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Resi reported a glowing white object travel

northern horizon, Tho objoct vas visible for
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range ae height finder radars. The radar then rovorted bac!;
to SAS operation aad did not track tha object, i

en not have been oszeal. airer.
landing lights on.

have had to have ftoa fl

to track objects Being alower #than 180 knots



Observations: The object was seen moving Northerly at at altitude of

roughly 8000 feet, near Lassen peak. Close examination of a navigational

msp of the area revealed that the radar ray does come close to several

points on the terrain, but the Movineioreeme inci cacot operates to remove

221 nonmoving objects and should have had no difficulty in discerning the

moving object. If it remained at an altitude of 8000 feet, the obgerver

would have seen it 'rise' above the hills to the south, near Lake Almanor.

The hills there have an altitude of 6000-7000 feet. On a straight northerly

course, the object would have been visible under ideal conditions until

it passed gover the hills just south of Klamath Falls. The southern range

of hills is about 30 NM from the observer, the northern range about 50 NM

from the? observer to the north, and also about 20-30 NM from the

Hlamsth Falls airport, the largest one within several hundred miles.

ct was within one hundred miles of this airport at the time the

=~ Lédd¥ lost contact with it, and heading directly for the airport.

2ct alone rules out the possibility of a truck being the object sighted,

and close scrutiny of the map reveals no roads on which a truck might have

been visible to the radar beam at the necessary Af? altitude. I leave open

the ¥ question as to whether the radar will pick up a speed of 20 mph.



A talk with a friend who has had piloting experience revealed that it

is entirely possible for an airplane to be flying at that altitude, at that

tine, in that weather, headigg for the Klamath Falls airport. He suggested

that the landing lights on some f# military craft are comparatively large,

an? could appear much larger due to diffrection as it passed through the snow.

Another look at the map showed that the object may have been visible

=> a 70-mile pagth under ideal conditions. The position-indicator radar

fixed a point about 14 1M as the crow flies from the observer, who must have

seen the object a few uinutes before that. Assuming a 20 NM visibility for

the observer, the object covered 40 NM in 10 minutes, or 20 NM per hour

. This speed ic well within the range of twin-engine aircraft, and

observer sitting in car with engine running, or wind

both; landing light may have been on due to emergency condition.

possible to check with the Klamath Falls airport and ask them

7 arrivals at this particular time.

time indicated. Size of light caused by snow diffradtion;



REPLY TO

ATTN OF:

SUBJECT:

TO:

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

HEADQUARTERS FOREIGN TECHNOLOGY DIVISION (AFSC)

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE, OHIO 45433

TDEER/Capt F. C. Dunlap/mjb/70401

Unidentified Radar Returns - 19 April 1967

T(@Major Qunitanilla)

Le From the information available it appears that:

a. Both search*and height finder radars were functioning

pooper ly.) Seennen ne

conne
c

b. Weather conditions were not likely to have supported

extraordinary electromagnetic refractions.

Cc. Visual observation was substantiated by radar.

2. The report indicates that a derelict balloon was shot down

on the succeeding day; although no balloons were released in the

proper time frame, this balloon should at least be considered.

Weather conditions do appear to have been that which would in

ory support a charged ice particle plasma. The plasma would be
ible to both human eye and radar. The orange color might have

nm a moon glow reflection as the incident occurred at 0410 hours

ween first quarter and full moon.

OME J. JONES, Colonel, USAF 3 Atch

£, Electronics Division 1. Ltr dtd June 8,67

ctorate of Technology and Subsystems Subj: UFO Obs. 19 Apr 67

2. Ltr,dtd 23 May 67

Subj: UFO Obs. 19 Apr 67

3. Message Fm ADAIR,

13407 Apr 67

3
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TDPT (UFO) Maj Quintanilla/70916/mhs/7 Dec 67

UFO Observation, Burney, California,.19 April 1967

Michael T. Wise

Bf/Radar

Federal Aviation Agency

Red Bluff, California 96030

1. The Aerial Phenomena Office has recently received. several

incuiries regarding the UFO sighting from Burney, California on

19 April 1967. Asa result, we are re-investizating the case.

2. Request information on the specific type of radar on which

the object was painted. Were any measurements made as to speed and

course of the object, if so, what were they? What is the period of

tine for an antenna rotation?

3- It has been proposed that the target which was picked up on

your radars could possibly have been a truck. A map of the area

indicates that there are mountains in this area with elevations

near 8,000 ft. Do you reel that a truck could have been painted

by the radars? If so, is this considered routine for your station?

4. Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

ee QUINTANILLA, Jr, Major, USAF 4p & a
Chie?, Aerial Phenomena Office / CLE
Aerospace Technologies Division

Production Directorate
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TDP? (UFO) Maj Quintanilla/70916/mhs/7 Dec 67 oes

UFO Observation, Burney, California, 19 April 1967

UFO Investigating Officer

26th Air Division

Adair AFS, Oregon 97330

The Aerial Phenomena Office has recently received several

inquiries regarding the U0 sighting from burney, California

on 19 April 1967. Ia your message 260IN 13407 Apr 67 you

mentioned a derelict balloon. Request you provide all

invormation available on this balloon.

FOR THE COMMANDER

A

“a
“ZECTOR QUINTANILLA, dr, Major, USAF

“Chief, Aerial Phenomena Office

Aerospace Technologies Division

Production Directorate
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ToPr (UFO) aca
Maj Quintanilla/70916/mhs/7 Dec 67 Dots

UFO Observation, 13 April 1967, Burney, Celifornia

Det 1, AFORL

Holloman AFB, New Mexico 33330

1. The Aerial Phenomena Office received an unidentified flying

odject (UFO) report from Burney, California on 19 April 1967.

2. The pudlication "Atmospheric Research” indicates that a

balloon, sponsored oy AFCRL was launched from your base on

18 April 1967. The flight duration is listed as 34.5 hours.

If you charted the flight path of this balloon we woulda appre-

ciate receiving a copy of your report. Thank you for any

information you can provide on this balloon.

FOR THE COMMANDER

va)

Georon QUINTANILLA, Jr, Major, USAF
Ahie?, Aerial Phenomena Office

Aerospace Technologies Division

Production Directorate



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

HEADQUARTERS AIR FORCE CAMBRIDGE RESEARCH LABORATORIES (OAR)

LAURENCE G. HANSCOM FIELD, BEDFORD, MASSACHUSETTS 01720

Rei or, GREA (Mx. Danaher/ 30085 ) 15 December 1967

tion (Your Ltr, 7 Dec 67)suayect: UFO Ol

yo: TDPY (urd)

of our records indicates that no balloon flight was launched

L on 18 April 1967. However, a balloon flight of 34.5 hours

n launched on 18 April. 1966 was reported in the fall 1966 is-

"Atmospheric Research". The flight: path of t balloon

d from Holloman APB, New Mexico was in a northeasterly direc-

th termination formed near Washington C, H., Ohio.

FOR THE COMMANDER

fy “9
v

ety **

TM. SLAVIN

a

Aerospace Instrumentation Laboratory



NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY
EVANSTON, ILLINOIS 60201

DEPARTMENT OF ASTRONOMY LINDHEIMER ASTRONOMICAL RESEARCH CENTER

20 November 1967

) (TDR)

arch and Aerial Phenomenon Division

-Patterson Air Force Base

4gh33

Aten: Major H. ille, dr. Re: Report on UFO sighting of+S

19 April 1967, Burney, Calir.

ear Major Quintanil}

I recommend that The

Gentified since

particle plasm:

aluation be changed from lonized plasma to

re is nothing in the data to eeprens "a charged
In the first place, the term "ice particle plasma"

seaningless to a yp icist. I, at least, do not know of any ice
ticle plasma that owing white, tre das Slowly and is visible

Tor approximately 10 mutes. This appears to be a purely ad hoc
éveluation and is open to the severest criticsm.

Since this case has elso been submitted to the University of Colorado,
AR sgest that we recuest an evaluation from then,

Sincerely yours,

J. Allen Hynek



NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY

EVANSTON, ILLINOIS 60201

DEPARTMENT OF ASTRONOMY LINDHEIMER ASTRONON ICAL RESEARCH CENTER
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tTppr (UFO) Maj Quintanilla/70916/mhs/29 Feb 68

UFO Observation, Burney, California, 19 April 1907

Michael T. Wise

Bt/Radar

Federal Aviation Agency

Red Bluff, California 96080

Reference our letter of 7 December 1967 in which ve requested

additional information on the UFO sighting from Burney, California,

19 April 1967. To date, we have not received a reply. Since our

previous correspondence may heve been misrouted, we are attaching

2 copy of our 7 December letter.

TOR QUINTANILLA, Jr, Major, USAF 1 Atch

nief, Aerial Phenomena Office tr, TDPL (UFO), 7SDec 67
Aerospace Technologies Division

Production Directorate



Foi FAA-2pA) (6-61)

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY

jf emoran dum Red Bluff, California 96080

DA’ March 27, 1968

SUBJECT: UFO Observation, Burney, California, 19 April 1967

FROM : Michael T. Wise, Electronics Technician/Radar
Red Bluff, California

TO Hector Quintanilla, Jr., Major, USAF

Shief, Aerial Fhenomena Office

Aerospace Technologies Division

Wright Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio 45433

TDPT (UFO)

Through: Chief, Airway Facilities Branch, ale
San Francisco Area Office is

Federal Aviation Administration

138

In answer to your letter, dated 3/14/68, I suggest you contact the Commander,
659th Radar Squadron, Red Bluff Air Force Station, Red Bluff, California, for

the characteristics of the radar in use here.

The ansvers to the questions in your letter are as follows:

1. The only measurements made were stated in my previous letter.

2. It is my opinion that the object in question was not a truck, as

you proposed.

In adhering to our proper comminication channels, I am requesting that further

correspondence be directed to the Chief, Airway Facilities Branch, SF0-400,

San Francisco Area Office, Federal Aviation Administration, 831 Mitten Road,

Burlingame, California 94010.

A fh 4A LJ hgh Wise (16T.



Lt Col Quintanilla/70916/mhs/22 May 68
TDpr (UFO)

Analysis of UFO Observstioa

TDK

TDeS/2a Lt Secrest

Eo BURN

1. We would like to'thank <a Lt M. A. Secrest for his o

analysis of the 19 April 1967, Burney, California, unidenti?

flying object sighting. it is one of the most prehensive

analysis that ue have received, froma a support ivity in PD,

in quite some time. The background dsta that Le Secrest provided

ia his analysis will ensbdle this office to answer inguirtes on

this sighting with eccur:

Lieat

‘Led

2. We are re-evaluating the sighting to that of a small aireratt

with landing lights, as Lt Secrest sugsested.

WZ
ECLORG trees GS: It Colonel, USAF
Chief, Tierial Phenomena Office

Aerospace Technologies Division

Production Directorate

c
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TDET/UFQMaj H Quintanilla/70916/mhs) 23 May 1967

UFO Observation, 19 April 1967

350 Radar Squadron

Attn: FAA/Mr. Wise

1. Reference a 19 April 1967 radar paint of en unidentified flying

object which was reported to the Air Force through Adair AFS, Oregon.

The initiel message stated that contact was made by both range and

height finder radars. In determining if the visual observation and

radar paint were ofthe same object it is necessary for addit ional

information on the radar contact. Azimath, distance, and height

information are requested if available.

5 2. At present, it does not appear that the two unidentified objects
3 were related. Adverse weather conditions at the time of the sighting

4 would imply that the object visually observed would have been quite

: low in the sky. o

MES C.. MANATT, Colonel, USAF

rector of Technology and Subsystems



FORH FAA=2800 (8-61)

UNITED STATES GOVERN

Memorandum
a FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY

Red Bluff, California

DATE: June 8, 1967

UFO Observation, 19 April 1967

Reference your letter of 23 May 67

SUBJEG

FROM chael T. Wise
Radar, Red Bluff

TO :Colonel James C. Manatt, USAF

Director of Technology and Subsystems

TDET/UFO
Wright-Patterson AFB, Ohio, 45433

Through: Chief, Airways Facilities peer soit Z| 4
FAA SanFrancisso Area Office

On 19 April 67 at 1210GMT, I received a call from the Flight Service Specialist
on duty at the Red Bluff Airport, requesting information on an object in the sky
at 32 46eorees Mag and approximately 50 Ne miles» He advised that the Sheriff at
Burney California had reportsd the object and He was concerned as to it being a.
possible hazard to air navigation.

I confirmed an object being at 32 degrees Mag and 48 Nemiles. The Radar contact
was observed on MII video. This would indicate the object had some movenent to
it. So ae

I then called the Air Forse Height Section and requested the altitude of the
object, if they had it on their Height Finding Radar. The operator advised that
they did have the object on radar, and he measured it at 8000 fle He also said
that the object was moving vertically above and below that altitude by 200 fte

I relayed the information to the Flight Service Specialist at the Airport and
advised the MLO at the Oakland ARTCC.

ignt Service Specialist advised that the Shariff estimated the altitude

Sect to be 3000 ft above him and that his location was near 5000 ft.

# the sighting the Radar showed that the worst part of the storm
was in rent location than the area of the sighting, with little or no i
weather + sighting area Electronic means were in use at the time to i

Mininice orecinitation returnsze

2n on the radar would indicate the object to be smaller

than most ‘ but this could be deceiving due to the characteristics of
the MII 5 + The target quality was such that it lasted for 3/4 of an

antenna: revolution.

The tarcet se

?

I hope this information is what you desire apa can be of som us @ to yous

= a

( fchaer T Wise
ET;2adar, AFS-28630

Red Bluff, California

co?AFS-28630, SFO—400
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STAFF TAESSAGE DRANGH

DICOMING MESSAGE

Pe lof5

SUB A072? LAMADAZO10 11122 12-UUUU--RUED HOA.

ZNR UUUUU

P 2122102 APR 67

FM 26 AIR OIV ADAIR AFS ORES

TO RUWMFVA/ADC ENT AFB COLO

RUEOFIF/FOREIGN TECHNOLOGY OV WRIGHTPATTERSON AFB OHIO

RUEDPVA/HQ USAF WASH D C

RUEDHQA/SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE WASH D C

PUYISOA/UFO UNIV OF COLO BOULDER COLO

UNCLAS 2601N 13407 APR 67.

FOR AFRDC - HQ USAF: SAFO! - SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE

FOR 803 LOW AT UFO. UFO3 REPORT. THE FOLLOWING
BOR Be ee

UFOB REPORT 1S SUBMITTED, PART I.

PART A. Gear
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“ DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

‘ STAFF PAESSAGE BRANCH

IHCOMING MESSAGE
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6. NONE

Te NONE

PAGE 2 RUWMBDA2010 UNCLAS

8. NONE

9. NONE

PART B.

4. GLANCED UP

2. 045 ELEY. 180 AZIMUTH

3. 360 DEGREES NORTH

4. STRAIGHT

5. FADED

6. 10 MIN,

PART C.

1. GROUND

2. VISUAL NO AIDS USED ALSO BY RADAR SEARCH ANDO HEIGHT FINDER

3. NONE

PART 0.

Te 19/12 192 gies AO,

| |

2. NIGHT (SN
aeela e NE

PART E.

AFHO Jue 0-309C UNCLASSIFIED
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/

C/O SHERIFFS OFF BOX 547, BURNEY CALIF. ff

WISE (CIVILIAN) RADAR ENGR, FAA, 859 RADARSQ I
| RED BLUFF AFS OREG if

| PART Ge i ;

’ je SNOWING

2. WINDS = SURFACE 200 Ai 8K

6M 200 AT 10

10M 200 AT 15 My

16M 240 AT 18

20M 210 AT 20

30M 260 AT 49

50M 260 AT 20

CEILING 40 SRN 100 BRXN

VISIBILITY = 10

CLOUD COVER - 5/8 ANG 6/8 THS

THUNDERSTORMS - ISOLATED TWRG CU ALL QUADS

AFHO sixes 0-309 UNCLASSIFIED
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UNCLASSIFIED

2 DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

i STAFF MESSAGE DRANGH

INCOMING MESSAGE

AF IN: 10475

VERTICAL TEMPERATURE GRADIENT - 3 DEG 1000 FT

SUNSET ~ 1903L.

PART H. NONE

PART1. NONE

PART J. NONE

PAGE 4 RUWMBDA2010 UNCLAS

PART Ke

INTELLIGENCE OFFICER 26 NORAD A/D. INFOR-

MATION FROM RED BLUFF AFS STATED THAT THERE WERE

NO BALLOON RELEASES BY DET 3, OFFICE OF AEROSPACE

RESEARCH, CAMBRIA RESEARCH LABORATORIES, CHICO,

CALIF. AT THE TIME THE OBJECT WAS SPOTTED, THE FAA
et

REPRESENTATIVE, MR WISE, REQUESTED A RADAR FIX BY
eee neces racers atime ttt A TCR ACC CCL

THE 859 DAR SQ,, RED 8LUFF AFS, CALIF. THIS WAS
—_— =

ACCOMPLISHED WITH RANGE AND HEIGHT FINDER RADARS,

THE RADAR THEN REVERTEO BACK TO SAGE OPERATION

AND D{D NOT TRACK THE OBJECT. IT 1S DOUBTFU THAT

THIS OSJECT WAS THE DERELICT BALLOON THAT WAS

SHOT DOWN 29 APRIL, HOWEVER, THIS POSSIBILITY DOES

EX!tST. NO OTHER ANALYSIS IS OFFERED AS TO CAUSE

ne i ikea

Pg 4 of 5
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OF SIGHTING.

PART L, NONE
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