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e

_ ings in the hands of the Pentagon security review people_ (vhich he

9 January 1958

c..
el WER ERS. -O0ds 

CuL-58-17

Chief, Chicago Office ; 9 ee

(Closed) and Dr. Leon Tavidson
Wcieceay aeBe:

Eortelecon of & Jan 58

7

«

1. We bare contacted Dr. Invidson by telephone advising hin
that we cannot resalve his problem concerning the siace message ond |

ite transuitter because records on the vatter lave been destroyed ——_____-

by the evaluating agency. Tavidson accepted this statesent vith the .

coment that be tad been told thisbefore, that he now bad a secoad

article forpublication concerning Air Force handling of space sight~--
«

thought was_mild enough to yass then), and he hinted that he might
wish to take up again at alater date the matter of this particular

meseag@e oo

2. We appreciatethat there have been rany cooks In the kitchen

on this dish and that, as a resvlt, the extraoriinarlly noncamittal-

ard evasive answer we wereinstructedto give Davidsonwas perbape the -
only one possible if we vere to avoid crossing up previous staterents ___-

of our-ovn, and other fuvolved agencies, to'this min, But the ansver_
wis hardly fair toDavidson,and ome not Likely to be fully accepted
by hin, ee
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i 1. We hare contacted” Dr, Iavidson by telephones advising him

, ttat we cannot resolve his problen concerning the srace message and

ita transmitter because records on the matter have been destroyed

by ths evalating agency. Paridson accepted this statement vith the -

counent that be had been told this before, that he now had a secoad

article for publication concerning Air Force handling of space signht--

ings in the bands of the Pentagon security review people (which he
_ thought vas mila enough to pasa then), and be hinted tlat he night

wish to take up again at a later date the mitter of this particular —

OBBAgA.

2. We sppreciate that there have been many cooks in the Kitchen
on this dish and that, as a result, the extraoniinarily nenccemittal

__._ @gel evasive ansver we were instructed to give Pavideon was perhaps the

only one possible if we were to avoid crossing up previous Btatenents
 ~~

of cur ovn, and other involved agencies, to this pins But the answer
was hardly fair to Invidson, and ous not Ukely to be fully accepted

by hin. . 
.

> hy Weare sure more VIII be heard froa Davidson.
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