
+, DATE - TIME GROUP

21/00302

4. NUMBER OF OBJECTS

1

5. LENGTH OF OBSERVATION

25-35 seconds

¢. TYPE OF OBSERVATION

Ground Visual

7. COURSE

North East

%. PHOTOS

H 9. PHYSICAL EVIDENCE

0 Yas

N No

FORM

TTD sep 63 0-329 (TDE) previous editions of this form may be used,

PROJECT 10073 RECORD

LOCATION

Hinnearolis, Minnesota 2 witnesses

10. CONCLUSION

Photo: Other (R

11. BRIEF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

Object should about 30 “t off the ground for 25-35 s=conds
and then took off at a angle of about 30 d s and dis—
appeared to the N“. Chject was a steady white hight. No
sound was heard, Object was abovt 5 ft in diamet-r and
about 10 ft high and moved like a coin toning to a stop wher
drorred on a flat surface.

Photo analysis stated or attennted to photogeph a general
outdoor scene from indoor through a window, therefore re-

cording a feflection of a light soure=, Chserver do obs.

was about 25 ft in dianeter, but if the object was a refléc,

tion of an interoir light, the diameter is likley not to ex
ceed one or two feet.





PROJECT 10073 RECORD

2. LOCATION

Minneapolis, Minnesota

1. DATE - TIME GROUP

30 Oct 66 23002, (three witnesses)

10, CONCLUSION

(other) INSUFFICIE

E

Civilian ATA SOR EVALUATION

- NUMBER OF OBJECTS

One

|. LENGTH OF OBSERVATION /|11. BRIEF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

465 onds
a SEE Case

4. TYPE OF OBSERVATION

Ground Visual

7. COURSE

Varied

Be RAG OR || PHOTOS -y.?
1 Yes bs

2.

le PHYSICAL EVIDENCE

Yes

| sp No
FORM

FTO sep 63 0-329 (TDE) Previous editions of this form me be uss



FO WCALO

“FTD (‘TDETR)
Wright-Patterscn AFB, Ohio 45433
16 November 1966

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55428

Dear Miss iam

Reference your unidentified observation which you reported in your

letter postmarked 7 November 1966. The information contained in
your letter was not sufficient for evaluation. Request you complete

the attached FID Form 164 and return it in the envelope provided.

We wish to thank you for reporting your observation to the Air

Force.

Sincerely,

Gos QUINTANILLA, Jr, Major, USAF
Anie?, Project Blue Book





“iright-2atterson - force Base

Dayton,Chio

Dear Sirs;

I know that you probably not believe me because of my

UFO.Here are the facts:

Time/place of sizhtinz:October 30,1947 at about

time/Minneapolis,innesota.(
New Hope to be exact.)

bout 15 seconds,

so bright that it was almost «

Distance from ground:.s high as a usual power li

Number of people watching: 3jmyself,uge 15 (1 hav

UFO's for about 6 mont

this wasn't a regular plane or anything we

mike because I live only a short distance

from an airport. my sirifriend

OOM, 200 12,00}

and in the 4th grace.%

strect. 2

Lensth of si -htinz:.

Color:Bright yellow

ster sage 9

live on the same

, Mpls, ,innesota

: 55428

Project Sliuetook

c/o#oreign ‘echnology Divison of the Air Force vy Com

vout 10 minutes

thing as low

salons tt

went behin &

lights th

only the livhis

eal



writing in rererds to a

in. in hiheror

The 1 °C heren_d at

anple of about}
: ht and nade

coin cor

mite relishle ent 1

5 ecause

se iiail a

I tench science anc bi Ry and I -: very

heeanen I am unable to come un with anr.

he on?

st as it ar

nlez



of Fan. 7# Cmeernn the YGFO sighted

y my by ther and hes Causin,

He does ret he ye +fhke Ae ative SL OCEe Eds

We ovigr nal fo He are Ses Vw as

VYlaow telling A Coeperats tut, phe Sagas:

fratter and ej Ke tty 2 AHS wer

Gkestions thet y

and addvesy

kA WA eset.



SAP-OICC/Mrs Cassel/bp/79079/28 Fr a Q g

FEB 2 § i96/
Dear si. <i:

We have been informed by Mr. that you have re-

considered and ere now willing to let the Force evaluate your
recent unidentified flying object photc.

If you will forwerd the original negative, we will anaiyze it.

If you were not using the type of film in your Polearcid camera which

produces both a photo and a negztive, I would appreciate rec 3

the original photo. The photo and/or negetive will be retur
you undamaged.

In order to analyze the photos adequately we will need the
following camera informetion:

{a) ‘ype and make of camera.

b) ype, focal length, and meke of lens.

c) Brand and type of filn.

ra Shutter speed used.
Lens opening used; thet is "f" stop.

fT) Filters used.

é) Was tripod or solid stand used.

{h) Was "pamning" used.
(1) Exact directicn camera was pointing with reletion

to true Worth, end its angle with respect to the ground.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely,

GEORGE P. FREEMAN, JR.

Lt Colonel, USA?

Chief, Civil Branch

Commmity Relations Division

Office of Information

a4,
asin » Minnesota 56601

a logtecy = SAP-0T0
~ Combk cy - §

Reader cy -

Activity cy -

Stoyback

a



20 Laitudel

SAF-OICC Cassel/ua/79079/12Jan67

JAN 12 1967

Dear i>. Qala:

This replies to your letter of January 7th

in which you forwarded the photo of the uniden-

tified flying object (UFO).

The Air Force is very interested in this

photo. Aithough we understand this is a pois-
roid shot, would you please check with your

brother and cousin and see if they were using

the type film in which there is a negative es

well as a print. We would certainly like to

bheve the original negative for analysis. It
will be returned undamaged upon completion of

eur analysis and we will notify you of tie
results.

Thank you for your letter; we hope to

hear from you again soon.

Sincerely,

GEORGE P. FREEMAN, JR.

Lt Coionel, USAF

Chief, Civil Branch

Community Reletions Division

Office of Information

ity

Plum City, Wisconsin 54761

}
/

G2
SAF-OICC



PAGE !_- oF iil eg PAGES

DATE OF REPORT 12 April 1967

SUBJECT UNIDENTIFIED FLYING OBJECT

Location MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA DATE 20 OCTOBER 1966

PHOTOGRAPHY

Yeo) ae ee Le (ae QUALITY= Wate

pwrs_—2 Print (B & W

1. PURPOSE: This report is in response to Work Order Number 67-37 submitted by Major

Quintanilla (TMETR), to determine the identity of the object photographed.

2. ANALYSIS: The photography appears genuine insofar as content is concerned. No

satisfactory explanation could be made of the unidentified object. Examination of the

submitted print has negated retouching. Attempts to make a double exposure could not be

defined. Source stated the object was photographed with a Poloroid camera, yet two small

black dots appear on the frame border indicating that automatic machine processing was
used to develop the print. As a result, it is impossible to determine whether the print was

made from an original Poloroid or other type negative. The camera focal length is therefore

unknown and a scaling factor to size the object was precluded. The object appears to be

circular in planform and basically flat in cross-section. A small degree of highlighting

is visible along the top center of the object. The unidentified object is possibly a result

of an attempt at photographing a general outdoor scene from indoors through a window, and

recording the reflection of a light source (i.e. an illuminated floor lamp or other type of

shaded interior light). Source stated that the object was about 25 feet in diameter; but

if the object is a reflection of an interior light, the diameter is likely not to exceed one

or two feet,

PHOTO ANALYSIS BY: APPROVEDBY:

Devgloah -QRegre/ ——
oeVe a ‘i Vette

DOUGLAS H. ROGERS WILLIAM L. TURNER i.
Intelligence Research Specialist Major, USAF

Chief, Photo ysis Branch

‘AWS Wc Veo
WILBER PRICE, JR.

Chief, Photo Exploitation Division

sp perez 132 ae 1
2. —



This case contains 1,05"

negative and / , "x10 “phete graph



SAFOICC/Maj Rademacher/jad/79079/12 Jun 67

JUN 12

Tear Kir. qgpailllliies:

Reference your recent correspondence con

and subsequent photepraph taken by your b

flying object (UFO).

cerning a sigh’

tof an unider 33400

Examination of the submitted photogrenh negated retouct

The photogrepher stated the object was photogrenhed with a rol

camera, yet two sual] black dots appear on the frame border indi-

eating that automatic machine processing was used to develop the

print. 4c e result, it ie impossible to determine whether the

print was made from an originel Polaroid or other type negative

The camera focal leugth is therefore unknown end e scaling

to size the object was precluded. The only probable explanetio:

is that the object is a result ef an attempt at photographing a

general outdoor scene from indoors through e window, and recording

the reflection of a light source.

Thank you for reporting your observation to the Air Force.

Sincerely,

BARNETT B. YOUNG

Lt Colonel, USAF

Civil Branch

Cormmumity Relations Division

Office of Information

1 Attachment

Two Prints

Plum City, Wiscongin 54761

COORDINATED BY: SAFOI-CC

= [ SAFOIC Coord cy

: Cmbk cy

Rdrs cy

Acty cy

Stbk cy



Orde

|eUd cet alae te aanms ale aioe

Order Finished...

Reorder.

Reorder...


