
PROJECT 16673 RECGRO |

| 1. DATE - TIME GROUP

i 8 June 19468

3. SOURCE

2. LOCATION

ew York |

10, CONCLUSION

Other (UNRELIABLE REPCRT)Civilian

4. NUMBER OF OBJECTS

One

5. LENGTH OF OBSERVATION BRIEF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

SEE CASE FILENot Reported

6. TYPE OF OBSERVATION

GOor com The observer also sutmitted 2 prints of what Le

said was a UFO that he saw and photographed in August 1967.

Fhoto analysis determined that the UFO image was the result of

foreign material present on the negative holder of the printi

device.

Ground-Visual

7. COURSE

Not Reported

8. PHOTOS

O You

XX No

9. PHYSICAL EVIDENCE

O Yeu

KX Ho

Foru

FTD SEP 43 0-329 (TDE) Prertene watoms of tate trom nny be wend,
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TDPT (UFO)

UFO Sightings of Aug 1967 and 3 Jun 1968

“Genetnea On
Brooklyn > New York 11215 ,

Reference your UFO sightings of Aug 1967 and 3 Jun 1968. ithough
we consider these sightings too old to investigate properly, we did

submit your photographs to our photographic experts.

are as fallows:

There is a definite pattern of light imagery on

both prints. There are at least five of these images

in addition to the particular one on each print identi-

fled by the sender'as a UFO. An overlay was constructed

for print Nr. 1 with tick marks over each image including

that identified as a UFO. When this overlay was applied

to print Nr. 2, the tick marks correspond perfectly to

the images present. Due to the fact that there isa

definite pattern of like images although the field of

view differs considerably, it is most likely that there

was a pattern of foreign material present on the negative

holder of the printing device.

HECTOR QUINTANILLA, Jr, Lt Colonel, USAP 2 Atch

Chief, Aerial Phenomena Branch Photos

Aerospace Technologies Division

Production Directorate

Their findings



“SUBJECT: UFO - MANHATTAN ISLAND OP-G

ANALYST: PI: Chapin DATE: 16 May 69

1. The following comments pertain to imagery described by ‘lee, o.,
Brooklyn, N.Y., on two black and white prints forwarded to FTD for 

analysis.

2. There is a definite pattern of light imagery on both prints. There are at
least five of these images in addition to the particular one on each 

print

identified by the sender as a U.F.0. An overlay was constructed for print

Nr. 1 with tick marks over each image including that identified as a 
UFO.

When this overlay was applied to print Nr. 2, the tick marks correspo
nd

perfectly to the images present. Due to the fact that there is a definite

pattern of like images although the field of view differs considerably, it 
is

most Likely that there was a pattern of foreign material present on the neg
ative holder

of the printing device. The grid overlay 1s being forwarded with the returned

prints to TDPT/UFO,
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