner such as someone with a spotlight perhaps attempting to

focus on this plane?

The Air Force wishes to thank you for your interest in aerial

phenomena.

Sincerely,

MASTON M. JACKS

Major, USAF

Chief, Pictorial Branch

Public Information Division

Office of Information

Raymond EB. Fowler

13 Friend Court

Wenham, Massachusetts
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HEADQUARTERS

FOREIGN TECHNOLOGY DIVISION

AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE, OHIO

REPLY TO

attw of; TDEW

susyect: Unidentified Flying Object Reports

ro: Hq USAF SAFOI PB

Wash D C 20330

orFice
This letter has received a report of unidentified flying object

sightings on 9 Sep 64 in the Boston setts North Shore
area, from Regueeg“gaiianey, nham, Massachusetts.
Attached is a suggested reply to Mr Fowler.

FOR THE COMMANDER

eg ae
Colonel, USAF a/s
eputy for Technology

and Subsystems

a
YOU- THE NUCLEUS OF SECURITY!

(Paredtanstatenanne5 2 ar -
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HEADQUARTERS 
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FOREIGN TECHNOLOGY DIVISION -— Med
AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND Vite

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE, OHIO

REPLY TO

ATTN OF?

SUBJECT aq Sightings, 9 Sep 64

—=
Wenham, Massachusetts

Dear Mrgap

We are in receipt of your report of unidentified flying object

sightings on 9 Sep 64 in the Boston, Massachusetts, North Shore

area. We are in accord with your conclusions on sightings three

through eleven, as being the advertising plane from Beverly Airport.

While these reports are of identified objects and not unidentified

reports the information does serve as confirmation of the visual

characteristics displayed by eircraft with advertising banners.

The sightings of witnesses one and two cannot be evaluated as

the advertising plane since the object was observed at the same

time. This sighting presents some characteristics of a reflection

of searchlight/spotlight or other ground lights. Verification
required for ane valuation of this nature would include the weather

data to establish a cloud or haze layer and the presence of a

searchlight/spotlight in the area. ‘The description of the second
object is in accord with this evaluation. The object was elliptial

shape with fuzzy edges, no noise, dull grey color diffused with

yellowish tint. The motion is also highly suggestive of this

phenomena. In your continued investigation this possibility coud

be checked. Did James Warsher have the feeling that the second

object was trying to intercept or catch the advertising plane, in

@ manner such as someone with a spotlight perhaps attempting to focus

- on this plane? - -

The Air Force wishes to thank you for your interest in aerial
phenomena.

e
YOU - THE NUCLEUS OF SECURITY!

(aiAONik A ah ee aie



14 October 1964

the advertising plane since the object was observed at the same

time. This ting presents some characteristics of a reflection

MASTON M. JACKS

Major, USAF

Chief, Pictorial Branch

Public Information Division

Office of Information

Wenham, Massachusetts

of searchlight/spotlightor other ground lights. Verification

i
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ADVERTISING PLANE FLIGIT PLAY
GeeSPaPER CLIPPING

PROMS RayaondB. Fowlor

TOs last , CG. WIcaP*

APEO
G3 UFO Group

The following Xepert provides detailed information

concerningUFO sighting(s) on the night of 9 Joptesbar1964

at Dostem, Massachusetts and possibly in the Sorth Shore

area of Massgcmoctts. Additional information 13 amected

and will be forwarded at a later date.

Ht? nee



On the night of Septentexr 9, 1964, Radio station WELZ troadcast
iUFO roparts at 20:00 and 11:00 Fil, The following day 2 phoned

Streeter Stuart, WEZ newseaster (ICAP ment 3
Streoter said that several eaployess of WBZ had seen the

B
a
l
e

ne t
aber} Go obtain the deta

Tre —_—-* ae ye
UFO over tk:

WBZ parking Lot and thaw WDZ had received abows a dosen renorts by
%phone. However, the State Police la

Ht

the UFO was identified by she logen Airport Control Tower as being an
advertising plene. Nevertheless, I chtained the wituesses* names from
Os. ale ae Per : ag: to S a NY
Strecker and began my investigetion.

ser called WB4 and toid them that

A check with Ski-Lite Advertising Company revealed that their

aircraft had followed the route over which the UFO had been raported
so L wrote off the reports as being the advertising plane.

On the same day, later in the afternoon, 1 received a phone call
from a Sylvania official at Divisioa leadquarters, He had seen my name
in the "Sylvania News" as being connected with NICAP and UFOs and
had called to inform mo that many people had seen both the adrertising

friend, bovh MITjane and the UFO at the same tine. Is son and aa
Ingineering students, were among the witnesses. Thus, £ reepenad ny

investigation immediately. The results thus far are as follows.

HARVARD SQUARE DRIDGE ~ a:20 eM WITNESS # 1
eon < ane ster James Louis Warsher

(name may not be published)
we id , 6 Bradford Pead,

Mere 9 or { Wellesley, Hassachusettsa “Age: 2:

anes Sretrw ov Cccupation: Engineering _

(Data Sheet to HICAP) dara svez7 Student - NIT

se ee

ticed an advertising
Plashed the wordsz at

ies on

aercss the Harvard Square

yack Jolpe” ~ candidate for Governor.
os% at the same instant th ticed an ellipticeali-

shaped object coming down the Charles River toward the/bricgs.
Tt is important to note that both the advertising plene anc

ey

this ebject were seem in the air the same time thus
imi 3 ane being mistaken for a UFO,



when the objects spad up and accelerat.
t% seened te beshini

Plastic. The ebject itself’ was a dvi
compared to that of an automobile head
Several blocks away. Ho eas kering or pu
noticed, It was observed % i. a windshi
apparent size was compared “to 4 iat of a sii
arn’s length. Iss true size was estimated to be Saverage automobile. The object moved at a speed wi
between 300-150 mph before disappearing vartically at greater
speed. Its heichs as compared with the John Hancock cuildingtower light would be over 26 stories hich or about 275~300 Peet

m
e
l
a
s

WITNESS # 2

(James igs gelngrerine to persuade his friend to fill out a UFO
DATA SHEET. I will send any further information obtained Lasor,)

NEAR FENWAY PARK ~ 8330+ WETNESSES # 3 & h

MG » & Meg. David Randlett
28 If ve Sureed,
Wellesly, MasSSAChUSObt

Roth wituesses saw a Low.
Park (See Map # 1) wadeh
a rowmd circular white 1iz

noise was hear a. Zts Light
blink. ts Agvered 4nomen’

heading for the

Seen was not an a

upon receipt of

aiding toward Fanway

en inverted saucer with
ogg aBaers 1 De |

5 PRRs

WDZ ~ 3:50-8:54, PM WITNESS 4 5

Robert Zagareli
(Witnesses? names obtained through (name may not be published)

GAP member Streeter Scuars, WO LOL. Suffolk SStreet,
Hows Cozmentatvor) Malden, Massachusetts

(Maniaanna tino is *
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