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. DATE - TIME GROUP 2. LOCATION
22 Avgust 65 .?.2/23:,53l Lancaster, Califomia
3. “OURCE 10. CONCLUSION
Civilian A/C
f. NUMBER OF OBJECTS
Evaluation as a/c and chase or escort plane most likely cause,

Two Data presented consistant with this analyvks.
% LENGTH OF OBSERVATION |11. BRIEF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

- 3 Minutes, 1 Minute Two objects. large objiect round, small like a fly wing. Large
t.. TYPE OF OBSERVATION object wae white changing to a flashing white, amall was
brownish srev in color. OSmall ohject flying alongside larger

Ground-Visual object, vhan first observed., Hade crossover from left to right
7. COURSE side., Very ranid crossover. MNo details or features noted on
NE ei ther object., Cmasover was 2 seconds. Both moving at same
e lOTos speed. OSmall object di EH]‘]*!:JHI'GCI rapidly and larger ob ject

i continued flashing. Klevation 45 degrees azimuth 175 degrees

3 Vo Flicht to di sappearance at 90 deg azinuth for the small objec
__XX No ard 45 deg azimuth for the larger object was at 45 deg elevatijon.
9. PHYSICAL EVIDENCE Flight was straight. and even with the exception of the manuven.
Large obiect visible for 3 minmtes, small for one. Ubjects
I*I’ :I“ disappedred in the desert haze. Flight was to the I,
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HEADQUARTERS
ZD AIR FORCE FLIGHT TEST CENTER

AIR FORCE SYSIEMS COMMAND

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE
EDWARDS AIR FORCE BASE, CALIFORNIA 903523

REPLY TO -
ATIN OF F_ ! 'I
SURJFCT JFO

1o FTD (TDrcC)
Wright-Patterson AFB Ohio

1. The following report of an UFO is submitted per para. 14, AFR 200-2
and 200-2A:

a. DESCRIPTION OF THE OBJECTS:

(1) The larger of the two objects appeared round. The smaller
object was shaped approximately like a fly wing. 1lo empennage could be T
distinguished on the smaller object,
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(2) The larger object compared in size with a pinhead when held
at arms length. The smaller object was about half the csize of the larger.

(3) The larger object was white when first sighted but changed
- o - == e s e
to flashing white (1 FLASE/3EC) as it passed by the observer. It continued
flashing until it passed from view. The smaller object was brownish grey
in color,

-
of the larger object when first sighted. It then made an extremely ravid
crossover to the rignt side of the larger object, as viewed by the ob-
server,

(6) 1lieither object had any discernable features or details.

(7) Thnere was no tail, trail, or exhaust from either object.

(8) There was no sound associated with the sightins.

(9) There were two unusual features:

(a) The very rapid crossover (estimated to be about t./o

sec.) from the left to the right side of the larger object by the smaller

object. Both appeared to be traveling at the same speed and there was no
apparent lag by the smaller object due to the crossover.




(b) The smaller object disappeared repidly while the

the same size flashing or blinking at the rate
tthen first sighted the larger object was white,
ew it gave off a flash atb regular intervals.

larger object remained
of about 1 FLASH/SEC.
put as it passed from Vi

b. DESCRIPTION OF COURSE OF ORBRJECTS:

(1) The observer heard a light plane in the area and when he
glanced up to locate it the two objects caught his eye.

(2) The elavation and azimith of both objects were 45 and 175
degrees respectively.
(3) The elevation remained at above hSD throughout the sighting.

The smealler object disappeared from viewv at an azimuth of approximately
090 degrees. The azimith of the larger object twhen it disappeared vas

approximately 45 degrees.
(4) The flight path was straight with the exception of the
meneuver of the smaller object described in a(9)(a).

(5) The objects disappeared 1O the northeast due to time and
desert haze. The larger object because of its flaching remained visible

for a longer time.

-:aec visiple for three minutes. The smaller

O™

) The larger object
object was visible for about one minute.
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MAITTER OF C3SERVATIOL:

i)

(1) Cround-visuel.

(2) ilone.
d. TDME AND DATE OF SIGHTINGS

e. LOCATION OF OBSERVER:

(1) lancaster, Calif.
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£. IDENTIFYIG INFORMATION ON OBSERVER:

gervice engineer with General Elec
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The observer has combined military and private flying time of over 3,000 j
hours, I would rate him as very reliable, t
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g. WEATHER AND VINDS--ALOFT CONDITIONS AT TIME AND PLACE OF SICHTINGS:

(1) Clear {

(2) Wind Direction Wind Velocity
in Degrees in Knots
Surface 250 1

6,000 255.1
10,000 261.3
16,000 246.9
20,000 254,8
30,000 261.7
50,000 2L49,3
80,000 92.5

w O O~ W\ O

HWwWwMN -
-] 00 N Chi N \D

(6) lone.
Temp. in
(7) Altitude Degrees Centigrade
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10,000
16,000
20,000 -9, 3
30,000 -33.3
50,000 -6L.7
50,000 ~-51.5

h. ANY OTHE?R UNUSUAL ACTIVITY OR CONDITION:
(1) None.

1. INTERCEPTICI OR IDENTIFICATION ACTION TAKEN:
(1) DMNone.

j. Unable to determine any.

k. COMMENTS:




M‘stated that, if it had not been for the extremely rapid
crossover by the smaller object and the flashing appearance of the
larger object, he would not have reported the sighting. HKis final
decision to make the report came only after he heard on an evening
telecast that UFOs had recently been sighted in the Ios Angeles area.
(SSD in Los Angeles had no reports under investigation that could
possibly be related to this sighting).

He sald that the objects could well have been an escort or chase air-
craft in company with a larger aircraft, but that the two unusual
factors mentioned above left him with some doubt. As far as I can i
determine, no one in the area had a flight of this nature, although the
possibility that it was two aircraft cannot be ruled out.

Detachment #5, 2d Surveillance Sq (ADC), was queried on the possibility
that the sighting may have been & spacecraft, satellite, or some sort of
space debris. Their computer check produced negative results, although
they cautioned that this didn't automatically rule out the space theory.
The input data may well have been outside the tolerance limits of the

computer, |

I feel that the two above explanations are the most plausible. The
observer agrees that either of these may vell exvlain what he saw if
there viere an cberration of some sort involved. T’_:*.‘cii:i not feel
so strongly about the unusual features of the sighting that he would rule
out the above explanations.
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(1) None,
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JOHIN D, BALENT, Capt, USAF
Techpnical Evaluation Officer
Deputy for rForeign Technology




