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1. Reference is mede to memorandum fram this offic d&ted 21,
Wkich was in the mature of a preliminary report on.tile previ £
ject UFO film shown privetely om 16 May 19_56. A copd Ehg prelimjam
report is attached. : ‘

= 2. In view of the fact that the first report wad hurriedly prepsrgd in !

et osder to immediately provide the Directorate of Inteiligence and PIO with _;‘l :
i g iy Bome advance caments and swnalysie of the $ilm, a second, more carefiil réeview ?1 oy W
g of this film was subsequently made at # local theater. The exact sequence, = ¥

L B dates and localities of the UFO sightings portrayed were recorded, providing ™

W this office with exact data upon which to miks & better cumparison with t ke
; fagts and material in the UFQO project filss.

3. The following represent the general and specific commente of this ¥
office, as compared with thoss made on the preliminary report referenced im R
per. 1 above (in order of sightings shown):

- L ‘ a. General Comments: -The general cozments and opinions stated in
the preliminary report, per. 2a. through 2d. are substantially correct.

a3 b. Specific Comments &nd Conclusions of Each UFO Case, (in order 7
e ; L5
. shown): -
» g
(1) 13 Mt. Ranjer, Wash. This was the first R

' UFO case in tue U.S., and the one which. undoubtedly,
triggered off the rest from that time on. It was not com-
mented on in the prelimipary report. The following is a

7z &k 7 7 technical analysis mede of this case by Dr. Hynmek on the =¥
basis of lr. Arnold's own s8tatements: Arnold made drawinga e "*
of objects showing definite shape, and stateu that objects v
sesmed about 20 times as long as wide, estimsting them as %

45-50 feet long. He also estimated the distance as 20-25 -
miles and clocked them es going L7 miles in 102 seconds Al
(1700 MEH) . Thest statements are mutually contradictorx: .

If the distance were correct, them in order for details to

be seen, objects must have buen of the order of 1€0 x 2000 ¥
‘%g% feet in size. If, we adopt a reasonable size - Arpold's own o
= r ;\5 ;"; estimate, in fact, of 50 feet long, hence eboutr 3 feet wide, — :
e the objects must have been closer than a mile, obviously con- CO \
o trary to his statement. If we &dopt a reasomable limiting Ll

8ize to the objecta of 20 X LOO feet, objects must have been !
closer tben 8ix miles to bave shown the detail indicated by K
Arnold. At this distance, angular speed observed ccerresponds :
to a maximum speed of 400 MPH. In all probability, therefore, .
objects were much closer than t hought, and moving at definitely Q‘
"sub-gsonic® speeds. MNote: Observational data taken from -
original Arnold files. There were no witnesses or other ob-

» servers to thia sighting.
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dispositiocu aé‘tﬂtgn WH8 dpubtedly “taken many timee since

case on fil e“. U?Opx;b{égt iiles were reorganlzed and records
,Z‘/’/?h‘f 50 mlﬂﬂ;?- It is also possille that this case was not formmlly

or ofiicially submitted to aTIC. Inveatlgative or unalytlcal,

action on UFO cases is not initiated mergly by a report or

mention of the algh‘ging in a newspaper or mgaz:me. ‘The

undersigned project officer has found 8'magazine article

excerpt of the case; nowever, a detmiled gearch of records

aid not disclose any material on this case.

: :

This wes erroneously z:annen’tei upon

a8 reaemblxng the 'Chlles-ﬂhitted" case (See par. 3Ja.
. preliminary report). After a second review of the motlon

picture version, it has been determined that this UFO gight-

r ing made by twn eirlipe sflots, Vinther and Backmeier, after
their take-off from the Sioux City airport wes on Ehe night
of 20 January 1951. The "Chiles-Whitted® and "Vinther-
Hac@nemr‘ gasss resemble each other. Boih eirline pilot
crews observed "a long, slender cigar shaped object.® In
the Sioux City sighting, the object was described as "one-
half timea the size @f a B-29 fuselage, lights similar to
running lights being blinked - and a bright light similar to
a landing light visible for a short periocd..." ,Our comments,
on the bans of UFQ records: The description appears to de-
scribe a B-36 &8 seen fram anotber aircraft at night. It
could bave been a B-36; slightly off course, orbiting over
the airport, meking a visual check in the vicinity for train-
ing purposes, or cother similar reasons. It was determined
by ATIC that at that time (1951) SAC did not maintain records
of their training flights witbin the ZI.

< (5) Goddard Case (Atlants, Georgis): Briefly mentioned in the
UFO film. No record of this pErticular sighting (by name
or locality) in our files. Ho'date of sighting was given in
: the film,

(6) Marianns Case (Great Falls, Mont.): The conclusions made
in the preliminary report are substantially correct. The
following is a final conclusion deriwed by Dr. Hymek and

/) (/ve #7¢ undersigniid, and verbally tranamitted toyopr offfice from

2 Ohio Stat® University on the evening of 29 ¥ay 1956, per
your request: In 1950, after an ATIC interrégation of wit-
nesses and evaluation of data, and ou¥ opinion &t that time
was thet the UFO's apparently wers tub F49l aircraft. In
support of this contention, a feW We=iS sue &n extremely



