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DEARBORN OBSERVATORY

NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY

EVANSTON, ILLINOIS 60201

5 April 1967

FID (TDETR)
Research and Aerial Phenomena Division

ight Patterson Air Force Base
77

"

Attn: Major Hector Quintanilla

Dear Major Quintanilla;

Enclosed is the report on the Galesburg and Moline, Illinois,

sighting of March 10-11, 1967.

Sincerely yours,

Systems Engineer



: INVESTIGATION OF MARCH 10-11: GALESBURG AND MOLINE, ILL.

Four witnesses or sets of witnesses were contacted and interviewed

durin this 1-4 day trip; (;Since officers from Chanute Field were in the

area &.1so, Jonly the cases that sounded as if there might be something

substantial to the story were investigated. In the course of the invest-

ization, four or five incidental sightings were dealt with by telephone

awor in person; all wer of the light-in-the-sky type, and could reasonably

be attributed to Venus and Jupiter, or airplane landing lights. There

were several brief interviews with newspapers and radio stations, in which

tne investigator gave a@ review of the bright objects which were in the

sxy and could be mistaken for something usual. The investigations with

the principal witnesses are reported below.

Re) -i::, ee.
Celesburg, Illinois. si about 40 years old, and married; he has

been a Deputy for a. least 15 years. At present he conducts a night

patrol alone throushout the outlying areas 0 fe. working out

whe Sheriffts Department in dowmtomgygyyiiao
O

On the morning of March 6, at 0425 (by watch ) , gjiiliiidigpesys s parked

stop an overpass one mile east of Henderson, which is east @gMMRIRey,.

Ee often stops here, because there is a good view of

At 0425 MMM hought he saw a meteor or a fire-

yavheast of him, at least 15 miles away. This object was red in

color, anc immediately that it was traveling apparently

upward and toward him; he saw shortly that it was nothing with which he was

fant)ailiar, and (still in the patrol car) reached into the rear of the car



to get his binoculars out. While he was finding them and getting them

out, he kept watching out the side rear window, (car facing west). At

this point he almost decided to "get out of there", but remained. He

got out of the car, and looked at the approaching object through bin-

cculars, at which time he saw the shape shown in the accompanying

drawing (made byg§NOMExcept for labellings). He said that if one

izegined the bottom part to be like one of the rubber cups placed under

furniture legs, and a dome set down into the cup, the appearance would

be exactly the same. The whole bottom part seemed to be spinning rapidly,

2% "4 to 500" RPM {or possibly "4500 RPM" - the tape isn't clear). The

rim section pulsated red all over at irregular intervals, averaging a

second or more between pulsations; the pulsations were definitely not

regular, nor did they display any other patter aliirwenld notice.

The object approached straight towar ania and passed dir-

ectly overhead at low altitude. At the overhead point, Q@Mmpwindicated

that it would have subtended about 14 inches at arm's length, or roughly

30 degrees. He could see the circular plan view of the bottom, which was

aiso retabing, anc appeared to have closely~spaced strips across it,

which rotated with the rest of the bottom section. A hissing sound was

heard while the object was near, like air under high pressure escaping.

There was mo tone to the sound, just a hiss:qqgggMpsaid there was no

saclance to the sound of any kind of engine, jet or piston, that he

knew. He is a private pilot. The hiss was continuous, growing in intensity

as the object approached and fading as it left.

When the object had passed over and had travelled on its straight

course toward the northwest for perhaps one minute, a brilliant column



of light shone straight down from the bottom of the object, for two or

three seconds, and then shut off again. This column of light was about

3/1 the diameter of the object, and its sides were parallel and normal

to the ground and the level bottom of the object. The bottom of the

beam was cut off by trees. The light was white, and <Qiiiioe likened it

* to a ray of sunlight shining from between clouds. After the light shut

aif, the object continued to the horizon. It disappeared at 0436, having

taken 10 minutes between the overhead position and disappearance.

The top of the object appeared to be white, and sparkled like

salt crystals on a road when headlights shine on them, although Si

headlights (which were on) were not aimed toward the object. At the top

was a circular (apparently) area which seemed to have a dome of trans-

parent material set into it, but inverted - going inward rather than

outward. Surrounding the whole object at all times was a bluish-white

-

i 2ze, like a halo zround the moon, or like the scattered light around a

m u
e °tlight beam.

MEEMIPMB «2225+ above the ground was such that his horizon would

be about 7 miles away; if the object were 200 feet in the air, another

1 miles would be added, making 21 miles from overhead to the northwest

The objeet travelled this distance in 10 minutes, and@uaip

seemed to speed up during the last minutes. Assuming a constant

culate the airspeed as about two miles per minute, or

120 stetute miles per hour. The speed would be proportional to the square

root of the height above the ground, so that at a 100 foot altitude, the

speed would be 85 mph, and at 1000 feet it would be 265 vp alliage

estimated the speed at 300 mph, and wasrmt able to estimate altitude.
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However from his size estimate (30 feet) and the angular diameter when

closest, the object would have had an altitude of only 50 feet. Angular

estimates are well-known, however, for being grossly exaggerated by al-

most all witnesses, trained or not, so the actual height consistent with

& 30-foot diameter could be anything up to 500 feet.

Mae once saw a similar object, without the bright white light,

about 12 to 15 years previously when he was a Deputy in Humbolt, Iowa.

He watched it dart back and forth, starting and stopping abruptly, for

about half an hour, and then called a skeptical officer to come and join

him; the officer was impressed. However, many witnesses will say an

object was "similar't when the points of similarity are very few; there

was no way to get enough detail on this previous sighting to enable an

evaluation to be made, @MMHfentioned that on two additional occasions

over this time-span he has seen objects that did not seem ordinary, but

that the present one was by far the most impressive. He is positive that

what he saw was not an airplane or helicopter, or'one of them little

plastic balloons"! (there had been a hoax in the area involving a balloon

and a flare). Hes wys he saw what he saw: he is certain it is some kind

of piloted craft, tnat it is nothing conventional, and that he could not

have mistaken anything else for such an object. He says his eyesight is

‘sect and that he is not given to hallucinations or to telling lies.

; been ribbed a good deal by his fellow-officers and even by his

wife, but he says he doesn't care: they dontt know what theytre talking

about, because they didn't see what he saw. He is willing to accept the

ides that the earth is being visited from other civilizations in space,

saying that he doesntt find this idea fantastic at all: in a thousand



years we may well be doing the same thing, and in this universe there must

be other civilizations at least 1000 years older than ours.

This witness’ story is unshakable; he is positive of what he saw,

he appears to be entirely in his right mind, and his description is clear.

i must classify this report as dealing with an unconventional object.

Thais is the only conelusion possible on the basis of the presented

information and the apparent character of the witness.

ae ei: Farm housewives. Present at the interview

_ Four younger children who were involved in the sighting were not,

present, because "talicing about it upsets them too mich."

The two ladies are next-door neighbors, living on farms about

7-5 miles east of ar: Both have been watching UFO's frequently

since last August; however their interest arose from a sighting in August

cf 1966 which sounds reasonably interesting, and so their subsequent

observations are at least motivated. Many of their observations have to

aads with lights in the sky, and they readily admitted that most of what

- hthey have seen mi: had been conventional objects such as stars, planets

or sireraft. However on at least three occasions objects were seen which

ther would not accept as conventional.

The August sighting involved a large oval red object that flew

throusn the air emitting a high-pitched whine on a single pure jimeTM

(very much like sightings in Lansing Michigan and surroundings, 21-25

May, 1964, in USAF files). The next was on the Friday night following

the great snowstorm of 28 January (?) 1966,dies,

a... tell her something was flying right toward her house. ip
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her son, and two daughters saw the object through a window. It was very

large, oval, and carried red, green, and yellow lights; it flew low over

the house, and then seemed to drop suddenly behind the trees in a field

north of the house. They have not been out to that field to investigate

and do not intend to go.

The sighting which stimulated the investigation took place at

7:10 p.m. on March 9, 1967. The ladies were outside looking for UFOts

2s they do quite often, when WERMENMBedropped her eyes toward the

horizon a little south of west, and saw a bright pulsating red object

hanging in the air, just above treetop level. It was apparently closer

than eerr*::.. screamed, and MQMMMBmms Looked too. The object

was shaped like a pancake, with a rim made of red lights which seemed

to pulsate irregularly. The top was rounded, but there was no high dome

on it. The object spproached closer, and suddenly it seemed to explode.

A orilliant white cone of light fanned out from the object toward the

witnesses, so bright that all who were watching (two adults, two teenagers,

and four smaller children) had to cover their eyes; Reni,

“That white light - I don*t know what it was, Itve never seen anything

ms

iike it." The ladies were visibly upset during this initial recounting

the incident; ee tears in her eyes.

The white lizht lasted 1O seconds (by re-enactment), and then

turned suddenly off. The red pulsating lights were again ee for a

few seconds, and then the object accelerated very rapidly off to the north,

disezppearing behind trees in the northwest, or about 50 to 60 degrees

from where it was first seen. Angular diameter was impossible to obtain,

although the witnesses said that the "snowstorm" object had been much closer

and clearer.
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The fact that the witnesses have been looking for UFO's more or

less as a hobby, and that they take them rather seriously and speculate

about what they want here and where they are from, may seem to detract

from their qualifications as witnesses. However, they gave the impression

si being quite ordinary witnesses; their many sightings are typical of

cther sightings of planets and stars by people who are ignorant of

astronomical objects or technology in general; their interest seemed

quite adequately explained by their initial experience last August, and

carried no overtones of mysticism. Indeed they had never paid attention

to objects in the sky before the August sighting.

One would expect that witnesses like these would see many things

which they could not explain if they observed the sky regularly; there

is no reason to think that they are lying about having seen something,

or that they are naliucinating. It was evident from their talk that while

tney suspected many objects of being UFO's, the sight of the object on the

922 of March was = real shock: they recognized inmediately that they

were dealing with something quite different from the "UFO's" they had been

seeing previously. it should also be noted that while the ladies had ob-

served many unknown objects together during the past months, this was the

first time they hed ever reported anything. Even then they reported it

onir cecause they heard that other people were making reports, and in

their suclicly-known reports they mentioned only a sighting from several

nizats previously, an object which they readily agreed could have been

Verus, when the investigator explained the appearance of Venus and when

and where 1t could be seen. They reported the object of March 9 only

after being convinced that they would receive no publicity and would not

be ridiculed.
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5 minutes; later that night there were many radio reports from further

south concerning bright objects "hanging in the sky". (These all sounded

like Venus or Jupiter).

sine, sighting was not at close range and involved no

abject, no conclusion about the actual cause of the lights can be reached.

y
j

Se case should be classified, "unknown: too little information for con-

cinsion."t This would correspond to the present class, "Insufficient

information", except that by nature, no matter how well-observed by the

witness the lights were, no decision could be reached. The object itself

is nearly devoid of information.

a ay. patrolman, Moline Police Department, Moline, Illinois.

= si:

mis eldest son was with him at the time. This case has been thoroughly

ving occurred on the afternoon of March 9, 1967.

investigated by officers from Chanute Field, so only general observations

will be made concerning the motion picture film taken by ima,

Mr @@MMW.-25 Located on th street and 16th Avenue, looking

north. The object was seen visually at about a 45-degree elevation

(modified by MrSQMMMMM—Bfrom the 30-degree angle given initially). The

location is in the northwest portion of Moline.

The object went north; the witness felt that he could almost see
Sree ——>

became smaller. The film does not cover the closest

» Something having gone wrong and the film not having

sen exposed for the first five feet of film. Finally the object drifted

to the northwest. A second object was then seen to follow the same

path, giving exactly the same appearance and appearing to hover in the

same places.x to photograph the second object, but found out



later that he had been out of filn.

After the sighting, Fisher saw a "flying boxcar" air cargo

plane which had just taken off from a nearby airport, and photographed

it, too (he thought ) for comparison. This was reported in newspapers as

SERED having sighted a UFO "the size of a a ec Nice

<“RREEB sichting was from 1:31 to 1: 43 Dele a heldoopter flight

‘w23 known to be in the area of the sighting, but it departed at 1100 and

returned at 1250, thus being out of the area 1,0 minutes before the

sighting.

The investigator viewed the films both at normal rate and at five

frames per second a nunber of times. The sequence was in three parts,

separated by windings of the camera, so that the appearance of the object

changes abruptly twice, once with a pronounced streak. As the film

progresses the object becomes smaller and fainter, showing less contrast

with the background. in the first segment the object is large enough on

the projection screen to show some detail.

The basic form is a horizontally elongated oval area of white

against the blue of the sky. The image shows pronounced image breakup

of the t: often ssen in astronomical images: the shape changes er-J ys4 Dp iA

raticeally as if beirgseen through a layer of water with random ripples

caming by. There are two highlights, side by side, visible in many of

the initial frames, with a surrounding and joining area of light color.

There are many frames in the initial section in which the object

is in the same orientation and has the same size; therefore it seems

possible to employ a multiple overprinting technique often used in

astronomical planetary photography to improve the image. By carefully



printing one frame on top of another, a composite image may gradually be

built up in which random variations due to atmospheric effects and. grain

can be averaged out, and a better idea obtained as to the true shape of the
o
F

o
Oeobj °

Patrolman Fisher says that he saw the ahdect visually when it was

closer than in the pictures, and that both then and later it was far

cizarer visually than-in the final movie: he was considerably disappointed

in the quality of the film results. The first object appeared oval, with

a dark underside and highlights on a metallic-looking body. The second

object was similar but showed no dark underside. Judging from the atmos-

pheric effects in the movie film, it is difficult to see how a visual ob-

servation could have shown any more detail, at least during the time the

movie was made, because the image quite plainly is being strongly affected,

end this could not be improved by visual observation. Of course the eye

cen perform averagins processes which film cannot, but by the same token

the eye can inject information into an incomplete picture which is not

really there.

It is higniy advisable to attempt to bring out more detail fron

the films, by maiing composite prints and even by converting the pictures

into density readings and processing the information by computer.

Mr. “a -:: had offers for the film by television networks and

by mezacines; he is still undecided as to what to do. Understandably he

youd like to take advantage of any such offers - as a patrolman, his salary

is not stupendous - and in addition he feels that he has a duty to let the

woiic imow what he saw. The investigator requested that after he finished

these arrangements, the film be turned over to the Air Force, to Northwestern



University, or to the Condon committee for careful examination. He said

he would write when he Imew what he was going to do with the film.

The investigator advised Mr pat he would suggest to Blue

Book that copies of the film be made by the Air Force, one negative

being given to ie in return for temporary use of the original

film for evaluation, gM indicated that he would be happy to comply

with such a request; he cannot afford the cost of prints himself, and

would like to have a negative for lending to those who would like to

make their own copies, rather than risking the original. This of course,

is in the interests of those who want to examine an undamaged original.

4iso, MMP pictures as they stand do not show whether the object

seen was conventional or not. An aircraft, particularly a jet, departing

along a climbing pat: straight away from the viewer could give the appear-

ance of an oval object, and would appear to stay still or move only slightly

for several minutes. The fact that two objects in succession were seen

following similar flight paths suggests military aircraft departing for

patrol, or commercial flights departing one after another from the same

runway under tower control. The only way that these possibilities can

b cu
) checked out, other than finding the flights which were at the right

place and at the right time, would be to obtain more detail from the films,

o ie c
t s perform an experiment in an attempt to reporduce the films with the

{

tO
}

1 camera, at the same time of day.

Because of the possibility of aircraft as an explanation, the

investigator would place this sighting in the category: "unknown; possibly

conventional",



The Witnesses

Galesburg, Tllinois
cr Knox County Sheriffts Department — agp.

Galesburg, Illinois

Note: the home phone number is unlisted, and is not

to be used or given out except on official USAF
business.

Re :Ri nois
or Henry CountySheriff's Departmen.

Cambridge, ITilineis

Moline Police Department Le
Moline, Illinois

.

Rural Route 1

Knoxville, Ilinois

Addendum: The classification being suggested might be outlined

as follows:

Class 5: Cboject seen in sufficient detail to rule out conventional

causes if the description is taken as accurate.

Class k: ils observed which contradict conventional causes,

out uncertainties in report or observation which could

isave room for conventional explanation.

lass 3: Not enough detail observed to suggest either conventional

or unconventional cause; either conventional or unconvenational

type of explanation equally applicable.

Class 2: Some unusual aspects to observation, but could be explained

by presuming some conventional object present (not, however,

in contradiction to witnesst statements),

Class 1: Object positively identified as conventional.
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p\e axe) bo Shack|

ie Tuesday, March 7

Dear Sirs, ° e

On Monday, March 6 about 8,30 til 8,45 we sighte
d a

UFO over our barn, My name is Greg Brown, I live at
the address of 1895 South U. S. 23, Tawas City, Mich—
igan, It was in the west. when we first seen it

,
46 looked a white color very bright, and had a 

orange

red light thet went on and off, It was round , moved

quite fast, end was up abovt 100 feet. It was about
two miles away. It landed in some woods by our hou

se,

Mo one in our neighborhood seen it but my Mother and
I, We did not go out and listen to see if it made
a noise, )e did not get a picture of it.

— truely,

re

AwaDY) <eu8
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%% Mar 67

U.S. AIR FORCE TECHNICAL INFORMATION

This questionnaire has been prepared so that you can give the U.S. Air Force as much |
information as possible concerning the unidentified aerial phenomenon that you have observed.
Pleasetry to enswer as many questions as you possibly can. The information that you give will
be used for research purposes. Your name will not be used in connection with any statements,
conclusions, or publications without your permission. We request this personal information so
thet ¢ it is deemed necessary, we may contact you for further details.

When did you see the object? : 2. Time of day: ee oe |
Hour Minutes

(Circle One): A.M. P.M. J

3. Time Zone: ee

(Circle Sie Easter:
“BI-Ce

H c. Mo

d. Po

(Circle One); a, Daylight Saving

<b. “Standard”

e. Other -

4, Where were you when you saw the cbject?

Neorest Postal Address City or Town State or County -—~

; iy5. How !eng was object in sight? (Tors! Duration) YS. GO
Hours Minutes Seconds

c. Not very sure

d. .Just o guess : . 7 %

is + ae f |

6. What was the condition of the sky? :
DAY : NIGHT.

c. Bright fa._ Bright >
bk, Cloudy b.Cloudy

7. IF you saw the object during DAYLIGHT, where was the SUN located as you looked at the object?

(Circle One): c. {n front of you d. To your left
b. In back of you e. Overhead
¢. To your right f. Don’t remember

FORM

FTD oct 62 164 This form supersedes FTD 164, Jul 61, which is obsolete.



8. IF you saw the object at NIGHT, what did you notice concerning the STARS and MOON?

8.1 STARS (Circle One): 8.2 MOON (Circle One):

a. None a. Bright moonlight
b. A few b.2 Dull moonlight,(le. Men JE Te twos

“ d. Don't remember
© moonlight — pitch dork)

“do Don't remember" ~~

9. What were the weather conditions at the time you saw the object?

CLOUDS (Circle One):

—<a, Clear sky) a. D
b. Hazy

c. Scattered clouds (

d. Thick cr heavy clouds d. Snow

10. The

e. Don’t remember

object appeared: (Circle One):
—

a. Solid /g. As ¢ light)
pee

Tronsparent e. Don't remember
c. Vapor

11, If it cppecred aso light, was it brighter than the brightest stars? (Circle One):

11.1

12. The

(

Ks. Bri 
c. About the same

d. Don't know

Compare &brightness to some common object:

edges of the object were:

Circle On lurreOne) =eor blurred

; Likea brign:Brignt sstars

d,Bent ienankar

13, Did the object:

a,

b.

fory

d.

Appear to stend still at any time?
Suddenly speed up and rush away at any time?
Breok up into parts or explode?

Give off smoke?

Change brightness?

Change shape?

Flash or flicker?

Disappear and reappear?

e. Other

WEATHER (Circle One):

+ Fog, mist, or light rain

Moderate or heavy rain

Page 2

(Circle One for each question)

Don't know

Don’t know

Don’t know

Don’t know

Don't know

Don't know

Don’t know

Don't know

e
a



Page 3

Did the object disappear while you were watching it? If so, how?

Did the opject move behind something at any time, particularly a cloud?

(Circle One): iNo | Don't Know.
it moved behind: #8

Did the 25ject move in front of something at any time, particularly a cloud?

(Circle One); Yo y Don’t Know. IF you answered YES, then tell what
in front of; =o

Tel! in o few words the following things about the object:
pe ot =

We wish ro know the angular size. Hold a match stick at arm's length in line with a known object and note how

much of cbject is covered by the head of the match. If you had performed this experiment at the time of the

sighting, how much of the object would have been covered by the match head?

RN

Drow s picture chet will show the shape of the object or objects. Label and include in your sketch any details
of the ebiect inct you saw such cs wings, protrusions, etc., and especially exhaust trails or vapor trails.

Place cn arrow seside + ewing to show the direction the object was moving.

i;
~

ee / WreST

Naias WC ae ae 4
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20. Do you think you can estimate the speed of the object?

(Circle One) Yes (No 5)

IF you answered YES, then what speed would you estimate?

21, Do you think you con estimate how far away from you the object was?

(Circie One) Yes ) No ee
IF you answered YES, then how for away would you say it was? Ld Pande

22. Where were you located when you saw the object? 23. Were you (Circle One)

(Circle One}:

a. In the business section of a city?

« Inside « building b. In the residential section of a city?

In a car ¢. In open countryside?

+ Outdoors d. Near an airfietd?

+ Inn cirpicne (type)Ue Ne e. Flying over a city?
e. Atsea~ | z ‘ f. Flying over open country?

Aa aes 2 ? 1,
a Other Sv ph et AA g- Other

24. IF you were MOVING IN AN AUTOMOBILE or other vehicle at the time, then complete the following questions:

24.1 What direction were you moving? (Circle One)

a. North c. East e. South g. West

b. Northeast d, Southeast f. Southwest h. Northwest

24,2 How fost were you moving? ___________miles per hour.

24.3 Did you stop at ony time while you were looking at the object?

(Circle One) Yes No

25. Did you observe the cbject through cny of the following?

a. Eyeglasses Yes ‘ } e. Binoculars

b, Sun glesses Yes { No? f. Telescope

ec. Windshie! Yes Ni g- Theodolite

d. Window gicss (ves) h. Other

26. In order that you con give as clear a picture as possible of what you saw, describe in your own words a common

object or objects which, when placed up in the sky, would give the same appearance as the object which you saw

Ae Gs nora



27. In the following sketch, imagine that you are at the point shown. Place an ‘’A”’ on the curved line to show how

high the object was above the horizon (skyline) when you first saw it. Place a ‘‘B”’ on the same curved line to

show how high the object was above the horizon (skyline) when you last saw it. Place an ‘‘A’’ on the compass

when you first sew it. Place a ‘'B’’ on the compass where you /ast saw the object.

°

bs 13”

28. Drow a picture that will show the motion that the object or objects made. Place an ‘‘A’’ at the beginning of the

path, o ''S"" at the end of the poth, and show any changes in direction during the course.

29, IF there wes MORE THAN ONE object, then how many were there? —

Drow a picture of how they were erranged, and put an arrow to show the direction that they were traveling.



|

|

30. Have you ever seen this, or a similar object before. If so give date or dates and location.

31. Was anyone else with you at the time you saw the object? (Circle One)

31.1 IF you answered YES, did they see the object too? (Circle One)

31.2

SUEUR eee

32, Please give the following information about yourself;

Lost Nome . First Name

ACDRESS Reale b=) BAS
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Street City

tid SEX 2 r)

a

33, When and te whom did you report that you had seen the object?
i? AS f Pee mY

——— 

il 2 Ft

Day Month Yeor :


