
3. SOURCE

Witnesses

4. NUMBER O* OBJECTS

/

$. LENGTH OF OBSERVATION

30 «omin.

6. TYPE OF OBSERVATION

* Visual

7. COURSE

8. PHOTOS

th
Al No

9. PHYSICAL EVIDENCE

Oo Yes

2

FORM

PROJECT 10073 RECORD

LOCATION (
henia, Ohio---Yellow Sprines, Ohio

10. CONCLUSION

UNEDINTTFIED (on basis of present evidence--

hope to get more iater)

11, BRIEF SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS

An object, or light, shaped first like plate,
seen directly overhead by person ridine in an

open convertible going north. Later shaped like a

cut of pie, tip upward, and enveloped in mist.

Goid and white, with ex s rounded of £. Light said

to be bright enough to light road and surronndiness

Witness drove home and called three others=-thoucht

it was moon at first but abandoned this hypothesis
because of shape, erratic motion, Nisere; fp ain

time. Cuarter moon was rising and should have been

visible if eastern horizon entirely unobscured.

“itnesses reject hypothesis of nioon even though

they Failed to see the moon. Rejection emphatic,¢ wd i

FTD sep 53 0-229 (TDE) Previous aZictona of this form may be used,
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its appearance? And how? The color certainly sounds very much like

the moon.

Then MgB csiics itas the moon. And as for the
nent that "it's" ng", they apparently used this motion to prove

it was definitely not the moon. Yet they do not cver explain how

they ‘could definitely tell it was not the moon, " though they keep repeating

that assertion. Again, I think that autokinesis is involved here.

Then, I feel that Hynek makes a very serious error when he

-s the assertion that "I would say that the first part of your sighting

n't possibly have been the moon,'' Why not? And even if he were

convinced of that, by making this statement he further conditions the

witnesses and bolsters what I think was their erroneous conclusions

from the observations, She is the one who kept claiming that what she

and her parents saw was definitely not the moon. Because "it was a

movement.'' Refers to the'jerky movement, '' which is again characteristic

of autokinesis. Hynek should never have stepped in and backed their

ion. He is supposed to be a neutral party, trying to elicit the facts

from them, and now he has backed o that she will always

say that she saw somg¢thing that was different from the moon, and the

Air Force investigator brought her up. But ‘hone 2 = "Tt
looked to me like an ordinary moon in the beginning. en "it kind

) vered and then it gradually moved on toward the east."' Hynek’

irs that this would be backward travel. But he fails to note, and

= significantly failed to take account of this phenomenon in previous

:, that it could have been autokinesis, And when Hynek states that

surprised that the moon wasn't seen also, the answer tome is

. This was the object that they were seeing. He tries to infer

y did not see the moon because of low clouds.

Covir

po

And wher 2k presses them to suggest the object that would

most ssely resen color and shape, a sesca that'it would
look just like the moon, a sort of reddish orange. "' en he goes on to

1g swinging.

tion. Axd so does the

y ask about sounds, which appears to be imagina-

funny odor."

In reply to Hynek's direct question about whether it 'moved

ose sac sky, '' they replied "It really actually appeared to move, "'

‘irene: 5; the only reason for believing that it
was not the moon is that "well, the moon never acted like that. ''



himeelf then described it as similar to a "pale full moon on a very misty,

fogey night." Hynek put the words into his mouth, like a "coronal dis-
ant

In brief, Iam quite convinced that the object was probably

the moon, That strong autokinesis was involved. That many of the

motions reported were imagined,

As for interview, I think it was faulty procedure to interview

all of the witnesses at the same time.

Hynek seems to make something of the fact that M regime

- of technical ability. And yet, when you read what he says, it
means absolutely nothing. He quotes what the other people said. He

talks about "a light started to come back, '' and then describes what

would certainly be very much like the moon coming through the clouds.

He gives you his comparison that it did so appear. He even mentions

the "oval" character which would fit in with the phase of the moon at the

time.

As you read through, you get the impression that people are

answering for each other,

Iam certainly not impressed about either the noise or the

Whertiiinas® Minna o2 rd the noise when it was over her
and close to her, " why didn't Hynek 2 5 Meniagpgpegien.

MIE ios orscitebte she is? And of course she

my cool, "' There is a definite point that seems

ipletely, Re: "T have always

although until Teally see it there is always

s only logical that there are such things." To

‘ays that she is believing in flying saucers.

always believed in flying saucers. And this sort of a belief

ve readily conditioned her when she saw and misidentified the

Hynek ask

; 'Y definitel;

Hyneck gets briefly out of the time discrepancy, but I don't

clarifies it at all, We get only the reply fro gr >.< nothing
from anybody else. assesment of the time, however, seems
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reasonably consistent with the evaluation that it was the moon,

I cannot follow Hynek's reasoning that, as far as he could

ec, it was not the moon,

Hynek says "Unless we discount the testimony of all four,"

I don't see the testimony of all four. There is the testimony of Ardene,

who, despite her declaration to the contrary, was probably very ex-

cited and hysterical. Under such conditions, autokinesis is common,

Ihave observed it myself. Moreover the phenomenon can be transmitted

to another person,

In brief, I have heard so much over the years, about ''stars

cavorting over the sky, '' and the impossibility of explaining them, and

the lack of imagination and appreciation of auto-kinetic effects, that

I think the time has come to review such cases. Or, in the case of

new cases involving''jerky motions, '' to recognize the auto-kinetic

syndrome.

I see no stretching of the evidence whatever to identify

this object as the moon. And if, by the qualification "given" Hynek

means to distinguish between the actual testimony and possible con-

clusions from that testimony, then he is not properly "weighing"

the evidence as he claims. You do have to take into account the un-

reliability of humans witnessing such a phenomenon. I see no reason

to assume that the "eastern horizon was obscured, '' simply because

not one of the four saw the rising quarter moon.'' That is a complete

sxatement. Everyone, including Ardene, testified that the object

d like the moon." It was Ardene who insisted that it could not

b moon because of its apparent motion. And Hynek concludes by

the statement, which seems to me completely unwarranted by the

2a, that "it se

ering student,

period of at least five

unlikely that all four, particularly the

ould not have recognized the moon over a

nutes."

The transcript speaks for itself. The engineering student

de >ed what he thought he saw as moon. The only reason he

dou 2 it, was because insistence, And much the same

res came from others. Moreover, I see no reason why, from

the evidence itself, at least three of them reported that they were

really seeing something that looked like the moon,
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Finally, as in _...<aea about "keeping
her cool," I refer to Lucy's ement that "when she came

in <2 door, she looked like she was scared to death." And

that is the impression I get from her actions.

To summarize my impression, there is absolutely

notning in this entire statement that leads me to suspect

hat something other than the moon was involved. Certainly

Lasma phenomenon was necessary.

In my honest opinion, there is absolutely no

reason to keep this sighting on the list of unknowns.

In defense of Hynek's position, however, I concur

that the moon does not go jumpi ound by ten or twenty

degrzes. Nevertheless, what Said, that "it seemed

to move, just very slightly, slowly to one side, and
back again to its gentexal position." Hynek certainly rec-

ogn.zes that thereybeen "other cases like it. When Ardene

3 that it was "directly overhead," Hynek clearly accepts

her statement for its face value. He thinks that it was, as

she claimed, at an altitude of 90°. On the other hand, even

if it were relatively low on the horizon,if she thought Lc
was Within a few hundred feet, following her, she would have

Clearly still thought that it was "directly overhead. So

I do not think that Hynek's question to her husband, concerning

Ardene's reliability, was responsive.

I reali too, tnat the moon and stars don't jump

the way aid this moon did. And the moon doesn't

either. : I've seen too many cases of both moving fog

a autokinesis, realize that human beings can make terrible

i of identi on. I think that is what happened at

e. I simp con't share Hynek's faith in the reliability

beings. you wish, I have no objection to your showing

adgtion to £} case. I predict in advance that he will

assumptio "ad hoc." That I am trying to consider

j ‘ample, completely separate from other

apparent similarity. On the other hand,

ic data. I think it is not justified

nce from other cases into this one, despite

ach case has to be taken separately. I

point, because I gather from some of Hynek's com-

at he sees some pattern in the cases that attracts him.

don't. thers are too many-far too many~-different
imuli that give rise to such phenomena. On a given

sven from the same locality, reports of UFO's will arise

cozen entirely unrelated phenomena. And that is something
|

pt
)

4
3
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c
t
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realized or emphasized.

I think this case is about closed. It might be
relevant to get significant weather data from the local
weather bureau or from, preferably, from any nearby airport.
And I would certainly like to have a chance to interview |
Arcene concerning her eyes. She was Clearly a believer in
Saucers. Was she, by any chance, a member of any saucer |
organization? What had she read about UFO's? ‘These are |
relevant conditioning things.

|

|

that, apparently, no one other than myself has generally |

Very truly yours,

Donald H. Menze

November 8, 1968

Returned map of the area as requested.



PY (UFO) re Marano/70915/mhs/7 Oct 63 10 oct 1968

Request for UFO Inforwation

or Donald H Menzel

‘arvard College Observatory

SQ Gardea Street

Cambridge, Massachusetts 02153

1. Reference your letter of 15 July 1963. Please excuse the delay in
replying.

2. We have repeoduced a copy of the 25 February 1967 sizhting from
“argo, North Dakota, for you. A copy of the file vas sent to you on
c& Sovember 1567, however, the attached case also includes material
received since the 24th.

Se Inclosed. is a sepy of our evaluation card for a Sighting from
Sielson AfT8, Alaska. Three of the four observers wers aircraft
soutrollers, and they all estimated that the ‘obiect' vas 2ight to
ven alles from them initially.

e
e
e
 
a
e

4. “e also have a ve interesting case for the late evening ofi=) 7

14 August 1963 or early morning bours of the 15th. The observers
(apparently three very capable and reliable people) sishted a large
orangish object that moved about in the ssy, had 3 definite odor, and
made a grcaning noise. There was a strong inversion that night and
the observers did not see the moon but did see stars. However, the
moon should have been visible and in roughly the same position as the
UFO. we have not evaluated this case yet because we are still trying
te convince Dr Hynex that the moon my have been the culprit. We

would appreciate your comments on this case.

Se Incidentally, we go not know anything about the decay of any
Russian rocket body over Indiana in late June or early July 1968.
Alse inclosed is a copy of a letter that we recently received from
Polzac frantisek. Since it apparently involves St Elnos firs >» wea
chougnt that you mizht be interested.

74,
1A

TZCTOR SUDNTANILLA, Jr, Lt Colonel, Usa? 4 Ateh

|

,

y

Chief, Aerial Phenomena Srench 1. iazo N Dakota, 25 Fao 67
4erospace Technolowies Division 2. Svaluation Card, Zielsen x5

fi Production Directorate 3. Yellow Sprinus, Ohio, 15 Aug 43



HARVARD COLLEGE OBSERVATORY

60 GARDEN STREET

_ CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02138

CABLE ADDRESS “OBSERVATORY” AREA CODE 617 868-7600

October 28, 1968

Lt. Col. Hector Quintanilla, Jr., USAF

Cuief, Aerial Phenomena Branch

Department of the Air Force

H : dquarters Foreign Technology Division (AFSC)
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base

Ohio 45433

Dear Hector: .

Thank you for all of the interesting data you sent, I had

seen the Sullivan article, I simply cannot understand Hynek. I could

support the idea of an international UFO project only on the idea that

it might take our mind off of the more serious worries of the world.

Scientifically, the idea is of course nonsense, I have not seen the

notice in the Electronic News for September 30, I agree with you.

I, too, am completely disgusted! Off the record, I would say that

if I were in your shoes, I would terminate the consulting agreement

forthwith. Otherwise, it will appear that the Air Force is now,

through a special panel, endeavoring to pass judgment on the Condon

Report. This would be completely untenable and embarrassing. One

knows in advance from the personnel involved what the answer will be.

Incidentally, Iwas in New York while the American Astronautical

ety was holding its meetings, and was surprised to hear of the

UFO Panel being conducted there. I have no information, though, as

to what transpired, because I was busy otherwise, I think your censure

af 11of 11 October is certainly deserved, but far too restrained.

apologize f

r and its i

having replied earlier to your letter of

ting enclosures. But I was busy myself on

: 2al Astronomical Union, naming craters on the

far sits of the moon. Following that, I spent the week in Colorado.

panel of the Intern

Iwas very much interested in the Czechoslovakian report. It is

almost certainly St. Elmo's fire as you surmised
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Lt. Col. Hector Quintanilla -2- October 28, 1968

With reference to the 25 February 1967 sighting at Fargo, N.D.,

don't le what that was that the boy's saw. But the "object" seen

etal the northwest was almost certainly the Planet Venus,
xote from "Sky and Telescope" for March, 1967. 'Venus, at

znitude -3.4, is striking in the evening sky, for it sets well after

ght ends.'' The changes of color and the rays are all consistent

with the identification, I'd be inclined to think that probably the boys

saw the same thing, but made an error in their determination of

direction, That is very easy to do, especially if the road is winding.

H
o

c
h
o

Tam not very much impressed with Hynek's investigation of the

phenomenon. He makes the tacit assumption, which I believe is a

serious defect of many such investigations, that the two separate

groups saw the same "object."' Well, if it was the same object, then

it was the Planet Venus, beyond question. The boys might have seen

sornething different.

There are lots cf questions that I could ask, which apparently

were not touched on, I'd like to know what the model of the Polaroid

was. How did they determine the exposure time? Polaroid's have

automatic controls for equalizing the exposure. But when one is taking

the picture of a small bright object at night this control does not function

satisfactorily. Are the spots on the picture stars? I would judge that

they are not, because of their irregularity. I think pictures should have

nm taken under similar circumstances, to check the significance of

cratches seen at the edge of the film. How can one minimize the

t of camera wardle for what must have been a fairly long exposure?

re was nothing in the record to indicate that the object photographed

heRiad 8Rena n ve beena plane. The case is interesting, but

aves much to be desired,

ase of 14 August 1968. After reading

convinced they were seeing the moon, It has

experience t when a person says, in effect, "the sighting re-

ec of ..., but it could not have been ...because...,'"' then it

always is '...'', since the "because" is invalid, ‘This would not

st time that people have called the mqon a UFO. I think that

i the UFO investigations have failed because the investigators

statements of the witnesses at their face value. Under such

“stances, I subscribe to the motto that ''People are Dumb!"



Lt. Col. Hector Quintanilla s October 28, 1968

I would also concur with the identification of the Eielson sighting

July 1968 as the moon.

I had some interesting discussions with M. Minnaert, the Dutch

ronomer, who was the chieff individual working with me in naming

craters of the far side of the moon. He is the author of a delightful

book, "The Nature of Light and Color in the Open Air."' Are you

familiar with it? If not, you certainly should be, because it discusses

many phenomena of meteorological optics, There is an inexpensive

Dover edition, if you desire to get one.

He told me that he had discovered a number of extremely reliable

observations of multiple images of the sun or moon, which in terms of

»ction go up to 31/2 degrees! There is no simple explanation for

these phenomena, but he was quite sure that something peculiar in the

way of meteorological optics is responsible.

Sometimes I get discouraged at the situation. I have worked

pretty hard, as you know, to get some sense into this area. I know of

no other scientist that has gone as deeply as I have into the matter, with

the possible exception of Hynek. But something definitely has happened

to him and I don't know what it is. He now seems to regard the cases,

not as individuals, but as part of a broad pattern, Apparently he feels

must solve the entire problem, Ina letter to Condon he states;

ect Blue Book has limited itself, largely because of lack of funds

aff, to keeping files and dealing with cases solely on an individual

It is clear that each case, taken by itself, like a lone duck ina

¢g gallery can nearly always be shot down by an ad hoc, frequently

nzelian approach," ©

I don't mind his reference to me inthis fashion. In fact I consider

ng of a cornmpliment. But it shows his bias, I think each case

solved p ae. and ona ite own merits. For there are

of different usually completely unrelated,

> sounds anal ete nonsense to say that you can solve individual
ut you cannot solve them if you take them ina group, But why

y individual solutions be wrong, simply because they may not

cd to data in ancther, independent sighting. Frankly, I feel much

ent ignoranc:. of UFO's must be laid at Hynek's door stgp, with

aginative approach to the subject, He, also, must tz

t that the Air Force questionnaire is so bad,

With thanks and best wishes, lam

. Co ‘all ouys,RG) aadvs ma
DHM:mad Donald H, Menzel



Lt. Col, Hector Quintanilla =3- October 28, 1968

I would also concur with the identification of the Eielson sighting

of 11 July 1968 as the moon,

I had some interesting discussions with M. Minnacrt, the Dutch

As*ronomer, who was the chief individual working with me in naming

craters of the far side of the moon. He is the author of a delightful
book, "The Nature of Light and Color in the Open Air." Are you

familiar with it? Ifnot, you certainly should be, because it discusses

many phenomena of meteorological optics. There is an inexpensive

Dover edition, if you desire to get one.

He told me that he had discovered a number of extremely reliable

observations of multiple images of the sun or moon, which in terms of

reilection go up to 3.1/2 degrees! There is no simple explanation for

these phenomena, but he was quite sure that something peculiar in the

way of meteorological optics is responsible.

Sometimes I get discouraged at the situation. I have worked

pretty hard, as you know, to get some sense into this area. I know of

no other scientist that has gone as deeply as I have into the matter, with

the possible exception of Hynek. But something definitely has happened

to him and I don't know what it is. He now seems to regard the cases,

not as individuals, but as part of a broad pattern. Apparently he feels

you must solve the entire problem. Ina letter to Condon he states:

“Project Blue Book has limited itself, largely because of lack of funds

. staff, to keeping files and dealing with cases solely on an individual

It is clear that each case, taken by itself, like a lone duck ina

g gallery can nearly always be shot down by an ad hoc, frequently

Menzelian approach, "' ¢

a

b

s

I don't mind his reference to me in this fashion. In fact I consider

ment. But it shows his bias. I think each case

ndently and on its own merits. For there are

of different kinds of stimuli, usually completely unrelated,

2 it sounds complete nonsense to say that you can solve individual

t you cannot solve them if you take them ina group. But why

individual] solutions be wrong, simply because they may not

d to data in anvther, independent sighting. Frankly, I feel much

sent ignoranc. of UFO's must be laid at Hynek's door step, with

ginative approach to the subject. He, also, must tz e blame

fect that the Air Force questionnaire is so bad, |

‘

his un

for the

With thanks and best wishes, Iam

' ConGally youys, 4
APYFa AL

DHM:md Donald H. Menzel



NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY
EVANSTON, ILLINOIS 60201

DEPARTMENT OF ASTRONOMY LINDHEIMER ASTRONOMICAL RESEARCH CENTER

11 November 1968

FID (TDETR)

Research and Aerial Phenomena Division

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base

Ohio 45433

Attn: TDPT (UFO)

Subj: Project Card - UFO sighting, 15 August 1968, Yellow Springs, Ohio

TO? Lt. Colonel Hector Quintanilla, Jr.

1. Enclosed is the record card for the case referenced above.

2. Unfortunately, my plans for a trip to Tincinnati fell through and so

I did not have an opportunity to talk further with Mr. and Mrs How-

ever, I expect that either on a future trip to Dayton, or inde mtly, I

will have occasion to be in Cincinnati in the next mth or two at which

time I would like very much to interview t personally. I am not

satisfied with the lack of details in their report; despite Mr.

technical training he was extremely vague in his description an this

v s persists after my personal interview, I would like to change

the e uation from“unidentified’to “unreliable report, but at the moment
19t have sufficient cause to do this.

RONOMICAL

N UNIVERSITY

EVANST‘O! , ILL. 60201

ARCH CENTER

JAH: 1p

encl.
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= OR QUINTARILLA, Ur, Lt Colonel, USAF

TOPT (Uro) Lt Col Guintanilla/70916/der/26 Sep 63

UFO Sighting of 15 August 1963, Yellow Springs, Ohio

De J Allen dynes

Tearborn Observatory

Northwestern Universit

Zvanston, Illinois 60201

lL. Please forward a complete transcript ov your conversation with
the Qmmmmresariing heirU0 sighting by no later than 10 Oectover 1963.

2. Sid you maxe any elYort to clarity the discrepancy of the tine of
signting? (One said 11:40 pm and one said 12:2

je ‘ise incluse values ior ihe azimuth and ansular elavation of the xcon
at hal’-hour fatervals from 11:30 pu,l4 August 1963 to 1:00 1K AUUst
Lca2
L5hS6

P|

Neniet, Aerial Phenonena Office
Y havoupace Technologies Division

Production Directorate



NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY
EVANSTON, ILLINOIS 60201

DEPARTMENT OF ASTRONOMY LINDHEIMER ASTRONOMICAL RESEARCH CENTER

21 October 1968 |

FID (TDETR)

Research and Aerial Phenomena Division

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base

Ohio 45433

Attn: TDPL (UFO)

Subj: Sighting of August 15, 1968, Yellow Springs, Ohio.

To: Lt. Colonel Hector Quintanilla, Jr.

Li Enclosed is the complete transcript and a summary of my taped

interview with the Fogg family, witnesses in the above referenced

sighting, as requested by you in your letter of 26 September 1968.

Y,



September 22, 1968

For the Record: Summary of theggieea sc of August 15, 1968,
Yellow Springs, Ohio.

i have just finished talking with SOREL PSEC S| Mr. and |
Mrs. “epee of Yellow Springs. It took nearly an hour to get the
details, 1€ is all on tape and has been transcribed, but a synopsis of the

case fol

as coming home from Xenia, Ohio, driving a convertible

with ee... she says she became aware of a bright light directly
overhead. I quizzed her on this at length, but couldn't shake her story that

it was overhead -- seemingly close, but she said she didn't know how high it

was since she didn't know how big it was -- so give her a credit point or two

for knowing that. The central part of the object seemed to be stationary,

but the cuter edges seemed to be spinning. She was some three miles from home

but covered the distance in just a few minutes. She was frightened, and her

mother-in-law said she came in very frightened, calling to the others to come

out and look. Two did, and their first impression was that it was the moon,

except at a considerable elevation. gQqQ@@MMMMige, who is a student at Cincinnati

University and a coop student at the Field in propulsions systems, etc, was

reading a book at the time upstairs and didn't come down at once, until he

realized that they were all staying outside. He then went out but saw nothing,

not even the moon. He stayed outside for ten minutes and the glow came back, and

moved around, but not much, although he gauged its motion against the branches

of a tree. The object or glow was now not overhead but about 30 or so degrees

above the eastern horizon. It was, he said, like a full moon shining through

amist, and definitely not the moon, although he did not see the moon itself.

There is disagreement on the time, but they should have seen the moon

unl t e was a bank of clouds in the eastern sky, which happens more

fre 1 than not -- it is rare that one can see down to where the sky

mee h and. But unless we discount the testimony of all four, and would

put the ¥plasma" category if I absolutely had to.

4 it on the sound, but they agreed on the odor,

which + y minutes thereafter. One said that he was

is of the dence given, particularly as to the angular

sky, the e ard motion when it did move away, and the misty |

"object", L would suggest either insufficient information

evaluation, or "unidentified". To identify it as the moon

elevation

appearan

for a def e

is stret 2 given evidence, and by all normal rules of the weighing of

evidence, entification is not warranted. The fact that not one of the 1

four saw sing quarter moon at the time but did see stars, causing me to |

think that eastern horizon may have been obscured. It seems unlikely to |

me that al r, particularly the engineering student, would not have recog- |

nized the moon fo
}

>

ver a period of at least five minutes.



Transcript of:

UFO Sighting of 15 August 1968, Yellow Springs, Ohio, (Fogg)

Hynek: n one of my recent visits to Wright-Patterson AFB, I came across
your sighting of August 15, 1968, and I am quite interested in it, and would

like to asi few questions about the general circumstances that were not covered
in the r f How many of you were there actually at the time of the sighting?

_. ¥ i: sort of varied. My wife was first and then she came in the house
and I guess she probably got a glimpse of the object and then my parents went
outside, 2 then I came downstairs a little later. So there were actually four
people that saw it at the time.

Hynek: I've found from past experience that, and I've been making observations
for a good many years, that the best way to do this is to just ask you to sort of
reenact the crime, so to speak, Could we all take a deep breath and start in

from the beginning. There are a few things I didn't have straight in the report.
First of ail what sort of a night was it?

Mis ggQM was dark. There was no moon, but it was clear.

Hynek: You could see the stars?

s CP vou could see the stars but no moon, You could mistake the object for
@ moon except that the moon doesn't do that kind of performance.

Hynek: What sort of performance did it do? Another thing, there was some

inconsistency in the time. One person says 11:45 to 11:50, and another person

said 12:30 to 1:00 AM.

‘es <i The one that I have down on mine I know is definitely correct. I looked
at the clock when I came in.

at was the time on yours?

Mrs age s have to look at the report. I filled it out two days after I saw

it and I remembered tt a then. I believe it might have been around

12:30 - 1:00, but whatever I a2 down on paper is correct.

Bynek: You Yes) I think you had 12:30. ‘The reason I ask is

that 1 e rately the time of moonrise. The moon was at

last ¢

22730 tt

of east an

PM in Dayton area. Now that means that by

nitely have been visible slightly to the north

6 should have seen the moon and this other object.

And this is ason why Wright Field tends to feel that perhaps what

you folks s the moon, but what I find difficult to figure out is how it

could have had the motion that you describe.

a
l

Ardene: Well, first of all about the moon - I really can't remember if there

was a moon or not. I believe there wasn't, but I know there is more to it than



what I put down on the thing because I wasn't really quite sure if anyone would

believe it would actuall happen. I just put down what my in-laws saw.....e.eee

because when I told the sheriff all this he thought I was some sort of nut. 1

saw this movement over my motor car.

Hynek: Let's forget the moon for the moment and think more in terms of the

actual actions. Where were you at the time, and were you coming home from

someplace or what?

agli =— twas coming home from Xenia and I was on Road,

Hynek: And were you alone in the car?

ves. «1 definitely spotted it somewhat over my car but I really was
not aware that it seemed to be following the car. Iwas more aware of what it

was and I sort of stepped on it because I was frightened out there by myself.

I noticed it seemed to follow the car so I jumped out of the car and I ran about

12 feet up ahead. It seemed stationary. I thought this can't be because if

it's that far above why is it just following my lights.

Hynek: When you say up above, where was it in the sky?

It seemed likeit could have been maybe 300 feet above my car, but I

con't know. The angle - straight above and it looked like a solid disc and it

had a movement.

Hynek: You say straight above. You mean part way or really straight above?

“EB; Just about directly above and it seemed to be following the lights.
when I turned out the lights and I went ahead it was still stationary

was. When I turned the lights back on, it started moving along with

I left the car with the lights on so it remained there and then I

to get my in-laws , and then it seemed to all of a sudden get smaller,

means it must have gone straight up because you didn't hear the noise

Then it went over to the back of the farm and .... saw it there and

11 and it had somewhat of a noise to it. Mr. iii seid the smell
ike that of the German planes of World War II.

ne
of the description of the actual object, and let

d some magic way of putting something up in the

would resemble this would you choose to put up

resemble what you saw?

ike to get mor

a

I would say most likely when it's directly overhead, a plate - a

moving very rapidly because this had that sort of a spinning



Hynek: When you say it was spinning, what movement? Do you mean it was

spinning or vas it moving.

Have you seen these little toys that gyrate - this was the type of

i also once it seemed to have banked and it looked like a quarter

with the center being on top. It looked like a top, in a way,

st . had the funny vision of gyration and it was able to stay in one spot
or shoot up directly, quickly, or back and forth.

Hynek: Did it ever pass between you and something?

ae: ~.

Hynek: Did it ever pass in back of something?

Yes - no, not realiy. I was the one that was moving at the time. I

moved on the way past the tree and that was the only time.

Hynek: I'd like to ask you to do this. With your hand point as though you

ve pointing your finger at somebody with your arm outstretched, when you first

, it, how high would you have to have raised your arm to have pointed to it?

2 tel All the way up because it was straight up.

You mean when you first saw it, it was straight up?

When I first saw it, it was straight up and then after that - I don't

his written out because first of all I didn't know how serious you

e about it - the first time I saw it, it seemed to me it was following

Tt owas directly overhead and then later on it was sort of like you

2 40° angle, maybe.

Hynek: Row did it disapp

ae To me it just seemed to have gotten smaller.

Tais whole thins
0
g asted about how long?

off and on.

Hynek:

moon at this

was up or no

in the east,

re it was very dark that night because you just couldn't miss it.

Hynek:

course I understand why you wouldn't be looking for the

i ttened by this you wouldn't care whether the moon

But do you recollect what sort of a horizon do you have there

i
w uc i mean in the daytime how does the east look? Does it look ----

= i would say lighter and the sky above, of course, is like everywhere

else.

Hynek: What I'm trying to get at is how much of a horizon - can you see cleary ying & y



to where the land meets the sky, or are there trees in the way?

ee There are some trees.

Hynek: Now what color was the object?

qm =| would say a white and gold and yellow. Those are the colors it had

during that time.

Hynek: And now how bright - can you compare the brightness with something?

a It was maybe the brightness of a mercury vapor.

Hynek: How far away - a mercury vapor a block away or two or three blocks

away?

ee. I would say maybe two blocks away, maybe more. This was when it was
white. When it was yellow and gold it was more of a softer....it wasn't very

bright - enought so that you could tell, but when it seemed to go into a quarter

piece it seemed very bright and more of a white light.

Hynek: Did it have any effect on your car in anyway?

eee No, not that I noticed.

Hynek: Did you have your radio on at the time?

“MR 1 don't believe I did.

Hynek: What did it appear to be doing? You say following your car, but what

gave you the idea that it was following your car and not something elee?

<i: First thing I noticed - the road all of a sudden looked so light and
fthi else was somewhat dark and I wondered what it was. 1 happened to glance

t know where it came from, when it started, it just was there and the

hought it was following me is because when I would leave the car and I

i I started running toward the house it was stationary, but when I got

d started dri; toward the house it seemed to be moving along with

it seemed so up it would definitely always be above me.

Hynek: You were in a car that had a top on it, I expect.

— it was a convertibie and the top was down.

Hynek: What model car is it, by the way?

a Ic's a '67 Sunbeam Alpine.

Hynek: So that you were driving with the top down?



could have come from behind, I don't know. I just can't remember.
len it was there.7” od as

Hynek: coming from Xenia, you were traveling what direction?

Poo cies I was traveling north on... . . Road.

Hynek: sou were traveling north and you think the thing came up from behind?

fy it's the only logical explanation I have because I didn't notice it
until all of a sudden.

Hynek: What were your feelings at the time?

ii: Well, as a girl all by myself, I was somewhat scared because first of
all T never quite believed in UFOs, not really, and I don't drink or take drugs
or anythirg, so i knew it had to be the real thing. All I wanted to do is get

e population as quickly as possible.

So you never stopped the car. You just kept on going.

ae... stopped the car periodically because I got the idea that this was
following my lights, so I got out of the car and I started running toward the

a.and I noticed it was stationary.

Hynek: Ac that itme, how high up do you think it was?

i Well, it depends on how large the object is. I'm just guessing - I
“don't even know - maybe 300, maybe a little.

I should have ask really how apparently large was it. ‘That is if you
n aspiring tablet at arm's length, it will just cover the moon. Now
taken a dime, say, hold it out and estimate how much of the object
ve covered.

at the time it was directly over, maybe 1/50
was closest). When it shot off into the
cover about, maybe 1/4 to 1/2.

Hynek: fy bs did it seem to block out? You know how large the
full moon losks

tely at the first sighting of it it was larger than that. I do
when it was overhead it did seem to have a fog or a mist or

somethi it, the center part being stationary and the outer part having

Hynek: Were there any other cars on the road?

Iwas the only one that I could see.

Hynek: You were about how far from home at the time?



BP I would say maybe about three miles.
Hynek: sre there other houses and things like that around?

Hynek: Now let me ask you to describe your actions as you stated - you said

at one time you got out and ran to a farmhouse, and then what happened.

‘etal, First of all, I remained calm. I knew exactly what was going on, but
I couid 2211, it seemed to me, that it was following the lights. And I really

didn't know what to do, so I left the car with the lights on and started heading

on up (to her house?) and then it remained stationary. A wild thought came

into my nd, so I went back and got the car and I started heading toward the

house again and it seemed to be moving, always being overhead so this is how

I got the idea it was moving along. And I left the car where it was down the

road and ran into the house to get other people, and all of a sudden it got

smaller directly overhead and very quickly shot out to the horizon,

Hynek: In which direction to the horizon?

QM act.

Hynek: Now at that time you should have seen the moon there because the moon

was there in the east. How long after it first happened was it until you talked

to somebody?

agg =irmcdiately. Because as I was coming into the house - they were seeing

it move over that way and it was something that went off again and on again

periodically.

Who was the first one to see it after you?

_ Mr. ly father-in-law ill

Hynek; at are the relationships there?

qitteess-->16, the husband and eee ia hushand's father.

Hynek: Waen you first came in - please try to describe when you got to the

house, what did you do. you hang on the door, or did you walk in?

t walked on in. I said would you come out here for a minute,

saucer. They ran out and didn't seem astonished. They said

that’s th - don't worry - and then I was satisfied. Then we watched it

some more ou could truly tell that it was not the moon and you could truly

tell it was initely a saucer.

Hynek: you then came out was it still overhead?



~———ie- it was heading out that way when I came out and they just saw, glancing
at it, that it could have been the moon, but it definitely kept on its movement.

Hynek: Yow low to the horizon did it get when ‘a seers ee

think it was still pretty high up. It was not down, it was over that

ut it was.....let's say we're looking at the trees - it was at least

ove the trees all the time. But then it was moving to the left and to

and going up and down.

direct

12 fee

the righ

Hynek: when that sort of motion went on, - if you had a ruler in front of you

held out at arm's length, can you describe the number of inches it would have

moved right or left or up and down.

eer would move almost a foot. And then it went up and then it seemed

to disappear for a while. My husband came out and it came back again, and it

moved, not as far this time, and then it got smaller. It definitely, truly was

not the moon. Movement such as this, and changing shapes and colors that rapidly

definitely was not the moon.

Let me get the shape of it. You said it looked like a cut of a pie?

es, a quarter piece of pie at one instance. It looked like a round

saucer, maybe the bottom part of it, and then it seemed to take a dip or turn

and all of a sudden it looked like a quarter piece of pie.

I don't remember whether in your report you drew a picture of it.

i drew a picture.

Now that you know, as you put it, that someone is taking it seriously,

h paper and p

w a quarter piece

e it round

h that bein

it looked

; toward the middle, toward the top you put a dot.

f pie with that being the center cut down, and

rom one point to the other, except this is a large

top and a very bright light, white light at that

s it was a yellow-gold.
Sd

Hynek: How long did it take you to get home from the time you first saw it?

——__ i wouldn't say any more than a few minutes.

Sow long altogether did the other people see it?

I saw it just a few minutes
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This isahonored to have my name so closely linked with yours.

criticism from an author that readers of the Flying Saucer Review

might gain the opinion that he was'perhaps a Lt. of Lt. Col. Quintanilla

Or, even worse, an associate of Dr, Menzel!*

I have only one minor point to add to my previous discussion

The odor was said to be something like

Dear Colonel:

In case you have not seen it, I enclose a xerox of page 30

I am

of the Yellow Springs case,

thet of a bomber, by which I take it there was a smell of gasoline or

What about Ardene's car? I think that theother petroleum product.

question of odor could have been disposed of quickly, by a few apt

Guestions.

The map shows some turns of the road,One further point.

Sut it does not disclose whether the road was absolutely straight or

In the apparent maneuvers of thewhether it may have been winding.

UFO, this would have beena significant fact, had it been determined.

fananswer could Hynek haveFinally, what other sort of

sband than a complete declaration of faith

hould have interviewed the people separately.

husband to one

expected froms—

inher reliability:

tore frequently, he should have drawn

ec nim sucha question, The answer might have beenoa GED & Sset

7 »% .

712 then asnrfox
—-

\ - cliterent.

~
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Hynek: Do you think there is any possibility that what you saw and what the

others saw was different?

nat is a possibility, but I doubt it because it seemed to have still

che same type of motion to it. It truly did, although it wasn't in

sp>0t as it was when I came into the house and we went outside, but it

have the same sort of personality about it.

Hynek: I was wondering about when Mr. Fogg came out and said "Oh, that's the
19

moon"?

ee: first glance they were laughing, but then they watched it for a
couple more seconds and then said, "Hey, it's moving". As you watched it more,

it proved self it was definitely not the moon. But at first glance you see a

light in the sky and when you see it like that it looked like the moon, but then

when you it actually moving away and changing color the way it did, and the

smell which it left, you could definitely tdl it was not the moon.

Hynek: The calculation shows that the moon came up at 11:36 and an hour from

then it would have been about 10 to 15° above the horizon, and almost directly

in the east, and it would have looked like half a pie, not like a quarter of a

pie.

ee feel better myself if it had been the moon, but to be truthful T
’ notice it mainly because my eyes were just looking directly at that with-

out glancing away.

Hynek: Well, certainly, I would say that the first part of your sighting

couldn't possibly have been the moon.

at definitely was not, but then what my in-laws and I saw I'm pretty

initely the real thing because I would not have been attracted to

ke a moon in the sky because I keep my wes on the road. But something

ee did attract me and it frightened me although I remained calm, and

ly as I told you, and what my parents saw was definitely not the moon.

ent. And I'm pretty sure it was the same thing because it had the

rememnt. L hen I was coming into the house, it seemed to sort

it had the .e sort of personality and movement, although it was

ct spot as b I came in the house. I'd be willing to get to-

Hynek: ree in Dayton again. I get there about once every month and a half.y &

How far £ town Dayton do you live?

—- In Yellow Springs. I'm getting ready to go back down to the campus in
Cinnati next week.

Hynek:

have your

is a possibility that I will be in Cincinnati on Oct. 9. May I

2



Hynek: When 1 get to Cincinnati I will look you up because I would like to
e more information on this. Also, I mean to be utterly blunt about

co see what sort of person you are. 1 mean just how excitable you

I definitely keep my cool. You never get the full facts over the

: something like this is interesting, but it is very truthful. I've

always semawhat believed in it, although until you really see it there is always

somethi = of a doubt. It's only logical that there are such things.

Hynek: And now before ye get off the line here, the first person you spoke

to was Mr. and Mr 'd like to talk now briefly with someone who came
out after vou called them, and I'd like to get their reactions. I want to clear

up the discrepancy in the time.

I remember looking at the clock and I remember it lasted about a half

hour. 1 saw it longer than the others did because I was on the road.

The others all seem to say it was before midnight - you had it after

right. (To Kingsley Fogg) Now would you be kind enough to just describe

you saw from the time that Ardene came in and called you outside.ie
}

<= It just looked to me like an ordinary moon in the beginning. Then I
ooxed at it and it was in one spot - then pretty soon it kind of hovered and

-adually moved on toward the east. That would be backward travel ofthen it gr

an ordi y moon to start with.

Hynek: It certainly would be. Now where was it in the sky when you first

saw it?

would say it was kind of in a southeast situation.

what angular elevation up - that is, how high would you have to

high, because you wouldn't know how big the object was.

it was in feet, but I mean how far did you have

ed that the moon wasn't seen also, because it rose

; they may have been clouds around the eastern horizon.

pens 25’ sce the moon at all, not even after this thing disappeared.
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Hynek: That must mean that either it had clouded up or that this occurred

earlier than you thought. If it occurred before midnight then you probably

wouldn't have seen the moon because it takes a little time to rise. If you had

to put something up in the sky by magic, so to speak, what thing would you choose

to put up there that would most closely resemble it?

t don't know.;

Hynek: Something like a Christmas tree ornament or a flashlight bulb - just

something common - what would you put up there that would most closely resemble

the color and the shape and all that?

Well, the shape just looked like a flat light, just like the moon would

ook, but it was sort of a reddish orange.1

Hynek: Well now, if you're familiar with angular measure and arc, how many degreesy J & y deg
did it move from the time that you first saw it 'tillthe time that it disappeared,

10, 20°?

Let's see, I would say it would swing pretty close to 20°5}

Hynek: What are the possibilities that the thing could have been a helicopter or

something like that with a bright light on it?

1 No, because if you could see anything like that, you could have heard

some engine noise.

Hynek: Well, there were noises, but it sounded like - in the report it was

described as sort of a groaning sound.

\

Well, that was one that we had seen back about 11 years ago.

Hynek: Describe the noise, the sound, of this one.

I didn't hear too much of a noise.

Ardene heard the noise when it was over her and close to her.

i didn't hear too much of a noise on this one.bj ¥
y

elled a funny odor.

Hynek: For about how long?

sot lighter as it would disappear and come back.

a> T would saw about 29 minutes after the thing disappeared.

it disappeared and came back, how did you judge that - did it simply

4 change or simply move across the sky?



ae It really actually appeared to mo
ve.

Hynek: Acpeared to move crossways?

~wW. it he

made us wat

This was what attracted us and
movement thet no moon ever had.©

igh at that time, certainly, qui
te low

Hyn 211, the moon was never very h

in scar the horizon and if you saw this at 45° up, well 
then obviously

e been the moon.

dn't have any of the characteristics of 
the -moon after you

ned to
ge It just di

Teally stucied it. But at first glance - I got there just as my husband tur
that's just the moon" and we started to laugh

 and Ardene said
d it was doing thisme and said "well,

"well, the moon never acted like that". Then we watched it an

movement.

Can you recall some of the conversation you ha
d during the time you were

Hynek: What did you say to each othe
r?

actually watching 1c?

Eadie That's kind of hard to remember.
at Wright Field

Is Mr. Harold Fogg there - is he the one that works
id I talk with him - What is your feeling about this whole thing (t

o
Cou

°

n what was explained to me by th
e

here is a system of any sort t
hat can

I really don't believe that
 t

What else is therethis kind of capacity.S

-I don't believe what I saw and 
the

:

+ least that I know of, with

TI just wanted to get your viewpoint on this si
nce you're - what is your

and it's a field L've worked 
in

ce engineering, k on existing systems and
ich does some design wor

I've worked in advanced desig
n.

in more technical terms, describe the 
kinematics

d to everyone else, | really
was very vague compar

e
T could only use

: what they had explained to 
you;

by the time you got out there, it was mo
stly gone?
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Be Well, what happened - I was upstairs reading a book and then Tf heard the
car come down the lane and I heard my wife come in and say something to everybody

and everyone was talking and I guess they went outside. I stayed up there and was

reading a while longer and I noticed that no one had come back in, so I went out

and the light had gone. Everyone told me what they had seen, and so I waited

around a little longer - they said "it went that-a-way", so I stayed looking at

that par ular direction and then later on - I'd say maybe 8 or 10 minutes after

standing there - a light started to come back. And then it sort of grew - like

closer in intensity. Before it was sort of an odd shape and it sort of took the

shape of sn oval or sphere. It just sort of stayed there for a while, with a little

side motion and then.....

Hynek: Compared to a very bright star, howwould you compare it?

I wouldn't compare it to a star. It was much bigger than a star. It

would’ look to me, after it had grown to its size, a pale full moon on a very misty,

foggy night. Sort of a halo type effect around it.

Hynek: Sort of like a coronal discharge?

QB... The whole object seemed to have what I thought - I guess everyone else

got a much closer look than I did, but I couldn't say it had a ring around it.

It was just sort of like looking at the moon on a very foggy night. But there was

no fog thet night. It was hazy. The night wasn't hazy, the object was hazy.

Hynek: I'm still puzzled by the fact that since the American Nautical Almanac

doesn't lie, and I'm an astronomer so I do know how to figure out the time of

noor rise, the moon did rise there at 11:30 Eastern Daylight time, and what bothers

me is that nobody saw it. It would have been low in the east and only a quarter

moon and it's a little surprising that no one saw it at all. Of course, there may

have been, so often there are, low clouds toward the eastern horizon which might

have obscured it.

i debated about it being the moon, but it didn't seem to have, from wherea g

I was loo s scattered clouds. It_wasn'tlike a heavy overcase

or_anyth _just a few narr band type clouds. But I didn't notice very many.

Now ct that I noticed, if it was the moon, you would expect to see a lot

vercast. It didn't seem to have any particular cloud type cover motion

sort of came th and then went back. It looked as if it was

+ its intensity grew brighter rather than a blanket sort of moving.

motion - we

they disc

Hynek: Nov

or what - or

gener:
direction

take a shag

they quite uniform? Did it accelerate or decelerate

nuous motions?

ed to me to be spasmotic. I started to see a glow in this general

it seemed to get bigger and more intense and then it started to

r than just sort of a part of a corner of some sphere, out to a

round sha = circular shape and then it sort of seemed to stop and hold this

particular Now using a fence post and another sort of . .. . on the ground,

it seemed to move, just very slightly, very slowly to one side, and back again to
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its general position, And then it sort of stayed there a while and then took just

about the opposite motion - it lost its intensity and sort of went back to the

same shape that it had before, sort of a blob and then it was gone. I didn't see

any more light back there and I stayed for maybe another 10 minutes.

Hynek: That is certainly very interesting. It's not unique. There have been

other c s like it. There have been many, many cases reported of bright lights

appeeri almost directly over a car. So your wife doesn't need to feel that she

is - she can get some comfort out of the fact that other people have reported very

much ti sme thing. Well, I think I'll wait until I see you folkd in Cincinnati

to get any further. In the meantime I'll report to Wright Field that as far as I

can see it was not the moon. If Ardene says it was directly overhead, and I imagine

that it's rather embarrassing for me to ask you whether she is reliable in reports

like that, but I will ask it anyway. As her husband, what do you think about it?

ES oe i would believe her. I would have no question about it.

Lucy: When she came in the door, she looked like she was scared to death. She

said "Oh, there's something following me." She just looked like she was frightened.

I'm sure she's seen something. We feel sure it wasn't the moon because we've had

an experience that we never reported before, but if my husband hadn't gotten me

awake to look at it too, I never would have believed him.

iynek: How did you come to report this?

sett We didn't until this thin happened, and there were similarities except
iat this time it was in the opposite direction. We mentioned on the report that

we save that there were certain things that were similar to what we had seen before.

Hynek: What I mean to ask is how did you happen to make the report this time?

ae We were asked to,

ked is - how did the Air Force get it in the first

the police or something?

.e police and they didn't believe her and so she felt

ething so we contacted W-P and they sent her a form.

Hynek: Yes, l've seen that report.

a copy of my letter here - it was written the 27th of August -

by Lt. Colonel Hector Q. I was real surprised when the form came.

n't £111 them out right away because we were busy doing some other
y, I thought I'd better get busy.



14

Hynek: We're always interested in cases which have several witnesses and people
are quite clearly and obviously respectable citizens. So I just with that Ardene
had had someon with her in the car. Alright then for now, and I hope that if I do

get to Cincinnati I'll see Harold and Ardene there and talk more with them.

ee Tae phone number in Cincinnati geile:

-

Hynek: i thank you very much for being so cooperative and I can tell you more

about what our investigations are like and what other reports we've had when I
see you. ff any of you have any afterthoughts or any bits of information that

you think might be helpful, I can be reached very easily at Department of Astronomy,

Dearborn Observatory, Northwestern University, Evanston, Illinois 60201, phone

AC 312/492-7651.
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I have just finished talking UC ana. <a,

Mrs. ee” all of Yellow Springs. It took nearly an
hour to get the details, and I have it all on tape, but a synposis of

and Mr.

the case simply this:

— . P : er ; osee TE,. was coming home from B Xenia, Ohio, driying a
convertible with the tops down, when she says she became aware of a
bright licnt_directly overheard, I quizzed her on this at Lleneth but

144 shake her story that it was overhead---seemingly close, but she
she didn't know how high it was since she didn't know how big it was--

give her a credit point or two for knowing that. The central part

the object seemed to be stationary, but the outer edges seemed to be
inning. Sne was sone three miles from home but covered the distance in

a few minutes. Shewas frightened, and her mother-in-law said
e came in very frightened, calling to the others tocome out and look.

Two did, and their first pressior

at a considerable elevation. who is a student at Cincinnati
U. and a coop student at thé*TMPrééd in propulsions systems etc., was

a book at the time upstairs and didn't come down at once, until
he realized that they were all staying outside. He then*@nt out but saw
nothing, even the moon. le satyed outside fork ten minutes and the
glow ca ack, and moved around, but not much, although he gauged its
notion t the branches of a tree. The object or glow was now

that it wask the moon, except

not but about 30 or so degrees above the eastern horizon. Tt

was, he saic, like a fuli moon shining through a mist, and definitely not

the m he said, althovgn he did not see the moon itself.

re is dis ent on the but they should have seen the

‘e was a of clouds in the eastern sky, which happens

than not~--it is rare that one can see down to weere the
d. But less we discount the testimony of all four, and

young it was not the moon they saw. Rather IT

the category if I absolutely had to.

also was disagreenuent on the sound, but they agreed on

was strong for about twenty minutes thereafter. One

2s not conscious of any sound,

he basis of the evidence given, particularly as to the

fon in the sky, the eastward motion when it did move away,

; ppearance of the "object", I would suggest either

insufficient o. for a definitive mevaluation, or "unidentifiee". To

identify i the yoon, is stretching the given evidence, and by

all normal rules of the weighing of exidence, such identification is not

warranted, The fact that not one of the four saw the rising quarter moon

at the time, but did see stars, inclines me to think that the eastern

horizon may have been obscured. It vseens unlikely to that all four,
particularly the engineering student, would have not
over a period of at least five mihutes,. Siened, 7 hh

or

especia

would PUD 42% 35

the odor,

said that

angular

and the



BUDGET BUREAU APPROVAL
NUMHER 21-2259

THIS QUESTIONNAIRE HAS BEEN PREPARED SO THAT YOU CAN GIVE THE U.S. AIR FORCE AS MUCH INFORMATION
AS POSSIESLE CONCERNING THE UNIDENTIFIED PHENOMENON THAT YOU HAVE OBSERVED. PLEASE TRY TO
ANSWER ALL) OF THE QUESTIONS. THE INFORMATION YOU GIVE WILL BE USED FOR RESEARCH PURPOSES. §

ILL NOT BE USED IN CONNECTION WITH ANY OF YOUR STATEMENTS OR CONCLUSIONS WITHOUT
SIGN. RETURN TO AIR FORCE BASE INVESTIGATOR FOR FORWARDING TO FTD (TDETR), WRIGHT.
AFB,0H10 45433, 1AW AFR 80-17. (ZF ADDITIONAL SHEETS ARE NEEDED FOR NARRATIVE OR SKETCHES

ECURELY TO THIS FORM OR ANNOTATE WITH YOUR NAME FOR IDENTIFICATION.)

id you SEE THE PHENOMENON?
4,DAY. ——_. monty Hi’

IME DID YOU FIRST SIGHT THE PHENOMENON?|

HOUR Lt minures 4.5 [J] am. KP.
WHATM TIME DID YOU LAST SIGHT THE PHENOMENON? ng i chet ie i

ff HouR____// minutes $2 Cam. fx] p.m.
TIME ZONE [DAYLIGHT SAVINGS (]STANDARD

EASTERN (] centrac (] MouNTAIN CL] Paciric OTHER
*ERE YOU WHEN YOU SAW THE PHENOMENON? IF IN CITY. GIVE THE NEAREST STREE ADDRESS AND INDIC

A KARO ORAWN MAP WHERE YOU WERE STANDING WITH REFERENCE TO THE ADDRESS. IF IN THE COUNTRY, IDEN TIF
HIGHWAY YOU WERE ON OR NEAR AND TRY TO FIX A DISFANCE AND QIRECTION FROM SOME RECOGNIZABLE LANDMARK.

j 
c

yf oe “

arr AY ON THE CUSVED LINE TO SHOW HOW HIGH THE
NON WAS ABOVE THE HORIZON, OR SK¥ _ WHEN FIRST SEEN. PLACE A 3° ON THE SAME CURVED LINE TO

SHOW HOW KIGH ABOVE THE HORIZON THE PHENOMENON WAS WHEN LAST SEEN.

OBSERVER Be



AFR 80-17(C1)

GA. NOW IMAGINE YOU ARE AT THE CENTER OF THE COMPASS ROSE. PLACE AN °A* ON THE COMPASS TO INDICATE THE

DIRECTION TO THE PHENOMENON WHEN FIRST SEEN. PILACE A "8" ON THE COMPASS TO INDICATE THE DIRECTION TO

THE PHENOMENON YHEN LAST SEEN.

IN THE SXETCH SELOW, PLACE AN “A” AT THE POSITION OF THE PHENOMENON WHEN FIRST SEEN, AND A *B” AT THE

POSITION OF THE PHENOMENON WHEN LAST SEEN. CONNECT THE “A® AND “B* WITH ALINE TO APPROXIMATE THE

MOVEMENT OF THE PHENOMENON BETWEEN “A" AND "5". THAT IS, SCHEMATICALLY SHOW WHETHER THE MOVEMENT

APPEARED TO SE STRAIGHT, CURVED OR ZIG-ZAG. REFER TO SMALLER SKETCH AS AN EXAMPLE OF HOW TO COMPLETE

THE LARGER SKETCH.

PAGE 20F 9 PAGES



Lt, Col. Hector Quintanilla -2- November 12, 1968

Mr. Massa, of the Columbus dispatchf/ has called me a

coucle of times in the last few days. ing a story based on

miy paper published in the Roush Hearings. So, perhaps it will have

done some good after all, since the reporter seems to be very sensible,

I understand that it was to have appeared in the Columbus Dispatch,

Sunday, November 10,

Sincerely yours,

Donald H, Menzel

DHM:md

Enclosure

| SaenlDReiPAA TB et
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A¥R 80-17(C1)

8.

|W [ovtooors

IN BUILOING

2 IN Car (IAs oriver O

; EXPLAIN WHETHER SUCH MOVEMENT AFFECTS YOUR SKETCHES IN ITEMS 5 AND G6,

IN BOATp___ TIN AIRPLANE [JAS PILOT (LJ AS PASSENGER FOVER CITY |
. OTHER FLYING OVER OPEN COUNTRY

Sill2 eps
ae —_tF YOU WERE IN A VEHICLE, COMPLETE THE FOLLOWING: = i

WHAT DIRECTION WERE YOU MOVING? t HOW FAST WERE YOU MOVING?
TNSETS ‘ EAST a
| Sout is west | DID YOU STOP ANYTIME WHILE OBSERVING THE “|aa essa hanienacacsinansas sidioeeanincoe an PHENOMENON?
NOeTHEAST SOUTHEAST

NORTHWEST SOUTHWEST Ly ves [ake

|
|

DESCRIBE TYPE OF VEHICLE YOU WEREIN AND TYPE OF ROAD, TERRAIN OR BODYOF WATER YOU TRAVERS same |THE § NS. STATE WHETHER WINDOWS OR CONVERTISDLE TOP WERE UP OR DOWN. {

HOW MUCH OTHER TRAFFIC WAS THERE?

} DID YOU NOTICE ANY AIRPLANES? Cres Aino. IF “YES,” DESCRIGE WHEN THEY WERE IN SIGHT RELATIVE TO TRE Time|
OF SIGHTING THE PHENOMENON AND WHERE THEY WERE IN THE SKY RELATIVE TO THE POSITION OF THE PHENOMENON,

: a$. HOW LONG WAS THE PHENOMENON IN SIGHT?

TLENGTH OF TIME

lad
NOT VERY SURE

JUST A GUESS
= 

— a

cp 545 yes/ NO. IF "NO," INDICATE WHE
T OR THE BEHAVIOR OF THE PHENOMENON, AND DESCRIBE SUCH MOVEMENT OR

ON PREVIOUS SKETCHES.
HAVIOR. INDICATE DISAP.

PAGE 3 OF 9 PAGES
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AFR BMIT(CL)

ARN OA I UAE HD ER TONS ERO ORR OO EE ee ROT ES

“3. UF THERE WENT MORE THAW ONE PHENOMENON, NOW MANY WERE THERE? OR AY A PICTURE TO SHOW HOW THEY WERE
E APMAMGED., DID THIS ARRANGAUMENT CHANGE GURING THE SIGHTING?

(wna area ee eres aera tte TRE REN Li RN nN sey ts Sterna en ee

CONDITIONS (Check appropriate blocks.)

WEATHER

CUMULUS CLOUDS (Low fluffy)

CIRRUS CLOUDS (High fleecy or Herring-Es TWILIGHT
LX [sont bone)

j Vie{CLEAR NiM3US CLOUDS (Rain)
{ PARTLY CLOUDY CUMULONIMN3US CLOUDS

COMPLETELY OVERCAST
(Thuaderstorins)

NOW OF SLEET

UNKNOWH

HONE OF THE ABOVE

'© THE SIGHTING WAS AT TWILIGHT OR NIGHT, WHAT OID YOU NOTICE ABOUT THE STARS AND MOON?

HAZE OR SNOG

NO MOONLIGHT

“Lenin ounMOON WITH HALO

MOON HIDDEN BY CLOUDS

PARTIAL (New or quarter)
— pares none
0. iF SIGH TIS WAS IN DAYLIGHT, WAS THE SUN VISINLE? [ves [] No.

i

q
i THE PHENOMENON?

i
i [1s FRONT OF vou

IF °YES,® WHERE WAS THE SUN AS YOU FACED

OVERHEAD (Near noon)
TO YOUR RIGNT Boe -
TO YOUR LEFT UNKNOWN

PECIFY THE MAJOR SOURCE OF ILLUMIMATION PAESENT DURING THE SIGHTING, SUCH AS THE SUN, HEADLIGHTS OR
STREET LawP, ETC. FOR TERRESTRIAL ILLUMINATION, SPECIFY DISTANCE TO LiGHT SOURCE

aeee

{iN BACK OF YOU

n
e
c
e
s
 
e
r
r
a
n
t
:

tL A A te a nee tneenne eeererane arent |

j2. SA BRIEF CHSC RIP TION OF THE PHENOMENON, INDICATING WHETHER IT APPEARED DARK OR LIGHT, WHETHER IT
Hy EO LIG+7 OR WAS SELF-LUMINOUS AND WHAT COLORS YOU NOTICED. DESCRIBE YOUR IMPRESSION OF WHETHER

1D O28 TRANSPARENT, WHETHER EDGES WERE SHARP OR FUZZY. DESCRISE THE SHAPE OR INDICATE IF IT
APPEARED AS A POINT OF LIGHT. INDICATE COMPARISONS WITH OTHER OASERVED OBJECTS, LIKE STARS, A LIGHT OR

{ OTHER OBJECT IN YOUR FIELO OF View.

i : : spy Cire pe wot

H r 5 oe FD ee na aie

{ ii - Z 2 re a ele fier
| -

#, 
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APR 60-17(C1)

13. DID THE PM ANOMEMON
a 

ee

MOVE IN A STRAIGHT LINE?

STAND STILL AT ANYTIME?

SUDDENLY S®tED UP AND RUN AWAY?

PARTS ANO EXPLODE?

OISAPPEA? ANO REAPPEAR?

14. WHAT D=ETM YOUR ATTENTION TO at ee enon

Bren (oe
ee tse J

ES
A. HOW DID iT FINALLY ‘DISAPPEAR?

(ON MOVE BEHING OA IN FRONT OF SOMETHING, LIKE A CLOUD, THEE, OA BUILDINGAT ANY Time?|
F PVES,” DESCHRISz.

PAGE5 OF9 PAGES
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AFR 80-17(C1)

15. DRAW A PICTURE THAT WILL SHOW THE SHAPE OF THE PHENOMENON. INCLUDE AND LASEL ANY DETAILS THAT MIGHT
HAVE APPEARED 45 WINGS OR PROTRUSIONS, AND INDICATE EXHAUST OR VAPOM TRAILS. INDICATE BY AN ARROW THE
DIRECTION THE

16. WHAT WAS T

LAwP OR

BEEN ASL

PHENCM

PHENOMENON WAS MOVING.

= SlLAR SIZET HOLD A MATIN AT ARM’S LENGTH IN FRONT OF A KNOWN OBJECT, SUCH AS A STREET
. TE HOW MUCh OF THE OBJECT IS COVERED BY THE HEAD OF THE MATCH. NOW IF YOU HAD

M THIS EXPER TAT THE TIME OF THE SIGHTING, ESTIMATE WHAT FRACTION OF THE
SULD NAVE BEEN CON BY TRE MATCH HEAD.

PAGE 6 OF 9 PAGES



APR &0-17(€C1)
CO eS ee

17, DID YOU OBSERVE THE PHENOMENON THROUGH ANY OF THE FOLLOWING? INCLUOT DIFORMATION ON MODEL,
TYPE, FILTER, LENS PRESCRIPTION OR OTHER APPLICABLE DATA,

hia dain ene lianas sas

[eves TCAMERA ViEWE—~—}——-- ba Jrannireemcieesaaitoe
[rec ULARS

w OF VENIC LE

SINARILY WEAR GLASSES? (ves [] No 3B. 09 YOU uss EADING GLASSES?
ee Saher.” ”. Wena—-

<S YOUR IMPRESSION OF THE SPEEO. GF TH

ONT GIVE ESTIMATE OF SPEED/C.
119 WHAT WAS YOu IMPR TON OF THE
“~~ PHENOMENON? GIVE ESTIMATE OF DISTANC

THAT we MAY OBTAIN AS CLEAR A PICTURE AS POs SIBLE OF WHAT YOU SAW, OESCRIBE IN t WN WORD
MMON OBJECT OR OBJECTS WHICH, WHEN PLACED IN THE SKY, SIMILAR TO WHERE YOU NOTED THE PHENOMENON,

WOULD ZAR SOME RESEMBLANCE TO WHAT YOU SAW. DESCRIBE SIMILARITIES AND DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE
COMMON OBJEGT ANO WHAT YOU S4w.

11 Aigt |

e
A
 
C
Y
 
a
 

R
E
E
T
 A
 

YR 
N
N

 E
O
N
 

A
 

A
 
t
a

 M
e

MANATING FROM TH i ENO OR AANY EFFECT ON YOU
(] No. 1F “Ye

ANY ODOR, NOIS
ACHINERY IN THE

Z Se
af,

pt
P sls os

‘ OISTURB T

y
r
o
r
e
g
m
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n
e
m
e
n
e
m
s
-
e
e
m
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m
e
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n
y
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t
y
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s
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e
t
e
s
e
n
e
r
e
n

ESA SPREE SES rad el Oe ae ee
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oewetee

22. MAVE YOU EVEA S

LOCATION.

o
e

$23. WAS AN

re ee

2 Aust TH

seiaansletertienvenieeaaehimeamnndibaaetiimecaiembadaetaanotaier

4 TID OF A SIMILAR PN ENOMEMOM OTPONT) LD AY 5
we

Sires fj ma. 1F "ve

SUPATION AND ANY

EPORT T ED THIS P} EHOMENON? “Poy

a ) MONTH ____

Sa
s 

nt
sa

in
ic

ac
os

in
in

en
tn

ce
at

ei
te

sh
iv

am
nb

is
is

in
di

an
ea

it
an

es
an

ti
t
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AFR &80-17(C1)

27. INFORMATION WHICH YOU FEEL IS PERTINENT BUT WHICH I5 NOT ADEQUATELY COVERED IN THI
ALTERNATIVELY PROVIDE A NARRATIVE EXPLANATION OF THE SIGHTING.

S QUESTIONNAIRE,

PAGE 9 OF 9 PAGES



REPLY TO

ATTN OF:

suosKct

To

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

HEADQUARTERS FOREIGN TECHNOLOGY DIVISION (AFSC)

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE OHIO 45433

art I

Snot (UFO)

UPO Observation
» 15 August 1968

Yellow Springs, Ohio 5337

cur name has been given to the Aerial Phenomene Office (Project

lus Book) as being e witness to an unidentified flying object.
f you were a witness to an UFO sighting on Rak

“ould you please complete the attached AF Fort? 1PFuSh Wen it
n the envelope provided. If you were not a witness to this

sighting, woulé you please make a statement to this effect on the
attached form. The information which you provide will be used in
eviluating this observation. Thank you for your assistance in this
matter.

H
y
 o
o
te
<

+

‘HECTOR QUINTANILLA, Jr, Lt Colonel, USAF 1 Atch
Chief, Aerial Phenomena Office AF Form 117 w/envelope
Aerospace Technologies Division

Production Directorate



AFR 80-17(C1)

BUDGET BURZAU APPROVAL

NUMBER 21-8259

CONCERNING THE UNIDENTIFIED PHENOMENON THAT YOU HAVE OBSERVED. PLEASE TRY TO
OF THE QUESTIONS, THE INFORMATION YOU GIVE WILL BE USED FOR RESEARCH PURPOSES

s NOT BE USED IN CONNECTION WITH ANY OF YOUR STATEMENTS OR CONCLUSIONS WITHOUT
RETURN TO AIR FORCE BASE INVESTIGATOR FOR FORWARDING TO FTD (TDETR), WRIGHT.

3, OH10 45433, 1AW AFR 80-77. (IF ADDITIONAL SHEETS ARE NEEDED FOR NARRATIVE OR SKETCHES
JRELY TO THIS FORM OR ANNOTATE WITH YOUR NAME FOR IDENTIFICATION.)

YOUR

PATT

YOU SEE THE PHENOMENON?

aeDAY. Ecce: MONTH ac!
WE DID YOU FIRST SIGHT THE PHENOMENON? =

HouR___// MINUTES
3. WHAT TIME DIO YOU LAST SIGHTTHE PHENOMENON? ie eS a

Hour__72 minutes©
~ EQDAYLIGHT SAVINGS " (-]STANDARD

[] CENTRAL (Mountain (J PAciFic THEA

ESS AND INDICATE ON
N OTHE COUNTRY, IDENTIFY THE

SOME RECOGNIZASLE LANDMARK.

WHERE ¥=RE YOU WHEN YOU SAW THE PHENOMENON? IF IN CITY, GIVE THE NEA
A HANDS DRAWN MAP WHERE YOU WERE STANDING WITH REFERENCE TO THE ADDRE

C4iyie| \
U ARE AT THE POINT SHOWN IN THE SKETCH, PLACE AW "A ON THE CURVED LINE TO SHOW HOW HIGH THE

YON WAS ASOVE THE HORIZON, OR SKYLINE. WHEN FIRST SEEN. PLACE A "S" ON THE SAME CURVED LINE TO
SHOW Hoa HIGH ABOVE THE HORIZON THE PHENOMENON WAS WHEN LAST SEEN.

30

48

oBseERVER ——

AF See 117



AFR 80-17(C1)

PLACE AN “A® ON THE COMPASS TO INDICATE THEGA. NOW IMAGINE YOU ARE AT THE CENTER OF THE COMPASS ROSE,

DIRECTION TO THE PHENOMENON WHEN FIRST SEEN, PLACE A“B* ON THE COMPASS TO INDICATE THE DIRECTION TO
THE PHENOMENON WHEN LAST SEEN.

AT THE

POSITION OF TH& PHENOMENON WHEN LAST SEEN. CONNECT THE “A” AND "B® WITH ALINE TO APPROXIMATE THE

MOVEM T OF THE PHENOMENON BETWEEN "A" AND “B*. THAT IS, SCHEMATICALLY SHOW WHETHER THE MOVEMENT

APPEARED TO BE STRAIGHT, CURVED OR ZIG-ZAG. REFER TO SMALLER SKETCH AS AN EXAMPLE OF HOW TO COMPLETE

THE LARGER SKETCH.

res 
PAGE2 OF 9 PAGES



TDP?r (UrO)

Yellow Springs, Ohio, 15 Aug 68 Sighting

br tonald H Menzel

Karvard College Observatory

60 Carden Street
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138

Dear Dr Menzel:

Would you please give me your opinion on the attached case. I

honestly don't feel that this case should be unidentified. I an

not at all pleased with Dr Hynek's interview or with his evaluation.

This is science?

I've also inclosed a mep of the area, however, I would appreciate

your returning it when you are through. Thank you.

Sincerely,

HECTOR QUINTANILLA, Jr, Lt Colonel, USAF 2 Atch

Chief, Aerial Phenomena Branch 1. Transcript of Dr Hynek's

Interview

2. Map of are:



AFR 80-17(C1)

~ WHERE WERE YOU WHEN YOU SAW THE PHENOMENON? (Check approprinte bloc ks. )

ROPEN cou NT RY

DID YOU STOP ANYTIME WHILE OPSERVING THE

PHENOMENON? j
NOATHEAST SOUTHEAST

NG®THWEST SOUTHWEST (Clyes {)No

TYPE OF VEHICLE YOU WERE IN AND TYPE OF ROAD, TERRAIN OR BODY O.OF WA TER You TRAVERSED DURING
HTING. STATE WHETHER WINDOWS OR CONVERTIBLE TOP WERE UP OR DOWN. |

OTHER TRAFFIC WAS TH! zs ei 2 ee Ee pe -«

DID YOU NOTICE ANY AIRPLANES? Clyes |[Ano. IF “YES,” DESCRIBE WHEN TH EY WERE In S IGHT TO
OF SIGHTING THE PHENOMENON AND WHERE THEY WERE IN THE SKY RELATIVE TO THE POSITION OF THE PHENOMENON,

.

HOW LONG WAS THE PHENOMENON IN SIGHT?

CERTAIN OF TIME NOT VERY SURE

& | FAIRLY CERTAIN JustA GU i

PFA NC Ano #NTKRinsg PME Howsg

WAS THE PH : Ly? [AYES (INO. IF "NO," INDICATE WHETHER THIS 1S DUE TO YOUR
MOVEMENT OR THE BEHAVIOR OF THZ >4ENOMENON, AND DESCRIBE SUCH MOVEMENT OR BEHAVION. INDICATE DISAM

PEASANCES ON PREVIOUS SKETCHES.

PAGE 3 OF 9 PAGES



AFR 80-17(C1)

OA RTE I OOS A ILL ES SLE tA LTR CRI NN ORES ARR A a IE PEAR aon

dio. 18 THERE WERE MORE THAN ONE PHEHOMENOM, HOW MANY WERY THERE? DRAW A PICTURE TO SHOW HOW THEY WERE
\ A@RANGED, DID THI3 ARRANGEMENT CNANG# OURING THE SIGN TING?
} MAS
1
4

4
\
H

i
}

{

4

gu. CONDITIONS (Check appropriats blocks.)

Pa. = SKY WEATHER
GAY

ip Tewieat ‘=
=— —

[NIGHT

\

WEAVY RAINCIRRUS CLOUDS (High fleecy or Herring-

bone)

tiMBUS CLOUDS (Rain) a

LIGHT RAIN OR ORIZZLE

CUMULONIM3US CLOUDS

(Thunderstorms)

SNOW OR SLEET

HAZE OR SMOG

20. [F THE SIGHTING #45 AT TWILIGHT OR NIGHT, WHAT O10 YOU NOTICE ABOUT THE STARS ANO MOON?ae ie
ae (2) a MUNNE eae pe aoe

peepeean Coneeo

BRIGHT MOONLIGHT

MOON HIODEN BY CLOUDS

PARTIAL ( or quarter)

IF SIGHTING WAS IN DAYLIGHT, WAS THE SUN VISIGLE? []
THE PHONOMEHOM?

ES ‘fe NO. IF "YES," WHERE WAS THE SUN AS YOU FACED

: JIN FRONT OF YSuU_ TO YOUR RIGHT OVERHEAD (Near noon)

i lis @ACK OF You TO YOURLEFT URKNOWN
Risciciicsiailiidnccaacenntrenieseasoaks

E. SPECIFY THE MAJOR SOURCE OF ILLUMINATION PRESENT DURING THE SIGHTING, SUCH AS THE SUN, HEADLIGHTS OR
STREET LAM®, ETC. FOR TERRESTRIAL ILLUMINATION, SPECIFY DISTANCE TO LIGHT SOURCE.

hikecors VaApoa Z ATHiy

C Fr

ze FE ‘: s DIP0K semePer Ape UAATEey 20 FT A@evn Gatitnt 4 OF FIRmCe GF

‘Ae ze F ngs sranaiwne,

. GIVE A BR

PEFLECTE

(PTION OF THE PHENOMENON, INDICATING WHETHER IT APPEARED DARK OR LIGHT, WHETHER IT
“eT DR WAS SELF-LUMINOUS AND WHAT COLORS YOU NOTICED. DESCRIBE YOUR IMPRESSION OF WHETHER

iT WAS SOL!O OR TRASSPARENT, WHETHER ZDGES WERE SHARP OR FUZZY. DESCRIBE THE SHAPE OR INDICATE IF IT

APPEANED 85 A PCINT CF LIGHT. INDICATE COMPARISONS WITH OTHER OSSERVED OBJECTS, LIXE STARS, A LIGHT OR

OTHER OBJECT IN YOUR FIELD OF VIEW.

A
h

 
a
 
O
U
R
O

I
L
A
 
R
a
a
 

o
k
 
T
e

z CECE <b Cine 2c Fear ox Yreecs aeFire one Arpeanig Os 4 SECE WH u , 1 4 cuew

S:2k pe S (asses eee app ok i ae e

i bite + fe y :
4 

3 
Ker te 

‘ > 

7

PT r t ic Chesineee ’$ Lae OSITET AttcaTe (Fe Mecea

i See Ww THE REE CS +7 2 FF MARR Mitre pAainga
4

i ad MTs)

3 «
4 wor To HA SWAIRVXLOxi re
: . a « ‘
, ? -
4

i
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AFR 80-17(C1)

DIO THE PHENOMENON UNKNOWN

MOVE IN A STRAIGHT LINE?
tn als A sn se ders nein

STAND STILL AT ANY TIME?

SUDDENLY SPEEO uP"AND RUN AWAY?

BREAK ue iw PARTS PAND EXPLODE?

CHANGE Sousa?

PPEAR?

SPIN LIKE A TOP? Ss, eel

MAKE ANG

FLUTTER 22 WOBBLE?

fry Wie WARD EARS Sto ta THE OBJECT Bal Macy Cock Ane paw costacrte

by paren ry wile Plse see «0 Mine CoeNALR THAN FT, L twas CN TAIAL RE AINE

Ont CHM Dawn TE MIND CNT war Wee THK ROS SrA VA Teed OYA, A fe Tetth ek. ey FMRyp

GSHAArT kT oe D644, i he dr ' ad- i WIAD sé 7 I iT ee ONE TIA CLET Ign FART IF (ay *8AOT ker

OR ae es ,
ESI!’ PICRP CNG TEAR THT Porriensek SAK TY AND GAA FEW PHA pes

O STALTEP Fy pp yet, NI, ess peas POLY Corcy pre

4. HOW DID IT FINALLY DISAPPEAR?

bebo b ES4 GA FA’VETEI AIO SINAEEEK.

HOMENON MOVE BEHIND OR IN FRONT OF SsSOMETHING, LIKE A CLOUD, TREE, OR BUILDING AT ANY TIME?
1S. 1F °YES,” DESCRISS.

a, 
PAGE S CF 9 PAGES
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18. WHAT RAS TH

AFR 80-17(C1)

18. DRAW A PICTURE THAT WILL SHOW THE SHAPE OF THE PHENOMENON. INCLUDH ANO LAGEL ANY DETAILS THAT MIGHT
HAVE APPEARED AS WINGS OR PROTRUSIONS, AND INDICATE EXHAUST OR VAPOR TRAILS. INDICATE BY AN ARROW THE
DIRECTION THE PHENOMENON WAS MOVING.

SHALE

LIAN APPEARING

ArlO DIS PPPEHEING

5 iia

SHAY

EEL

LipAa kp

| Te bpeweh

SGULAR SIZE? HOLD A MATCH AT ARM'S LENGTH IN FRONT OF A KNOWN OBJECT, SUCH AS A STREET
LAMP OR THE WOON, NOTE HOW MUCH OF T3= OBJECT IS COVERED BY THE HEAD OF THE MATCH. NOW IF YOU HAD
BEEN ABLE TS PT FOSM THIS EXPERIMENT AT THE TIME OF THE SIGHTING, ESTIMATE WHAT FRACTION OF THE
PHENOMENON WOU_D HAVE BEEN COVER BY THE MATCH HEAD.

Vv

Sh Qowres oS BEEN ConA EP Gy SUK MATH yyAT NIAC A Eh

) 
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AFR &-17(C1)

INCLUDE INFORMATION ON MODEL,17. DIO YOU OSSERVE THE PHENOMENON THROUGH ANY OF THE FOLLOWING?

TYPE, FILTER, LENS PRESCRIPTION OR OTHER APPLICABLE DATA.

VO) TcaMeRa VIEWER
(ee inners. Shemetinaeient wee ie

READING SL
19. WHAT WAS YOUR IMPRESSION OF THE. OISTANC OF THE.

PHENOMENON?! GIVE ESTIMATE OF DISTANC

NARILY WEAR GLASSES?

YOUR IMPRESSION OF THE S

ON? GIVE ESTIMATE OF SPO

THAT WE MAY OBTAIN AS CLEAR A PICTURE AS POSS 18L You SAW,. DESCRIBE IN YOUR OWN WORDS
A COMMON OBJECT OR OBJECTS WHICH, WHEN PLACED IN THE SKY, SIMILAR TO WHERE YOU NOTED THE PHENOMENON,
WOULD R SOME RESEMBLANCE TO WHAT YOU SAW. DESCRIBE SIMILARITIES AND DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE

COMMG JECT AND WHAT YOU SAW.

CHE Decne ons fA PTY NEG Onicy THEAR AS AO mee THAT NICHT

Aso THE Metw Dore Nag TRANSCATE AB Kem bw Ponittems Fe AWETHER, ale aR
_ ¢

Qeasrt PlereAn HOP BISATFEN By nee CoBNcK ax Liewe In 7KN oF LS

Ls u "ANY ODOR, NOIS
ANIMALS OF MACHINERY IN THEV

EAT EMANATING FROM THE PHENOMENON OR ANY EFFECT ON YOURSELF,

vy? EJyes [KiNo. if “ves.” DESCRIBE
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My Parents Awe wire porieca an Oies,
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AFR 80-17(C1)

nettectwe am eo
ee nm ein emt et mate mae re tee

aro? (lyna Paro. ov 8S,* GIVE DATE AnD
122. NAVA YOU EVER SEN THIS OR A RDN AR PHENOMENON

LOCATION.

23. WAS ANYONE #ITH YOU AT THE TIME YOU SAW THE PHENOMENON?
“Melves (jae

LIST THE! NANTS AND ADORESS

>| | | z| mI Z| Z
| H

MATION ABOUT YouR

3T NAME, FIRST NaMe

ape nipiaciesamaisasepteent {

a Hy

eee GS lees i
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WHICH MAY P Ft

}

; 4 e Le“ ene~ Ao PB ESO Ow 7 ca-dp seo i
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27. INFORMATION WHICH YOU FEEL 1S PERTINENT HUT WHICH
ALTERNATIVELY PROVIDE A NARRATIVE EXPLANATION O

AFR 80-i7(C1)

1S NOT ADEQUATELY COVERED IN THIS QUESTIONNAIRE,
F THE SIGHTING.

PAGE 9 OF 3S PAGES



REPLY TO

ATTN OF:

SUBJECT:

TO:

ay

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE

HEADQUARTERS FOREIGN TECHNOLOGY DIVISION (AFSC)

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE OHIO 45433

Your name has been given to the Aerial Phenomena Office (Project
Blue Book) as being e witness to an unidentified flying object.
If you were a witness to un UFO sighting on 15 August 1963
would you please complete the attached AF Form 117 and return it
in the envelope provided. If you were not a witness to this
Sichting, woulé you please make a statement to this effect on the
attached form, The information which you provide will be used in
evaluating this observation. Thank you for your assistance in this
matter.

EECTOR GUINTANILLA, Jr, Lt Colonel, USAF 1 Atch
Chief, Aerial Phenomena Office AF Form 117 w/envelope
f#ercspace Technologies Division

Prosuction Directorate



, AFR 80-17(C1)

THIS QUESTIONNAIRE HAS BEEN PREPARED SO THAT YOU CAN GIVE THE U.S. AIR FORCE AS MUCH INFORMATION
AS POSSIBLE CONCERNING THE UNIDENTIFIED PHENOMENON THAT YOU HAVE OBSERVED, PLEASE TRY TO
ANSWER ALL OF THE QUESTIONS. THE INFORMATION YOU GIVE WILL BE USED FOR R SARCH PURPOSES.
YOUR cork NOT BE USED IN CONNECTION WITH ANY OF YOUR STATEMENTS OR CONCLUSIONS WITHOUT
YOUR 5 N. RETURN TO AIR FORCE BASE INVESTIGATOR FOR FORWARDING TO FTD (TDETR), WRIGHUT-

PATT AFB,OH10 45433, |AW AFR80-17, (IF ADDITIONAL SHEETS ARE NEEDED FOR NARRATIVE OR SKETCHES
ATTAC SCURELY TO THIS FORM OR ANNOTATE WiTH YOUR NAME FOR IDENTIFICATION.)

1. WHEN DID YOU SEE THE PHENOMENON? 2k arse =) ee

DA Vircsoms fc MONTH eo cceeetelooce. YEAR
B. WHAT 7 ME DID YOU FIRST SIGHT THE PHENOMENON? 12 cs ie Praia =H,

HouR MINUTES 7 — Clam. C)P.m.
3. WHAT T\ME DID YOU LAST SIGHT THE PHENOMENON?

oie) 7 r-

Hour winutes SO (Bam. Lee {
$$ 

= — — ae

[<3 DAYLIGHT SAVINGS [J sTANDARD

( centrar OUNTAIN () paciric (_JotHer

—E YOU WHEN YOU SAW T NON? IF IN CITY. GIVE TH EST “STREET ADDRESS AND INDICATE ON
AWN MAP WHERE YOU WERE STANOING WITH REFERENCE TO THE ADDRESS. IF IN THE COUNTRY, fOENTIFY THE

YOU WERE ON OR NEAR AND TRY TO FIX A DISTANCE AND DIRECTION FROM SOME RECOGNIZ

:
|

5. IMAGINE YOU ARE AT THE POINT SHOWN IN THE SKETCH, FPLACE AN “A’ ON THE CU re] LINE TO SHOW HOw HIGH THE
4ENON WAS ABOVE THE HORIZON, OR SKYLINE. WHEN FIRST SEEN. PLACE A 3° ON THE SAME CURVED LINE TO

ON HOw HIGH ABOVE THE HORIZON THE PHENOMENON WAS WHEN LAST SEEN.

A

\

KE ee 7



ABR 80=17(Ci)

Ce eeee

GA, NOW PAAGINE YOu APE AT THE CENTRA OF THE COMPAR ROSE, PLACE AW fT A* ON TMG COMPASS TO INDICATE THE

DIRECTION TO THE @4EMOMENOM WHEM FIPST SEEN, PLACH A“? ON THE COMPASS TC INDICATE THE GIRECTION TO
“THE PHENOMWTHCN WHEM LAST SEIN,

LOW, PLACE AH "A*® AT THE POSITION

{ PHEHOMENON WHEN LAST SEEN. CON:
MO ENT OF THE PHENOMENON SETWEEN 7A" AND "A*, THAT {5, SCHEMATICALLY SHOW WHETHER THE MOVEMENT

| APPEARED TO SE STRAIGHT, CURVED OR ZIG-ZAG. REFER TO SMALLER SKETCH AS AN EXAMPLE OF HOW TO COMPLETE

;

;
'

j
i

}

‘

}

of

THEPHENOMENON WHEN FIAST SEEN, AND A “5” AT THE
T THE TA" AND "3" WITH A LINE TO APPROXIMATE THE

THE LARGEA SKETCH,
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HARVARD COLLEGE OBSERVATORY

CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02138

November 11, 1968

Lt. Colonel Hector Quintanilla, Jr., USAF

hief, Aerial Phenomena Branch

artment of the Air Force

rs Doreign Technology Division (AFSC)

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio 45433

Dear Hector:

I enclose herewith an all-too-lengthy evaluation of the

Yellow Springs case, I have elabor ited, to show in detail, where,
how, and why, I differ in my conc .10n from those of Hynek. You

are at liberty to send him a copy and I enclose an extra copy for you,

in case you wish to do so.

It occurs to me that you are fairly near Yellow Springs.

Why don't you octal n. the phone and ask her the following
questions. Do you ordinarily wear spectacles? For distance, for

reading, or for both? Do you wear bi-focals, tri-focals, contact

lenses? Were you wearing your glasses on the evening? Docs

your driver's license specify that you hould wear these glasses?

(This is a question designed to show whether or not she might be

lying as to whether she had them on or not). Can she give you the

name of her optometrist or optical shop? Can she give you the

correction she has? Her statement is the most important. But

might even find out about the other three, if convenient. Ac-

I think it is hardly worth it, but I would be willing to bet

re has some relatively marked eye trouble. Another thing

rtain would be when she had her glasses last corrected.e)

I would, by 2ll means, take this sighting off of the list

“unknowns.'' Good Lord! you've got enough unknowns on your

And, I think, whenever you can get what appears to

‘ould make this 99%--identification, why

are still a few cases that you have clogged

recall, is the so-calleggQiMMP case of Oct. 1,
N.D, Mrs. qe. nd my analysis of it in our

eyond all question, correct. Yet Hynek has substantially

1, simply because he has never conceded the ability of stars

norizon to give the illusion of a "dog fight. '' By the same

has never been happy, apparently, about such phenomena

gs and associated apparitions. It would be interesting for

b
a



APR 80-17(C1)

WHERE WERE YOU WHEN you SAW THE PHENOMENON? (Check apprapria te Mt ocks.)

OUTOOORS TION orc TY

TION OF CITY“has DRIVER i Gi AS| PASSENGER :sad

VF You WERE IN A VEHI CLe, COMPLETE T
RECTION WERE you MOVING? aa FAST WERE YYOU MOVING?

ae hice 40 MPH

DIDYOU STOP ANYTIME WHILE OBSERVING THE
a ee PHENOMENON?

SOUTHEAST q

SOUTHWEST _[& ee (]No i
EXPLAIN “= ZTHER SUCH MOVEMENT AFFECTS YOUR SKETCHES IN ITEMS 5 ANDO. |

Yes, It seemed to ahske befors 1t moved upward, H

DESCRIBE ¢TYPE OF VEHICLE YOU WERE IN AND TYPE OF ROA t ERRAIN oR BOD: ¥ OF WATER YOU TRAVE SED D URING.
THE SIGHTING. STATE WHETHER WINDOWS OR CONVERTIBLE TOP WERE UP OR DOWN.

Smal eoorts car = Top down

ha rive 1%

:

OTHER TRAFFICWAS THERE? TL ees =: a a es

NOTICE ANY AIRPLANES? 5 YES” No. Migeh di
TING THE PHENOMENON AND WH

S$

THEY WERE IN THE SKY RELATIVE TO THE POSITION OF THE PHENOMENON,

Somethus sftor the showing thore weshe $ larss trsnaport

HOW LONG WAS THE PHENOMENON 11N SIGHT?

[ CERTAIN OF TIME ‘NOT7 VERY SUR
on6 hour FAIRLY CERTAIN : UE

= DETERMINED?

clocka and threes watchea
NON IN BONY OC

TRE SEHAVIOR OF

ON P

NuOUSLY? []YES [S]NO. IF "NO," INDICATE WHETHER THIS 15 DUE ike) YOu
= PHENOMENON, AND DESCRIBE SUCH MOVEMENT OR BEHAVIOR. INDICA

EVIOUS SKETCHES.

sc but five a utea.It waa in complete vizidn,



ALR 60-17(¢C1)
iaiaiathaiiathaeneaestneienititabateinenatemetamnntnbdianeenednidineaantaaanindatinaimmdeennmmmmedeetammman eee ae
410. 1F THERE WERE MOPE THAM ONE PHENOMENON, HOW MANY WERE THERE? GAAW A PICTURE TO SHOW HOW THEY WERE

APPANGED, DID THIS AMRANGEMANT CHANG DUAING THE SIGHTING?i
4
i Just ono.

i

amen mcsaaney:

CONDITIONS (Cheek avprogriate blocks.)

WEATHER

SUMULLS CLOUDS (Low fluffy)

CIPRUS CLOUDS (High flercy or Herring.
bone)

TWILIGHT

CUMULONINSUS CLOUDS

(Thunderstorms)

*& | PARTLY CLOU

3 {COMPLETELY OVERCAST
oe

NT, WHAT DIO YOU NOTICE ABOUT THE STARS AND MOON
- SIGHTING *AS AT TWILIGHT OF HIG

MOON

BRIGHT MOONLIGHT nO MOONLIGHT

MOON WITH HALO ip UNIKNOWN
MOON HIDDEN BY CLOUDS

PARTIAL (New or quarter)

[OTF SIGATING WAS IN DAYLIGHT, WAS THE SUN VISIBLE? [] Yes
THE PHENOMENON?

fe —
iN FRONT O

0 (Near noon)
TO YOUR RIGHT

[iN BAGK OF You TO YOUR LEFT
Shes Eales:

&. SPECIFY THE MAJOR SOURCE OF ILLUMINATION PRESENT DURING THE SIGHTING, SUCH AS
STRE

THE SUN, HEADLIGHTS ORLAMP, ETC. FOR TERRESTRIAL ILLUMINATION, SPECIFY DISTANCE TO LIGHT SOURCE.

ee ee the henner enn

DESSAIPTION OF THE PHENOMENON, INDICATING WHETHER IT APPEARED DARK OR LIGHT, WHETHER IT
7 OR WAS SELF-LUMINOUS AND WHAT COLORS YOU NOTICED. DESCAIBE YOUR IMPRESSION OF WHETHER

ANSPARENT, WHETHER EOGES WIRE SHARP OR FUZZY. OFSCRIBE THE SHAPE OR INDICATE IF IT
TA

POINT OF LIGHT. INDICATE COMPARIGONS WITH OTHER OSSERVED OBJECTS, LIKE STARS, A LIGHT OR
IN YOUR FIELD OF VIEW.

wea solid eAres boinc sharp.
2 2 lepre moon.(9t one tine)

tpperred lisht, 4luninbusa. Yellow, <ol4 «4 white

i
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AFR 80-17(C1)

PSTANO STILL &T ANY TIME?

|

:

A. HOW DID 'T FINALLY DISAPPEAR?

Saened to cet analler,

OMENON MOVE BEHIND O8 IN FRONT OF SOMETHING, LIXE A CLOUD, TREE, OR BUILDING AT ANY TIME?iF °YES," DESCRI3=.

— 9 
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AFR 80-17(C1)

15. DRAW A PICTURE THAT WILL SHOW THE SHAPE OF THE PHENOMENON. INCLUDA ANO LAGEL ANY DETAILS THAT MIGHT

HAVE APPEARED AS WINGS OR PROTRUSIONS, AND INDICATE EXHAUST OR VAPOR TAAILS, INDICATE BY AN ARROW THE

DIRECTION THE SHENOMENON WAS MOVING,

16. WHAT WAS T

LAMP OR TH

A SULAR SIZE? HOLD A MATCH AT ARMS LENGTH IN FRONT OF A KHOWN OBJECT, SUCH AS A STREET

NOTE HOW MUCH OF THE OBJECT IS COVERED BY THE HEAD OF THE MATCH. NOW IF YOU HAD

DRM THIS EXPERIMENT AT THE TIME OF THE SIGHTING, ESTIMATE WHAT FRACTION OF THE
WLD RAVE BEEN COVERED SY THE MATCH HEAD.

as 
PAGE6 OF 9 PAGES



AFR 80-17(C1L)

INCLUDE INFORMATION ON MODEL,
17, DID YOU OBSERVE THE PHENOMENON THROUGH ANY OF THE FOLLOWING?

TYPE, FILTER, LENS PRESCRIPTION OR OTHER APPLICABLE DATA.

EYEGLASSES in, : a CAMERA VIEWER

BINOCULARS

TELESCOPE

THEODOLITE

Klemen “CONTACTS ~
Y WE ARG WASSEG’s EYES [[so | 8. 90 You Use READING GLASSES:

YOUR IMP RESSION OF THE SPEED-OF, “| SSION OF THE DISTANCE O, LOSE$ 
LOSE

{OOW OF VEHICLE |

[WNDO4PANE

HE 119. WHAT WAS YOUR IMPR
ON? GIVE ESTIMATE OF SPEED A PHENOMENON? GIVE ESTIMATE OF DISTANCE Vv.

R THAT WE MAY OBTAIN AS CLEAR A PICTURE AS POSSIBLE OF WHAT YOU SAW, CESCRIBE IN YOUR OWN WORDS
N OBJECT OR OBJECTS WHICH, WHEN PLACED IN THE SKY, SIMILAR TO WHERE YOU NOTED THE PHENOMENON,
AR SOME RESEMBLANCE TO WHAT YOU SAW. DESCRIBE SIMILARITIES AND DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE

COMMON O5SJECT AND WHAT YOU SAW.

NOTICE ANY ODOR, NO
WiMALS OR MACHINERY IN T+

OR HEATVEMANATING FROM THE PHENOMENON OR ANY EFFECT ON YOURSELF,iNITY? - YES [_]NO. IF “YES.* DESCRIBE.

zo8 Oder wea, secarding to 3 worked at W.P.A.F.B,

Il in teatine vlsn3 » Guite noticerbls.
pls fuel after belns buracd.

ON DISTURB THE GROUND OR LEAVE ANY PHYSICAL EVIDENCE.

£¢ PAGE7 OF 9 PAG



AFR. 80-17(C1)
D cuiticnateninipielecamnetnhbennabteadial tata taaaeeteaatet haste Laekaiteant

22. NAVE YOU €VEA OREN THIS OA SIMA PM ENOMENGW OR POMKT C Vasa [a] NO. 1? YES,” GIVE OATE AND
LOCATION.

2. WAS ANYONE 4ITN® YOU AT THE TIME YOU SAW TH
lves [)Ne.

@ NAMES AND ADDRESSES

HENOMENONT []YES ([]NO. IF YES," DIO Ty

MANN ew in vx.

YSLiOW SPRINGS, OHIO

GIVE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION ABOUT YOURPern dh A Seas eeOlyY
. MODULE NAME

_—————Eee
P ADORESS (Sireet, C fete and Zip Code) yp <a ae se} 

BOX 457 YELLOW SPRINGS yOE a“ FAIRFIELD P

ay 
-

ed MALE TM | FEMALE

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION INCLUDING OCCUPATION AND ANY EXPERIENCE WHICH MAY BE PERTINGITD 4

AND ASRAY TRECHNRCIAN

YSELF )
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v REPORT THAT YOU HAD SIGHTED THIS PHENOMEHON?

oa PAV tS. MONTH

THIS QUESTIONNA} RE.
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27. INFORMATION WHICH YOU FEEL 15 PERTINENT SUT WHICH 13 NOT ADEQUATELY COVERED IN THIS QUESTIONNAIRE,
ALTERMATIVELY PROVIDE A NARRATIVE EXPLANATION OF THE SIGHTING.

it moved. Mide a d&ffinate aound, end dor,
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TDPT (UFO) Ye

<
a

UFO Observation, 15 August 1963 AW 1G63

M

¢ Yellow Springs, Ohio 45387

Reference your telephone conversation with 2d Lt Marano on

15 August 1963 regarding your unidentified flying object (UFO)
observation. We would appreciate it if you and your husband

would complete the inclosed AF Forms 117 and return them in

the envelope srovided. Thank you for reporting your observa.

tion to the Air Force.

EECTOR QUINTANILLA, Jr, Lt Colonel, USAF 1 Atech

Chief, Aerial Phenomena Office A¥ Form 117 w/envelope

Aerospace Technologies Division

Production Directorate



ACTION
NEVER FOR APPROVALS, DISAPPROVALS,

CONCURRENCES, OR SIMILAR ACTIONSMEMO ROUTING SLIP

TMITIALS | CIRCULATE

COORDINATION

INFORMATION

NOTE AND

RETURN

PER CON.

VERSATION

“SEE ME
: LIES?TPA EH. OOVITIP — PFA?

WALL - COBOL, $EPGUGEF SIGNATURE

REMARKS

GEPFL ¢ Creme 7 CYed! 0202

KUKGS Sa F.

a, - ew) Baty ‘ i
FlEEA, 27 tActreodegrcte-ence

PHONE

FI0Lf



MEMO FOR THE RECORD 23 SEPTEMBER 1968

Subj: UFO Observation, 15 August 1963

nformation supplied in AF Form 117 by MigiggMIBR S02 50 't disagree with

her initial report which Ardene made to Lt Marano in her telephone

conversation of 15 Aug 68. The sighting occurred on 15 August 1963

at 0030 hours, EDT.



rere aw rem TRA Am en

Lt. Colonel Hector Quintanilla November 11, 1968

me to know how many of the cases that I have listed as solved in

World of Flying Saucers, " are still listed as "unknowns" in

files. If you would let me know, I'd like to re-examine the

ata and see if we can't get rid of a few more.

Finally, I enclose herewith a UFO sighting of my own,

which leaves some uncertainties. I send it, just incase « material

object was involved that might have been reported by someone else.

I think that my analysis, however, is probably correct. I shall keep

watching for a repetition.

Cordially yours,

Prva ad 4
DHM/db Donald H. Menzel
Encls.

+ PINOT mem 1met



Se nSee, RAE TY Te Te ep ee + pains 2

MEMO FOR THE RECORD J} oe q 23 SEPTEMBER 1963

UFO sighting of 15 August 1968, 0030 hrs, 866.2427

hk am
Called Dadaatn hee (Acrial Advertize? Mr. Barns said that his plane

oan

was in Cincinnati, Ohio last night.

At tg Yellow sprine( Poul. Department, 767-7206, Geraldine Swisshelm

No complaints.

UFO sighting 15 August 1963, 0030 hrs

Green Co Sheriffs Office, 372-4101.

Mr. McKee, Nothing in log.

asciinmary A la ee Rib Sati
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HARVARD COLLEGE OBSERVATORY

60 GARDEN STREET

CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02138

CABLE ADDRESS “OBSERVATORY” , AREA CODE 617 863-7600

December 4, 1968

Lt. Colonel, Hector Quintanilla USAF

Chief Aerial Phenomena Branch

Department of the Air Force

Headquarters Foreign Technology Division (AFSC)

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base

Ohio 45433

Dear Hector:

Thank you very much for your letter of November 29.

I am indeed glad that you agree with my evaluation of SRI 2. .
I simply cannot see how in the world Hynek could have concluded

otherwise. .

, lwould completely agree further with your statement

that there is no such thing as a reliable human observer. Not even

myself! I consider it something of an honor to have my name turned

into an adjective. And Iam pleased that you recognize the validity

of the Menzelian approach. There are a few items of my philosophy

which you have probably absorbed from our correspondence, but

which I do not think that I have previously stated clearly,

First of all, I feel that each case has to be treated

aupletely separately. Even in the event of half a dozen sightings

. the same night from the same area, the chances are quite high

= each observer will have seen something entirely different. And,

mand put them into a single pattern renders

In the early days--and even now--far too many of the

Air Force sightings are listed as "unknowns." First of all, there

a ave been a special category implying'incomplete or faulty

For most of the true unknowns cannot be solved because of

ct. And I still think that the Air Force questionnaire, though

ed by the suggestions of mine that they did not accept, is still

'

~ ane?



Lt. Colonel, Hector Quintanilla -2- December 4, 1968

very faulty. Frankly, if this office is to be continued in the Air Foxce,

I

mace lightly, and completely revise again the questionnaire. And I

would be glad to work along with you, sharpening up some of my

questions, and answering objections that may very well be legitimate

to my earlier suggestions. And it wouldn't cost the Air Force a cent.

Sometime, perhaps in February, I would like to pay another visit to

Wright Field and spend a couple of days working with you and talking

about the problems. Perhaps the Air Force has a direct flight from

Hanscom Field that I could use.

One other thing concerning my philosophy. I think the

Air Force has been much too conservative in their evaluations of

reports. They keep one on the list of unknowns until it is solved

beyond all shadow of doubt. The Se) “0 aE SE 3 5° is an ex-

cellent example. Here again, I find that Hynek, with his combined

conservatism and lack’of imagination, refuses to accept the explanation :

i advanced in 'The World of Flying Saucers." I think there is absolutely

no questiqn of this particular case. And I feel frustrated in that the

Air Force still apparently lists it either as''probable balloon" or "unknown,"

By the way, what is the exact status? I think that the balloon was perhaps

an initial stimulus, but the planet Jupiter was undoubtedly the force of

the "dog fight."

I feel that, just as soon as one can suggest a reasonable

natural solution, all be it a Menzelian one, within the data given, it

should be.so classified and taken off the books. Otherwise, the cranks

and the believers i still keep it on as a probable UFO from outer

ace. Moreover they will say that the Air Force believes that these

nowns are from outer space.

Yes, i noted with some satisfaction the defeat of Congressman

I don't know that you have seen my Martians, clearly in-

habitants of the UFOs. Iam sending a few of them to you. I hope you

and your.wife enjoy them. With the Seasons Greetings, Iam
f

Cordially yours,

DHM:md Donald H, Menzel

Enclosure oa Sw



REPORT OF ANALYSIS OF THE Q@QQBBCASE oF
August 15, 1968, YELLOW SPRINGS, OHIO

by

Donald H. Menzel

Iam not the least bit happy with either the interview or with

Hynek's evaluation, In the first place, the time of moon rise, given by

Hynex, is approximately correct. These are, I take it, all Eastern

Daylight Time.

Ihave nearly always found that when some observer says

"It looked like X, but it couldn't have been X because...,'' the reasons

for the "because" are usually invalid.

Now for specifics. Hynek says that there was an inconsistency

in the time, amounting to approximately an hour. This would have been

worth while following up, but he does not go in to the origin of the dis -

crepancy. Who was the second person, who claimed the later time? Did

Ardene really remember correctly?

From the very start, Hynek starts talking about ''the moon

and this other object.'' Apparently he is already conditioned to the

appears to be predicated on this hypothesis. Apparently the reason that

tions the lunar identification is his inability to understand how the

ject could have had the reported motion.

There were two reported motions, one a spinning or rotatory

and the second a following or chasing of the car. With reference

, as one i riving along, seeing the moon apparently following

ces through the treetops, he can get the impression that the

ing him. I remember, as a child, getting this sensation when

sling in a train or an automobile,

his case clearly exemplifies one of my major criticisms of

ce Questionnaire. I mentioned this more than a year ago when

my suggested revisions. I want to know what the conditions are

of Ardens seyes. Is she myopic? Does she wear glasses ordinarily?

the Air Fc

I sent in



ee

Did she have them on at the time? What is the nature of her correction?

jhink this is extremely important, although I know that the Air Force

sometimes taken the view that such questions "invade the privacy of

-cividual, ' which to me is absolute nonsense if you are going to

.=stigate matters of this sort. If you don't ask the important questions,

you ‘night as well shut up shop and go to bed.

eQMMERAPRox sclf said that it looked like "a plate." This certainly

unds like the moon to me, except for her report of motions, Witha

littie light cloud or fog, I would say that the moon corresponded very well

hat she said. She had no idea of the exact distance. She became

“ased and frightened. And her statement that it was just over head,

1 if it may have been only 30° or so above the horizon, was in itself

an indication of an impression of nearness, to which I give very little

weight.

The concept of the moon following a car is extremely clear,

This is a well-known optical illusion. When she stopped the car, she

noticed that it was stationary. This again is characteristic of this optical

illusion. And her estimate of distance, 300 feet (?), though just a guess,

is again characteristic of estimates of distance when one cannot get a

real pardlax. And her estimates of apparent diameter seem not in-

consistent with the moon. Again, with her insistence on gyration, I think

is could easily have been an optical illusion. I cannot understand why

Hynek did not make some inquiries about her eyes. I don't even know

ther she was weari

of the apparent

g glasses or not. Besides, some of her descrip-

on strongly suggests autokinesis.

She comes home goes in and announces that she had seena

aucer' and she says that "you could truly tell that it was not the

you could truly tell that it was definitely a saucer." There is

n here, 25 ow she was able to make this distinction? Hynek

2t he is already convinced that this object was not

reeing with the girl. The description of the

seems not inconsistent with that of the moon

aze. Moreover, she does not indicate, nor does

Hynes ask her, about which axis the rotation was taking place? He seems

+ that it was a flat disk rotating around the center. And that was

said earlier, something like a plate. Now she changes her

on and says that it looked like a quarter of a pie. Why didn't

stion her on this point? When, for example, did it change


