
PROJECT 10073 RECORO

1, DATE - TIME 7RQUP, 2. LOCATION

Unknown

22. A 69 Joppatowne, Maryland

3. souRcE 10, CONCLUSION

Civilian Other (INSUFFICIENT CLARITY)
4. NUMBER OF OBJECTS

Inknown

5. LENGTH OF OBSERVATION

aET

11, BRIEF SUMMARY AMO ANALYSIS

Not observed

6. TYPE OF OBSERVATION not seen visually.

COMMENTS: The areal anomalies appearing on the imagery are

most probably a combination of debris and reflections within7. COURSE

the optical system. However, the resolution level of the

nknown negative is too low to permit specific identification of the

8. PHOTOS areas indicated by the source to be UFO's.

wm Yes

0 Ne

19. PHYSICAL EVIDENCE

0 Yes
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FTD sep43 0-329 (TOE) pretewe ntntene of then soem may do weed.

Unidentified objects were found in a photo of the moon. Were}
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TpPT (UFO)

UFO Observation, 22 April 1969

= 3 ol 21085
i 1. <A photo-analysis of your photograph revealed the followin

..202,, information:

"Zeamination of the negaFive submitted to
Lieutenant Colonel Quintanilla by the source, whows

the image to probably be a photograph of the moon,

made with poor optics. The photo was taken with a

620 box camera, which produced a negative with degraded

imagery.. The resolution level of the negative is too

low to permit identification of the areas indicated by

: the source to be UFO's. The areal anomalies appearing

* on the imagery are most probably a combination of debris

and reflections within the optical system; however, with-

out futther information on atmospheric and viewing

* conditions, it is impossible to attach any meaning or

cause to these anomalies.”

2. We regret that your negative was lost shortly after the photo

analysis was made. We are returning your photo-print along witb

a Blue Book and some selected UFO case summaries.

, R QUINTANIILA, Jr, Lt Col, USAF 3 Atch

Ahief, Aerial Phenomena Office 1. Photo-print.

Aerospace Technologies Division 2. Blue Book.

Production Directorate 3. Case Summaries.



SUBJECT UNIDEITIFIED FLYING OBJECT

LOCATION Joppatowne, Maryland DATE 22 Avril 1969

PHOTOGRAPHY

AF 9G ected es quaLity Poor

PNAS One 620 negative eei. Se ee ee

1. PURPOSE: This report is in response to Work Order Number 69-108, submitted by
Lieutenant Colonel Quintanilla, requesting analysis of a photograph purported to contain an

unidentified flying object, taken at Joppatowne, Maryland, 22 April 1969.

2. ANALYSIS: Examination of the negative submitted to Lieutenant Colonel Quintanilla by the

source, shows the image to probably be a photograph of the moon, made with poor optics. The

photo was taken with a 620 box camera, which produced a negative with degraded imagery. The

resolution level of the negative is too low to permit identification of the areas indicated

by the source to be UFO's. The areal anomalies appearing on the imagery are most probably a

combination of debris and reflections within the optical system, however, without further

} information on atmospheric and viewing conditions it is impossible to attach any meaning or
" cause to these anomalies.

PHOTO ANALYSIS BY: APPROVED BY:

dee d i“e A ve te # at Pm ret ~—_____
“OOH We 5 AML, TURNER
“ Intelligence *, Photo{Asalysis BranchResearch Specialist 1 6

€ f fo ~ \ ‘ h

MOT As WAS Aare < Lal §Tt LL9 tare Sf ; SUS re tee =
THOMAS E. DAVIS WILBER PRICE, JR.
Intelligence Research Specialist Chief, Photo Exploitation Division

Was,
CHARLES E. CHAP:

Photographic Technologist

ch FORM
FTD apré2 132
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FID WORK ORDER Dote Issued

—— noe

1. Wescriation of Work: (Include title of unscheduled tasks.)

ttached

may Besoe.deter

material ve returned upon completion of analysis.
& BIA Paoaty/ETe

ee a =

1G. Div. Chiols lnutnuctions/Modificetion or Expcasion of Work Description .—_—_—_

la. Contriostes

Phones

Fee cen

ld, Pres hove:

Bt, Poni



TDPY (UFO)

UFO Observation, 22 April 1969

nd. 21085

Reference your UFO observation of 22 April 1969. The

inforwation that we received is insufficient for a

scientific anslysis. Request you complete the attached

photo-data sheet and return it in the attached self-

addressed envelope.

Ssc70n QUINTANILIA, Jr, Lt Col, USAF 1 Atch
“Chief, Aerial Phenomena Office Photc-Data Sheet

Aerospace Technologies Division w/Self-Adtressed

Production Directorate Envelope
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: PHOTOGRAPEIC DAT

1. ‘Type and make of camera:

Brownie Box Cao meran

2. Type, focal length, and make of lens:

ONKNOWUN ~ §)mole Box Camere
- 3. Brand and type of fila;

Kodak Bo

w 4, Shutter speed used: mes ‘

. QO Seconwds 4

5. Lens opening used; that is, "ir" stop:

uktown

6. Filters used:

Nowe

7. Was tripod or solid stand used:

Teipod- with le legcape- 76x
TELE SCO PU ~ selene blo-Cire

8. Was "panning" used: a

Ko

9. Exact direction camera was pointing with relation to true North, and its
@ngie with respect to the ground:

Sovurnwest - «. pPPrasr: 4s=6o-

10. If supplemental information is unobtainadle, the minimum camera data

required are the type of camera, and the smallest and largest "f" stop
and shutter speed readings Gf the camera:

. po i —
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