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B By September 21, 1 §§QQWﬁQ
Congressman Gerald K. Ford
Congress of the United States
Uffice ¢f tne pinority Leader
House of Representatives
Yashington, D. C.

Dear Congressman Ford:

Please find enclosed a copy of a letter I gent to Dr. J. Allen Hynek

ig consultant to the Air Force regarding scientific investigations oL
I taiked to your office assistant yesterday by phone exprescing my wi
co-operate with you and your office in obtaining public hearings on U
ified Flying Objects. 1 algo mentioned to your office assistant whose
name I am sorry I cannot recall at thig moment, about a doctor bill that

Pairchild Air Force Base, Washington Ditate.

constitutional rights 1 would desire t.at tuis matter be looked into.
can understend this happening as a mistake, but as I have had consider
correspondence with official goveriment agencies including Senator 1
Horge's office, ag well ag your own 6 also corregpondence witn civi
aviation ccmpanies and private indivicuals concerning my personal eff
in UPQ research as well as the related subject concerning my efforis ©
produce or invent an electro-magnetic aircraft propulsion system, etc

1 thought I had better see that this incident became a matier of recorc
giﬁ case any future mistakes might come Lo pags. :

|
|
\

In order for me to be of any fubure help to your office regarding UFOs
I would desire to be put in touch with someone locally in the State of
Washington who is connected with your office. When you read the encloged
letter to Dr. Hynek, I hope you will understand that I believe I have
of advice and protection from an official source such as your office before
going any further. Again 1'm making an offer to be of ascistance to your
loffice in your UFo investigation if you will but let me know in what wa;

I can be of assistance. In the 20 years experience that I hove in the U
research field, etc., I have traveled a lot, saw a lot, and coume in ¢

with all manner of individuals, organizations, etc., involved in the
confusion. So I think that there will be many individuals that could
tribute informatiom that would be of help to you towards obtaining an o
hearing if they know they are talking to someone who will keep an open mind
to what they are saying, so when you're dealing with people regarding the
UF0 subject please keep this thought in mind. Frankly, I think a lot of
thece individuals of the lunatic fringe should be put in their proper
places to keep them from confusing the issue any further. |

 PHOTOCOPY FRUM G

S0 please let me kmow if you have any further opinions or recuests con-
cerning the enclosed information. But in closing I would like %o say hat
1 am acking for protection from your office of my constitutional ana
inventor's rights as a citizen. And I'm asking this of your office

because you are the Congressman who publicly asked for hearings on




‘2*

Unidentified Flying Objects, etc. Besides I feel that if I was allowe
to look through Alr Force UFU photographs of my own choosing, aided
protection from your office I could probably help you quite a bit,

1 would appreciate an early reply and please find my phone nunber am&
addregs enclosed in case you have need of it

Sincerely,
§
<
Witlian
William D. Clendenon, Jr.

Address: 403 South Laurel
Fort Angeles, VYas

Phone No. (Area Code 206) 457-7710

PHOTOCOPY FRUM GERA
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incerely yours,

¥iliiam D. ﬁl%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁg a1




On the Record

I am the
pioneer inventor of push button wireless
tuning (p. 765, March 1918 Electrical Ex-
perimenter), inventor of the method for
conirolling multiple functions in space-
time relationship by means of a single
press-button or equivalent (Pat. No. 1,967,-
816), inventor of the pulse-time switching
basic concept (Claim 4, Pat. No. 1,967 -
817). The automatic automobiles in the
year 2007 operated by an electromagnetic
field through induction from an under-
ground cable, predicted in the book “Rus-
sian Science in the 21st Century” pub-
lished by McGraw-Hill, was invented by
me in 1917 (p. 398, Oct. 1917 Electrical
Experimenter), and the prediction in the

same book of knifeless surgery is already

.described in my biography in Vol. 5, Who’s
Who in Commerce & Industry, published in
1946, . which also documents my basic con-
cept for protection from nuclear explosions
that was successfully tested by the U.S.
Army in 1955. Furthermore, the basic
unifying law of the symmetry in nature, as
well as the derivation of our alpha-numeri-
cal system from phases of a circle, and the
bilateral symmetrical relationship between
the sine waveform and the origin of
algebra are proved in my essay “God’s
Circle” (Reg. No. A 93605 Library of
Congress). There are many more of my
masterpieces.

Another basic factor influencing our
scientific and technological aspirations is
the newly attained knowledge that casts
doubt on the validity of established con-
cepts. For example, the law of the con-
servation of mass and energy is not con-
clusive in view of momentum and entropy
which are conserved only under certain
conditions, and at persistence of wave-
forms wherein particles thereof are always
changing and in which mass and energy
disappear or come into existence. These
phenomena are important in filtering out
and storing anti-matter particles and in
anti-gravitational devices.

Harry Bricker Fuchs

missiles and rockets, 1964

HARRYBFUBHS

242 Prospect Street
Farmingdale, N, Y, II735

September 26, 1966

Rep, Gerald R, Ford
United States House
Washington, D, C,

of Representatives

Dear Rep. Ford:

LOOK,

Re:- "Aboard A Flying Saucer', Oct, 4,

The phenomenon of the “shiny circles scattered
on.the car trunk's surface" that caused a sharp
reaction of the needle in the compass placed thereon,
i1s related to the new science of Astrogeophysics
reported in the Benton letter in the Sept. I9, I966
issue of Technology Week, The forece field within
the said "shiny circles™ is analgous with the force
field within cylinder 3 of the apparatus illustrated
in my paper "Research On Gravitation" attached hereto,
which persists for days after cylinder 3 has ceased
to rotate,

The scientifically-superior alien humanoids are
disturbed by the nuclear explosions on our planet
which could rupture the atmospheric envelope encloging
our planet (Science News Letter, 89:II7, Feb, I9, I966),
and which might alter the spatial configuration of the
Planets in our galaxy, as postulated in the analogous
Mayer's floating magnets, Either eventuality would
destroy life on our planet regardless of politics or
religious beliefs and practicesy

e

o

Veri%;yﬁ”y ours,
: 7 E‘ /

Harry” Bricker Fuchs



INVENTOR Harry Fuchs in his laboratory.

MODERN INDUSTRY 1943

On the Record

I am the
pioneer inventor of push button wireless
tuning (p. 765, March 1918 Electrical Ex-
perimenter), inventor of the method for
controlling multiple functions in space-
time relationship by means of a single
press-button or equivalent (Pat. No. 1,967,-
816), inventor of the pulse-time switching
basic concept (Claim 4, Pat. No. 1,967,-
817). The automatic automobiles in the
vear 2007 operated by an electromagnetic
field through induction from an under-
ground cable, predicted in the book “Rus-
sian Science in the 21ist Century” pub-
lished by McGraw-Hill, was invented by
me in 1917 (p. 398, Oct. 1917 Electrical
Experimenter), and the prediction in the
same book of knifeless surgery is already
described in my biography in Vol. 5, Who’s
Who in Commerce & Industry, published in
1946, which also documents my basic con-
cept for protection from nuclear explosions
that was successfully tested by the U.S.
Army in 1955. YFurthermore, the basic
unifying law of the symmetry in nature, as
well as the derivation of our alpha-numeri-
cal system from phases of a circle, and the
bilateral symmetrical relationship between
the sine waveform and the origin of
algebra are proved in my essay “God’s
Circle” (Reg.- No. A 93605 Library of
Congress). There are many more of my
masterpieces,

Another basic factor influencing our
scientific and technological aspirations is
the newly attained knowledge that casts
doubt on the validity of established con-
cepts. For example, the law of the con-
servation of mass and energy is not con-
clusive in view of momentum and entropy
which are conserved only under certain
conditions, and at persistence of wave-
forms wherein particles thereof are always
changing and in which mass and energy
disappear or come into existence. These
phenomena are important in filtering out
and storing anti-matler particles and in
anti-gravitational devices.

The basic umifying law of the
Symmetry in pature is explained
very simply in my essay "‘GOD’s
CIRCLE", Registration No. A93605
Library of Congress, wherein it
is disclosed that all living forms
in the Universe develop symmet-
rically from a2 oucleus on a zero
line of force in geometro-dynamic
space-time progression and that
our alphabetical and  mumeérical

circle or zero in geometro-dyna-
mic  space-time: progression as
illustrated on p. 4 and S of my
essay. My “T " on p.
12-14 of the Juse-July 196} issue
of Industrial Research magazine
motes the relation o the develop-
ment of emergy at the backward
flow of time,

PRESS RELEASE

RESEARCH ON GRAVITATION

Attention:

ALD FORD I iBRARY

Inventors & Scilentists, Worldwiddl

MG

In his address delivered at the Physicals
Society in Berlin, on the occasion of Max &
Planck's 60th birthdey, Einstein said:- "There
is no logical path to the universal elementa
laws; only intuition, resting on sympathetic O
understanding of experience”. And in an addggzs
in London on the theory of relativity, Einst
said:~ "The fundsmental principle here is that
the justification for a physical concept lies
éxclusively in 1its clear and unambiguous relat-
ion to facts that can be experienced”. Accord-
Ingly, this paper on the control of gravitat-
lon relates to facts, borm of intuition, that
can be experienced,

M

Both DuFay and Symmer theorized on the
neutral state of electric charges, which was
postulated later by Bohr's stationary-state
electrons., Excitation separates mass into
positive and negative electric energy quanta;
whereupon the frictional execitation of the
Barth's liguid core generates the attracting
and all-pervading unipolar electric charge on
the Earth's surface, known as gravitation., To
slmulate this action I constructed numerous
models, one of which is sketched hereon, where-
in the fibrous pad I secured to post 2 friction-
ally engages the plastics cylinder 3 adapted
to rotate in bearing 4 upon actuation by my
vibratory motor (not shown). Extension 5




pivotally supports the wire 6 having secured thereto the disc 7 which
may be of ferrous or non-ferrous metal, or of cardboard, The thread 8
secured to extension 5 supports pith-ball 9 suspended within cylinder 3.
Upon the rotation of cylinder 3, pad I generates electricity thereon and
therein, whereupon the violent swings of pith-ball 9 simulates excitation
of the Earth's liguid core; and the simultaneous attraction of disc 7 to
the surface of cylinder 3 simulates the Earth's gravitational sttraction.
Upon interposing a strip of sheet metal., or cardboard, or wire gauze, or
open-mesh fabric, between cylinder 3 and disc 7 the gravitational attract-
lon 13 canceled and disc 7 is repelled into a hovering motionless state
having a slight wobble, while cylinder 3 continues to rotate and pith-ball
9 continues to swing, thereby providing the basic concept for the design
and construction of gravitation-canceling craft for Interplanetary explor-
atlon. Interposing strips of some commercial plastics does not cancel

the sald gravitation, and indicates s different molecular oscillation »
rate capable of absorbing very short wave electromagnetic radiastion. Th
line of research was begun by me In I940 as a tubeless electronic swite

in a magnetic field to simulate distortion of the Earth's magnetic field,
as illustrated in MODERN INDUSTRY of August I5, 1943, and in July 1943
ELECTRONICS, p. I96.

D FORD

Gravitational attraction comprises unipolar electric energy quantaé
on a mass, which are generated by the excitation of stationary-state pamt-
icles within the mass, as postulated by Bohr. Therefors, gravitation-
canceling spacecraft for interplanetary exploration should be discoidal>
shells having a centrally-dlsposed Jjet engine discharging an accelerate%
electron stream focused by metal gauze lenses to repel and cancel the
gravitational charge. Coreless transformers will charge capacitors to
electrify parts of the discoldal shell to effect periodic discharges
therefrom to attenuate the friction of the ambient medium on the skin
of the discoidal shell and minimize soniec booms. Sharp turns of the
propelled discoidal shell spacecraft will be effected by swivelling the
focused electron stream.

PHOTOCOPY

The curvature of space is analogous with the curvature of Mayer's
floating-magnet geometric configurations responsive to a strong unipolar
source of attracting energy; and therefore comparable with electrons
orbiting around a central nucleus and Planets orbiting around a central
sun. ZZven our alpha-numerical symbols are derived from phases of seg-
mental curvatures as illustrated in my fundamental monograph GOD'S CIRCLE
noted in the attached printed colum. Algebra is derived from curvatures
symbolizing alternating polarities as expounded in my sald monograph,
of which Descartes’coordinates and the principle of inversion are deriv-
atives. The geometry of Pythagoras and Euelid relate to straight lines
eéxtending from central nucleii to thelr outer circumferential curvatures.
The machined metal cube of meteorite iron and nickel, fabricated more
than 300,000 years ago, and now in the Sglzburg Museum in Austria,
indicates that we are not the only scientifically-competent humanoids
in the Universe. ;

Copyright: Harry Bricker Fuchs
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L5 Congress S%.
Bradford, Pa. 16700

Ootober 5, 1966

Honorable Willlam Stanton
1625 Longworth Building
jashingbon, D. ¢, 20815

Dear My, Smm%ﬁm

Thank you for sending me your letier from Colonel Hayden P. Mims.
I have toped a rebutial, a copy of which is enclosed., IF you have time o
peruse this, you will see how confused the Ailr Fores iz aboub the Aprll 417 ;
sighting. Colonel Mims? letter apperently is the result of a telephone ‘
call to Major Quintenilla; what suggests this is the phrase, "90-degres arc®,
which could be a misunderstanding by Colonel Mims of one of the majorts
locutions used to describe & verticsl ascsnt: "ol-dagres climb.® Speur
wes unequivocal and emphatic aboub the UFO's climbing vertically &t the
terminus of the slighting.

Colonel Mims' letiter di 5 me & great desl, not only because of
its large quantity of misinformation, but Guss of 1ts clearly indicating
the Alr Force's lack of sericusness about this sighting, and their apparent
belief that it can be easily brushed off., It mey be gratuitous of me, but
I 8t4il believe there is not 2 concerted effort to mislesd youp it simply
seems that no one in Hlue Book has sxanined the svidense.

Of course, whether 1% is the Air Fores's intention or not, you have
been seriously misled.

I realise that, the more this lssus is pushed, the more relustant
the Alr Foree will be to give the situsiion s fair appraisal. Hevertheless,
I believe it is still worthwhils to work for a fair appraisal. I shell
continue my efforts toward this goal, and would appreciate any support you

have time to offer.

[ Mt gy [5 .

Sincsrely yours,
s * ,

e

William B. Weitzel, Chairmen
Pittsburgh Subcommittee, NICAP

Esclosures: August 23 NICAP summary, USAF disposition of April 17 ecuse
August 30 letter to Colonel Flovien 4. Holm (unanswered)
September 13 letter to Colonel Holm {unanswered)

October I comments on letter from Colonel Mims

October L letter to Colonel R. R. Hippler

Copy sent tos Sheriff Ross Dustmen
—7 Mr. James Bersie
“ Br. Jeames MoDonald




L5 Congress §t.
Bradford, Pa. 16701

October 5, 1966

Mr. James Bersie

Uffice of the Minority Leader
House of Representatives
Washington, D. C.

Pear Mr. Bersie:

¢

The purpose of this letter is to bring you up to date on developments
in NICAF's efforts to effect a re-evaluation of the April 17 UFQ sighting,
called by the Air Force ¥The Ravenna Case,."

Of chief interest is the letter sent recently to Congressman Stanton
from Colonel Hayden P, Mims, in reply to Mr. Stanton's reguest to Major
Quintinalla for a reclassification of the sighting to ®unknown.® I have
also enclosed a rebuttal to Colonel Mims! letter, as that letter contains
much misinformation and misleading emphases on certain aspects of the
sighting.

In general, it appears that the Air Force is unwilling to examines
the testimony offered by witnesses who corroborated Deputy Bpaur's obser-
vations. This would tend to cast considerable doubt on the seriousness
of the Air Force's intentions to have UFO investigations conducted in a
thorough and scientific manner,

PHOTOCOPY FRUM GERALD FORI

I trust the enclosed information will be of interest,

Sincerely yours,

dilliam B. Weitzel, Chairmsn
Pittsburgh Subcommittee, NICAP

Enclosures: August 16 editorial from Ravenna Record-Courier
August 17 article from Record-Courier
August 23 NICAP summary, USAF disposition of the bpril 17 case
August 26 letter from Record-Courier
August 30 letter to Colonel Florian A. Holm (unanswered)
September 13 letter to Colonel Holm funanswered)
September 30 letter from Colenel Mims to Congressman Stanton
October L comments on Colonel Mims' letter by William Weitzel
October L letter to Colonel R. R. Hippler
October 5 letter to Colonel George Freeman
October © letter to Congressman Stanton
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R. C. Dix, Publisher
Editors

&. R, Sicuro (Ravenna)y
Tom Sicuro

Lorig Troyer (Kmt)i
Ed Glassner
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4--—--——-——-Record~€ourier,

1t

Either you are going to be
., scientific or you are not going

C %o be.
~ The Air Force had been mak-
ing show of being scientific in .

its investigation of Unidenti-
fied Flying Objects.

It has scientists who consult
with it on important reportings
of UFQ’s,

And when a scientist — a pro- .

‘fession which has the highest

of standings in our society — -
.agrees with the Air Force that:
any given UFO siting is a hoax, .

it adds credence and support
- to the Air Force conclusion.

But now it seems that at .

least one scientific consultant
has been used as a “rubber
stamp’ on at least one UFQ
siting, that of two Portage
County deputies who followed

something they and others:

thought they saw all the way,
to Pennsylvania. o

, The National Investigations
~ Committee for Aerial Phe-
nomena (NICAP) has been told

1y

L .

Tuesday, Aupgust 16, 1968

latter of Trust

See corvection, poblished F/2¢

} siting was a satellite or Venus.

- Force simply used Dr. Hynek's |

_much greater than simply one

by the Air Force’s chief con- ;
sultant, Dr. J. Allen Hynek,
that he did not concur with its
conclusion that the Portage,

This would mean that the Air
prestige to buttress a conclu-

sion which without it would
carry much less weight, ‘

In a civil dealing, this would i
. be fraud. v

When done by a branch of -
our Armed Forces, it is even |
worse, for it strikes at the very i

" heart of the faith which we

must be able to place in our '
government and the men who"

man its top positions. :
An explanation is in order’
here — did the Air Force mis-
state Dr. Hynek’s views on the :
siting? ’ ¢
If so the consequences are

single UFO siting,

How could we believe their .
intelligence reports on North
s Viet Nam?.oo o 5 bvennbio s

#

e

.

PHOTOCOPY FRUM GERALD FORD.




Dear §ir:

Congratulations on your fine
_ editorial of August 16, entitled

YA Maiter of Trust.”

Project Blue Book's actions re-
garding the April 17 UFO sight-
+ing  which began in Portage

County, have indeed been dis-
couraging. Major Quintanilla,’
the project chief, has refused
_to consider many factors which
_ donot agree with his conclusion,

. that the deputies and other po-

lice officers only observed an
. artificial  satellite and  the
~ planet, Venus, ‘ C

o .

: o
Placed in
/’:"7 N uﬂwﬁ’ ol
Dr. J. Allen Hynek, chief con-
sultant to the Air Force's Proj-
ect Blue Book UFO investigative
- unit, said today that he was not
consulted on the Portage Coun-
.ty April 17 sighting and did not
. concur with the Air Force con-
clusion of “a satellite and then
Venus.” ‘
“I have some misgivings
. about the Air Force conclusion,”
Dr. Hynek said today. “If the
. testimony is correct (that of the
spolice .officers who said they
- saw the UFO) I do not concur
with the conclusion,” the astro-
physicist at and director of

Dearborn Observatory of North. "

_western University said. ,

“It all hinges on the reliability
of the testimony of the withess
~+..] would be the last to

_do not see how, in the face of

L 1the evidence, they saw a satel-

. oo lite” ' _
~ . The crucial question, Dr." Hy-

_nek indicated, was not the end ;

ment on all astronomical con-
clusions, Major Quintanilla stat-
ed this to your reporter Carol
Clapp, in an interview appear-
g in your paper on June 8.
NICAP first became aware that
Dr. Hynek had been ignored in
this case, when a letter f r o m
him to another party was for-
warded to NICAP,

His Jetter was a reply to some
Dr. J. Allen Hynek, ‘Project\%direct questions asked By that
cen-’ﬁ party. It was this letter to

‘;,TBIue Book's scientific
- sultant, supposedly passes judg«““whi;h Major
{o g
1§
Y
Sy

-I've been recommending -
the Air Force give this (the UFQ -
question generally) to a team of

doubt the words of policemen, I-

‘Record-Courier, Ffiday, August 26, 1966—mmmememl

of Investigation

~ the facts should be even more

Keyhoe. NICAP's

director, referred in a
speech in Cleveland.

Major Quintanilla told me on
Aug. 5, that he had just sent
Dr. Hynek the April 17 ¢ a s ¢ been observed in addition ta the
files, including a 126-page
port I wrote for NICAP, an d
had asked for his opinion. He
was apparently dissatisfied with to southeast, and — amazingly
Dr. Hynek's disagreement; Dr. -
Hynek has gone on public rec.
cord as not having been official-
ly consulted. This is, indeed,
‘embarrassing to Dr. Hynek, but

i

eggbarrassing to Major. Quinta-
nilla. ,

On May 10, in Ravenna, Major
Quintanilla received testimony
that the UFO had first moved
in a northerly
then returned south to hover di«
rectly overhead. He also heard,
several times, that Venus had

recent

re- UFO, during the chase. Yet in
a letter to me, the major says

a satellite went from northwest

— had the officers observed
Venus, “new light would have
been shed on the case,”

This letter was a reply to one
I had sent him 11 weeks before,
in which I drew a picture of

-

Record-Courier{Wednes&ay? August 1’1, 1966—-
Suggests ‘Blue Book’ Be

Scientists” Hands

of the sighting, which may or
may not have been involved Ve

nus, but “What did Deputy Dale =
. Spaur see rise

over ‘the f{ree-
tops?” ton

Dr. Hynek said he has the re-
port prepared by William Weit-
zel, chairman of the Pittsburgh
Subcommittee of the National
Investigations  Committee  on
Aerial Phenomena.

*“The Air Force is not primar-
ily a scientific investigative:
body; its primary purpose is to’
defend the country. This is why

scientists for study.”

Dr. Hynek proposed the mea-:
sures, that have since been
adopted by the Air Force’s Sci- -
entific Advisory Board as rec-.

ommendations, to turn the ques<:
tion of the UFO phenomena over:
to teams of scientists from uni-
detailed, scientific; -

versities for
study.

This plan is now underway. - .

that.:

the positions of Venus and the
UFO. Furthermore, about 12
- other points of testimony were
. overlooked, in the major’s con-
» clusion, .
It is ridiculous to have fo
- belabor an obvious fact — that
- several police officers observed
a huge, bright, nearby airborne
“object. When it takes the efforts
-of Cong. William Stanton  to
bring Major Quintanilla’s al-
tention to this fact, it is worse
‘than ridiculous, When the A i r
- Force's own scientific expert is
rignored - because his opinion.
~threatens an absurd explana-
tion, it is cutrageous.

The Air Force's move to turn
over the UFQ problem to a
team of university scientists may
correct a basic flaw in
UFO  investigative
But in this instance at least,
their handling of the April 17
sighting, a more direct correc.
tion is still needed. NICAP = js
still working, and hoping, - for
.that correction.
[ Willlam B. Welizel

- National Investigator
o Committee on Aerial
.. Phenomens (NICAP) |

program.

direction,

their

PHOTOCOPY FRUM GERALD FORD | (BRARY
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1966 August 23: Disposition of the April 17, 1966 UFO chase, by the USAF  ‘ :

About three weeks ago, Major Hector Quintanilla, Jr., Chief of Project Hlue
Book, sent the USAF case file, including a 126mpage NICAP report on the sighting,
to Dr, Je Allen Hynek, the Blue Book scienbific consulbant (Dre Hmek wag at
that time vacationing in Omtario,)(This, the first time Dr. Hynek was asked
for an opinion, was fifteen weeks after the UFO sighting,) .

Major Quintanills told this to William Weitzel, NICAP Investigator, who led
him on August 5, Major Quintsnilla also told Weitzel that, were Dr. Hynek and
Colonel Defoes, the majorts superior officer in the Foreign Technology Di mn,
to concur on a re~evaluation, the "satellite-Verma" explanation would be dropped.
The major denied having any responsibility for a change of evaluation. Colonel
DeGoes told Weitzel on the phone, the same day (August 5), that an objective
evaluation would be made, ; ;

On August 12, Weitzel called Project Blue Booke. The obher staff>officer,
Ideubensint Marley, said he had just talked with Major Quintanilla, and that
the case had been rewevaluated with Colonel DeCoesy and that Major Quintanills
was still firm in his conclusion, that the sighting was an obeervation of an
artificidl satellite, then Venus. Yet, in gtatements to the press recently,
Dr. Hynek claims he disagrees with this conclusion, ‘

It is apparent that Major Quintanills is ignoring not only Dr. Hynek's
professional opinion based on the witnesses! testimony, but the testimony
itself, On May 10, in a meeting in Ravenna, Ohio, the major heard from
them repeatedly, that the UFO was seen in addition to Venus, Yebt, in a
letter to Weitzel dated 15 July, the major asked, "I ask you, why didntt :
any of the witnesses observe Verms which was definitely rising in the soubheast? T
Had such an observance been made, new light would have been shed cnn the casee o &9
I agk you why wasn't Verms observed when the planet wag definitely there? é
Without a reference point, Venus would have appeared to perform erratic mammg
As the witnesses were traveling toward the southeast how could they have any =
balaneing point of reference to Judge the movement of the planet.®

FROM GERALD FORD I {BRARY

Not only did the men testify to seeing Venus, which was near the horizon, they
adso gtated (correctly) that it was to the right of the moons a good 'reference
point." Furthermore, much of their travel was due eagh, abt which time the UFO
wag seen to their left (norbh), on a course parallel to theirs. In the same
letter, moreover, the major states, "the satellite approached the southeast
portion of the sky," in deseribing the initial phase of the sighting, But

the witnesses testified that the UFO first came from the south, going due
north, then returned to hover directly overhead, and that it humed and 1it

up the road brilliantly, Furthermore, the majorts letter was a reply to one
sent by Weitzel on May 17, in which was included 2 sketeh of the motns=Venus~F 0
situation, and all these and several obher points from testimony to the major,
which contradidt his conclusion. The testimony was tape-recorded, and a copy
is available for inspection in the NICAP offices In his 15 July lebter, the
major did not answer any of Weitzel's detailed, mumbered points, though he said,
MAchieving a scientific and objective explanation of all UFO reports is of :
great imporbance to me,™

In an interview with reporter Carol Clapp, in the Jue 8, 1966 RECORD-COURIER ;
(Ravenna, COhio), Major Quintanilla said Dr. Hynek gives final approval or
disapproval to all of Blue Book's astronomicsl conclusions, Hlue Book published
its "satellite-Verus" conclusion on April 23, and never consulted Dr, Hynek
officially, When Dr. Hynek was finally asked for his opinion, however, based
on the complete USAF and NICAP case files, it was pointedly ignored, ‘




page 2

From the Ravenna, Ohio RECORD~COURTER; to Carol Clapps August 17, 19664

I, J. Allen Hymek, chief consultant to the Air Foroe!s Projest Elue Bosk,
UFO investigative unit, said today he was not consulted on the Portage Smmty -

April 17 sighting, and did not coneur with the Air Force conclusion of a
fgatellite and then Venug."

"I have some misgivings about the Air Foree conelusion,” Dr. Hynek .
said today. "If the testimony is correct, that of the police officers who
said they saw the UFO, I do not concur with the conclusion,® the asbroplysicist
and Director of Dearborn Observatory said, "It all hinges on the religbility
of the testimony of the witnesses, I would be the last to doubt the word of
a policeman., I do nobt see how, in the face of the evidence, they saw a
satellite." The erucial questiom, Dr. Hynek indieated, was not the end of
the sighting, which may or may not have inwolved Venus, but what did Deputy
Dale Spaur see rise over the treetopa? ’

Dr. Hynek said he has the report prepared hy William Weitzel, chairman
of the Pittsburgh Subcommitéee of the National Investigations Committee on
Aerial Phenomens. "The Air Forece is not primarily a scienbific investigative
body; ite primary purpose is to defend the country. This is why I have been
recommending that the Air Force give this, the UFO question generally, to a
team of scientists for study." Dr. Hynek proposed the measures that have

FROM GERALD FORD I (BRAR

since been adopted by the Air Force's Scientific Advisory Board's recommendatiomss.

to turn the question of the UFO phenomena over to teams of scientists from
universities for detailed seientific sbtudy., This plan is new under way.

PHOTOCO




From the New Bedford, Massachusetts STANDARD-TIMES; to Greg Stone;
August 21, 1966:

The top Air Force consultant on unidentified flying cbjects has called
for a "put up or shut up" study of the UFO problem. And it looks as if the |

Air Force is taking notice. Dr. J. Allen Hynek, Chairman of the Astronomy
Department of Northwestern University, and Air Force scienbific consultant
for eighteen years, esaid, "I'm getting to the point where 1'd like to say,
'let's put up or shubt up.! After twenty years of confusion, I'd like to
gee it cleared up.!

"The only way to clear it up,"Dr. Hynek said, "is to have scientists

take a good look ab it -~ not only physical scientists, hut social scientists,
psychologists, sociologists and so forth." .

"Ingtead of having 'WFO! just a synonym for 'erackpot and ridicule! §
let's make it scientifically respectable, so a person can look at it without
being laughed at. Then, if there's nothing to it, which is always likely,
well, all right; an honest job has been done in looking at it.!

"ay back in 1953, in papers to the Optical Sociéby of America, I already
then, guardedly, called for greater scientific attention," Dr. Hynek said.
However, when it was noted he was taking a stronger stand now, Dr. Hynek said,
"I am now, because the persistence of the phenomena bothers me, the persistence
over all these years. You see, back in 1948 I would have just about taken any
bets that, well, shucks, by 1952 or 1953 this will be over like any craze.

Who thinks of hula hoops today, for instance. But the thing is persistent,

not only in this country but in many other countries. So as a social phencmena
if nothing else, it'!s worthy of gudy, I'm getting impatient with the
perpebuation of confusion. I would say we should put as much effort on one

of these puzzling cases as we would on & Brinks robbery or a kidnapping case.
Letts get to the bottom of it.® ‘

PHOTOCOPY FRUM GERALD FORD I (BRARY
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5709 voodnént sk,
pittoburch, pa. 15217

August 30, 19606

T3

folonel Tlovimm A. Toln, Coumander
Poroirn 'nchnology Uivioion
Uright-Tabitorson mr Forca naso

vou for yvour commnication of August 3. 1 am writing avain
*?’n cam’wm, on w:?.i.z the' April 17, 1966 U070 "chase® ﬁrm thio to %unsylvzmi&,
L Bluc Dool "ff:!;xa navena cans,.”

@ oy 10, at the request of Deputy Sheriff vale Spaur, oue of the

four police oflficers dircetly fnvelved in the April 17 sighting, 1 tape recordad

maintaniilats ﬁmmrview with noputies Spaur, Heff ond Milson. Iecausce the
cxolonation of the sirhting, that it was of oo ncho satellite md Viaus,
¥ ced nany points of testimony, I wrote to the major oa iy 17. 1Yy lotior
tod ovar tunlve g;tai%a, fron the toze recorded testivony, includine natoerigl
icating the U70 had first apneared in the west, then due south, then woved over
oad due north, then returned to hover dircetly overhead. At this time Lt
U ed g visual angle of about f£ifty degreoes and was doo bright to look at
ivecetly. This rules out its being a satellite

B

e

uring the af:asa, the planet "y*c*ms was a‘! so observed, to the right

of the nNoon. '15.1{3 deputics? description, in thelr drav Ang of the situstion,

corresyonds with the astrononiecal positions of the rvon oud Venus on that norning,
Sinee they testified to this several tines on May 10, and Lo me on an eaviier
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S
X
date, the na

jor's statement Zhab Venus was the U7 during the chase, is incorroct.
iy letter of iy 17 listed these points, imeluding a draving of the
OO~y w";:s”:} positions. Yot in Mojor ruinteanillat's vosly 053 :mzy 15, ho staied
u...m:,' hed Venus been olserved as distinct from the UFD, ™ew 1ight would have beoa
tie case.® U aswered none of ny peints directly. e aﬁ.w igasred the

ﬁ.”e.az; %,&m: patroinen *:myaa fugton and Frank Pong malia corroborated the donutica®
seesunte I hove talked with these men and hmow just vhat informatfon they subnifted
o & Dluc Dook weproscntative. Iepuly Spour is only ons of four men involved.

”

e pace rwart E mow hm:* ?1 3:},3 m e zyﬁez-: in é‘iiam&s}a, :ﬁmm E“ ‘

g v::zatio’r:zn:;, wvith a request for his opinlon. Since m’mmz’.wg, Dre Tiynole hias
cod publiely that ho was not invelved in the fnvestigation of *’aﬁn., .m“zxi:z.m, é

[l

o ("i‘ £

agrees vith Dlue Dook's conclusion. (Statement appeared im the Ravenna, {**zm,
UINGID-I0TMIND, August 17, In an interview with reporter Carol Clavn.) The mgaw
:01d veporter Clapp carlier (Mune 8) that e hynel pasges £inal judment on all
of Blue Doodk's astronomical conclusions,
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¢l == Ooloncl loln  9/30/66 page 2 *

T think {5 2 move thm reasonablie effovt o

1 Lo Hajor z‘"‘umﬂa&uil"'“ atiention. Yet,
;:s.m, des~ite the wilnesoent Ms;*'wmy, .
m, the najor is .‘ mau:ardmx.:‘ Co L. larley,
(Frone call to Blue Dook mytusi 12, ) '
e mojorts a.mr:lasim has put everyone fnvolved {nte an
fmponaible position, Colonel Tola, W the extont it io accepted, all #he
officers dnvolved in the o sighting are pictured ag incompltont. To
the oxtent 44 {2 not aczepted, the Ay Foree pulfers o lo3s of prestiza,
‘e paeblic soes Dr. wnok's mlfz in the. ‘evaluagtion as, at best, hishly
;{}Q’\i?&i&?o :

This situation, s“‘o}cma}. ola, wvarrmts vour concern end serious
atfention. I usge vou to take soun action to corroct 1it.

- The mwm:m.o% ;
off the policn o Oreicers, e Iyack, and the ade {*mzm need to be ropairved. And
I bellove njor cuintonilia hinmself vould be more coafortable if nluc ”‘;m.k
*z:cfre to tale the facts ww

armn*’é: ina tﬁmmuna, open and sincore ::sva}m*amn
of the april 17 sighilag

i hope to hear .ﬁ‘m& you socite

M GERALD FORD I (BRARY

Sincerely yours, |

’*M

) i
Villiam B, elitgel 8 :
. g
=
O
ccs Congiressuan Villiam Stanton

Ry 4

Sherisd nosn *mm@
-
e Joen varsic




L5 Congress 8t. :
Bradford, Pa. 16701

Soptember 13, 1966
Colonel Flordian A. Holm, Commander
Toredign Technology Division
Wright-Patterson Alr Force Base
Dayton, Ohle L5433 L
Doar Colensl Holms

The ebove address reflects my change of location %o Bradford, .
where I have resumed my teaching duties with the University of Pittsburgh's
regional campus. It may be that soms correspondencs fiom you is being i .
forwarded from my provious address in Pitisburgh, but I thought it would be
appropriate to send you the enclosed moterisl anyways .

My contention that 2¥lor Quintenilla is dgnoring the testimony
of the police officers who witussiow the Aprdl 17 low-flying ehlect, is not ‘ }
simply my opinion. I have mads £:0-roncs provicusly to my NICAP report, which ~—
I submitted on July 30 to Colonel DeGoes, which you acknowledsed in your letter
to ma of August 3, and which Yajor Quintanilla c¢laimed on August 5 he had sent
to Dr, Hynek in Canada, Included in that report is my letier %o the major of a ‘
May 17, quoting statements made to him from the tape made at the May 10 hearing <
in Revenna, Ohles Included also is a partial transeript of the tape. ‘éjé -

=

- I realize you have little time to peruse a bulky document, but 3
thought I should bring to your attention at least the transeript. It is therefore
ensclosed hersin, in addition to an wnedited copy of the tape from which it was
typeds The tape includes some interviows I had with the officers immediately
following the hearing, snd some interviews with me broadeast over the local
(Yent«Raverna) radie station. I do not intend that you should listen to the

. aps; the hearing, alome, lasted over two hours, I am including it to back up

The transeript is particularly interesting in light of what Major
Quintanilla told Licutenant larley == that he is basing his conclusion on whatd
information he gathered on April 17, not heeding anything received on ¥y 10,
This is interesting because (1) Deputy Spaur said the original interview began
with the major's asking, "What was this rirage you saw,® and lasted less then
thres minutesy and (2) the major told Spaur on lay 10, after the hearing, that
the information ¢ollected therein was identdcal with thed cotten April 17.

spaur's testimony of having seon Venus is on pages 8, 9 and 12
of the transeripte There are mony other fostures of interest in this dosument,
including a passage on page 5, waere the major ¢learly (though perhaps uninten«
tlonally) iries to force Spaur to describe a satellite cbservation. Spaur
rallied, but this did not affect the outcoma,

That is all for now, sir. By the way, I would appreciate your
seknowledging my comminications. I wonder if this material is reaching you.

Sincerely yours,

LD

PHOTOC OrY

Willian B. Weitzel, Chairman
- Pittsburgh Subcommittce, NICAP
CC: Congressran Willian Stanton K :
Sheriff Ross Dustman
Mr. James Bersie
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 DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
: WASHINGTON

~ SEP 31966
SEp 3 01056

Dear Mr. Stanton:

We refer to &our further:inquiry regarding the unidenti-
fied flying object (UFO) sighting in Portage County, Ohio, on
April 17, 1966. - ~ :

The Air Force has carefully considered your suggestion
that the Portage County sighting should be changed to unknown.
However, after again reviewing the statements submitted by all
of the persons involved, it was determined that the original
evaluation should stand. : ' ’ >

Statements were received from personnel at the Greater
Pittsburgh Airport, Pennsylvania, Chief of Police Buchert,
Mantua, Ohio, and Deputy Sheriffs Dale Spaur and Wilbur Neff.
We think it should be noted that Sheriff Neff's statement was
exactly the same as that of Sheriff Spaur. The other state-
ments did differ in a number of respects; however, this infor-
mation must also be taken into consideration.

Sheriff Spaur's statement is purely subjective and im-
possible to duplicate. He stated that the object was right
over the Greater Pittsburgh Airport and that an aircraft had

. flown directly over the object. When a check was made with
T the tower operator to determine whether he had observed the
object that Sheriff Spaur was reporting, he stated he did not
see it. However, he asked the Federal Aviation Agency (FAA)
radar controller if they could make contact. The FAA con-
trollers could not pick up the object that Sheriff Spaur was
reporting. Two days after the observation, the Air Forxce
contacted the radar site at Oakdale Army Installation, Oak-
dale, Pennsylvania, and asked if they had picked up any un-
usual radar tracks. Their reply was also negative. _

- Sheriff Spaur also made the statement that at daybreak,
the object disappeared within a matter of two or three seconds




while traveling through a 90-degree arc. If this had been

_the case, we believe that someone in the vicinity would have

heard a sonic boom. There were no reports of sonic booms in
Pittsburgh or adjacent areas during that time.

Chief Buchert was involved in the sighting only at the
beginning. The Air Force also took into consideration his
report, his description of the object, and the photographs
which he submitted to the Air Force. His statements regarding
the object lead the Air Force to believe that he was observing
Venus and that he also tried to photograph that planet.

We hope you will understand that the Air Force is not
questioning the integrity of any of the observers; however,
 considering the information we have received about this ex-
perience or event, we must try to explain it in terms of the
data available. You may be assured that the Air Force has
tried to make an honest evaluation of what transpired with all
the information which was collected. . ‘

' If we may advise you further, please call on us.

‘kSincerely,

5N P. MINS, Colomel, USAF
gressional Inguiry Division
pffice of Legislative Lialson

Honorable J. William Stanton

House of Representétivés

PHOTOCOPY FRUM GERALD FO




COMMENTS ON LETTER SENT SEPTEMBER 30, 1966 FROM COLONEL HAYDEN P, Eii%flin TO ~
CONGRESSMAN WILLIAM STANTON, W@éi@iﬁﬂm THE AFRIL 17, 1966 CHASE OF A M{%&’&VE%
AERIAL OBJECT FROM OHIU TO PENNSYIVANIA:

1o

2s

3e

Letter idemtifies subject asg © sighting in Portsge County, Chis <7 buk ne
reference is made to observailons by the deputies in Portage County.

The only mm&gﬁ County cbservation refevrred to is by Chief Cerald Buct werd,
whe was 10 miles distant from the ehject reported by the deputies %o be gg:%
feot Na;awmgy overhead, then alternately &W@‘mﬁm and moving. DBuchertis
observation was of an ﬁ%é@“ﬁ at an elevation of about 30 s%gm%&g whieh ;
maintained its azimuth while the depuides’ object was xst@m ng sast on Rbe, 1.,
Therefore Buchert’s obpervation is irvrslevant as far as dis coenfirmation of
the deputies® sighting goes.

"o o o after again reviewing the statements submitted by all of the persons ~

involved. . .V lLebter makes wo %mmm@ to statements in Ma fajor Quintanilliais

m&mmim bys Officer Wayne Husiton, Bast Palestine Polic
Officer ;.?*wwk K@ﬁg snell 4, Gomeay Polics

Deputy Sheri £ Robert Wilson, Portage County §
Humton, lisbening to radio E;%fmm during the chase, waited for and cbserved |
coming toward him from the northwest, the objest Spaur and NefT were ﬁ&ﬁﬁmg =
He joined in pursuit. Frank Pansanells @%ﬁﬁéz@ﬁ %m w’aj@m approsch, and saw @
it move out over s‘"“‘m BY, Pa., to hover, when the three officers arrived and =
gtopped o wateh it W*’*%‘g him, Wilson was Sm&m% mﬁ:ém operator in Ravenna. %
Forthermors, testimony was available to i ﬁf Quintaniiia from the following: n;
Badio operator Jack Cremer s &Eﬁﬁiﬁ Police &
Rzdio operator Orville Scarry, Columbiana Coun unty Sheriffts Off ﬁ;{z%
Redle operator John Bisghey, ! ﬁ%h«%@%&“ﬁ*‘ Police %
Ufficer lomnie Johnson, Salem Police =
Officer Ray Eg%gﬁiyﬁ Salem %@i&% e

Lieutennnt Richard Whir e, Salem ?&’“ﬁ:{%
?ﬁfm&ﬁ% Sherilf &w@ Brothers 2 Columbiana County

Lificer Hemry Xwaltanowski, Economy Borough Police
Wnile these men wers moi interviewed &i :%L”%W"éi;@ by Major Guintenilla, their
ﬁ%%ﬁ?@gﬁ in signed statements, is part of the Blue Bock file and wes @,m@?%ﬁ
az S*me wﬁ?ﬁ;ﬁ%’f William Wellsel, NICAP, by Colonel Florian 4. Helm, Cowmender,

Poreis ehnology Division at ?@i&%ﬁa@mé’g Lherson. 3&%2&@:@@@%@ Major Quintenills
admitt xzm testimony into the record by sending it to Dr. J. Allen Hynek for
ﬁi’?’"@"iu 5 3'%; 3;%3’ @E:w B,m

Book filse. m%@*%f from &mmi Holm August 93

1la August 5. ) fm%mz@mmg 2 statement by &maﬁmﬁﬁ;

s ’”%am&«e iadar Instaliation, is relevant and was 2‘3@%’2& likewige,
“mészm ;;z;m account. {See Point 0. Peguetis ‘s infermetion included in NICAP report)

Hot only does this contradist the major’s explanation of "Venus,” it was not
f@?wﬁ}w& by eny of the witnesses. They te %ii‘wx‘% they saw the object hovering
over the Northern Lights Shopping Cenier, in Comway, Penneylvanis. The
direction of this shopping center is @Eﬂ:ﬁa% 90° from that of GPA,

"He stated that the objest was right over the Greater Pitbsburgh Adirporbt. . o
s
.:é’

"o o o and that an aircrafi had flo ﬁim&%v over the object.” Spaur .
stated the airerafi flew under the jg%ﬁa bs  From the May 10 heaving transeriph:
"o o o we watched 1%, it went up topped, the airliner went m‘%ﬁ%ﬁ* it, and then
it wzm wty *mg%z%; up,* S@w@@ of m&m‘x may be the FAA report, which does say this,

But this ye ;sgm@ was writben third hand, from Frank Panzanslls through John Bieghew,
From %;h e ezm} nand poing g;f view, Panzanella siated ‘%aﬁ(? airliner went under,
This is %ws ficant, because the FAL asked the pliot to look m%«:ﬁ@z*%ﬁ‘% i

plane, Furthermore, see Point 6.
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COMMENTS ON 9/30/66 MIMS IETTER (Continued) Page two

The letler obscures the point that the FAA was involved o the extent of
identifying the airliner reported and asking the pilot to look underneath.
From the FAA log, it is clear that the FAA did not belisve the cbjest to
be reported as hovering over GPA.

"Spaur's statement is purely subjective and impossible Yo duplicate.® This

is extremely vague, pejorative, and counter %o fact under any iﬁéﬁrﬁwﬁﬁaﬁi@ﬁﬁf }‘“

Spaurfs statement is sasy to duplicate. NICAP's report includes a trenscript

of his May 10 statement to Major Quintanilia. The only way, or sense, in $&§%§§ ‘ :

Speur's statement can be légitimately called “eubJective® is that it resulted

from an observation made by a subjech. But that is ridiculous. Tt is definitely
not "subjective” 1if this means, "lacking objective &mpg§y%@ﬁ Spawrts cbeervalion

wag correboreted by independent observers (sse Point 3Je The letter contradists
itself in parsgraph two: Neff's statement was exactly the same as Spaur's, it
says. This reference Lo Spaur's statement, furtharmore, narrows down his i
testimony to 2 brief peried of observation, the very end of the sighting.

What other purpose can this resirictive, selective and pejorative refevence
serve, than to discredit Spanr's testimony?

o o » alber again reviewing. . . it was determined. . .° ¥Who determined?
Prior to the time of Congressman Stanten's request, which this lebter answers,
{or, rather, to which this lebter is & reply), Major Quintanilla disclaimed all
responsibliity for “again reviewing® the case, which he said he had put in the
hands of Colonel Stephen DeGoes and Dr. J. Allen Hynek. If these men concurred,
he stated, the conclusion would be changed to "unknown.® Dr. Hynek was mailed
the Blue Book ease file, including the 126-page NICAP veport, to his vacation
home in Canada, and asked for an evaluation. Fajor Quintanilla stated previously
{(in an interview published about June 8, 1966) that Dr, Hynek passes final ~
Judgment on 2ll "astronomical® conclusions, Dr. Hynek has gone on public record
as having emamined the entire case file, including the NICAP report, and as ;

disagresing with the Blue Book conclusion. Who is responsible for this rs-svalusat

Iz it Colonel MWins?

"o o o he asked the Faderal Aviation Agency (FAA) radar controller if they eould
make contact.? Spaur did not mske this request, aller seeing the objeet hover
over Comway (or, as Colonel Mims incorrectly states, after seeing it hover over
Creater Plitsburgh Aivpord.) He did ask, while in pursult, that planes be send
up Lo cbserve the cbject. While watching it hover, Frank Panzanelils made & ~
similar request. The deputies and other officers, after this reguest had been
made, heayrd a volce over their radic (in Pan mella'’s car) say, "They have it
on radar, and they're sending two up.® This entive paragreph [nmumber four in
the letter) gives an erroncous Account == by sequenecs, sourse of testimony, and
by fagt w- of Spaur's involvement. It is this pa sgraph, not Speur's testimony,
that is subjective. ;

Oakdale’s veport is said to have besn negative. How relevant is this? The .
Oakdale UFO investigating officer and radsr operator Lieutenant Stephen Paguetts,
told William Weitmel that he would net have expocted Oakdale's radar to respeond,
considering the object’s reporied ilccation.

"o « » at daybreak, the object disappeared within a matbter of twe or thres
seconds while traveling through a 90-degree arc.? Thus, the lebtter implies,
lack of a sonic boom msens no object was seen. Does this mean Spaur was lying
when he testified on May 10 %o Major Quintanilla, v, , » 1% went up, stopped,
the airliner went under it, and then it went straight up. Just as straight up
as, well, straight up.” What other impression can this passage in the letter
give, than that Spsur was not telling the twuth?

PHOTOCOPY FRUM GERALD FORD I (BRARY
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COMMENTS ON 9/30/66 MIMS IETTER (Continued) Page thre

12, ". . , the Alr Force is nol questioning the integrity of any of the
observers." Why, then, is thelr testimony discounted? Not only did
they tell Major Quintanills over a dozen things on May 10 thet contvadiet
the "satellite -- Venus" conclusien, but many other observers, not mentiomed
in this letber, but whose testimony Blue Book has in its files (see Point 3),
corroborated and added to this testimony. If thelr inbegribty is not beimg @
questioned in discounting thelr ztatements, why are their statements discounted?
On May 17, Willlam Wellzel wrote Major Quintanills a letter asking for sp e
explanations, for psrticulsr parts of testimony, why eseh part was disecunied. .
There has been no answer to this request. The mejor's July 15 reply said, in :
effect, *I1 have looked at them fairly.” His letter asked questiens which Wellzel
had answered ia his May 17 letier, for ezample, Why was Venus not veported? If ‘
it had been reported, "new 1light would have been shed on the czpe.” Weitzel
had quoted from the Yay 10 franseripi, showing that Vemus had been reported,
and drew a disgram based on a photo and disgram obiained early fyom Spaur.

The diagram, the transeripted comments, the points raised were ignored., See
separate document for this list of peints contradieting the major's explanation
taken from the transeript. (Mot out of context; the transeript and tape s unedi
ware also submibied.)

13. Why is this letber written by Colonel Mims? Congrsssman Stanton had gotien ;
Congressionsl Inguiry Division lebiers before, and beecause of his dissatisfaction

ERALD FORD [ (BRARY

with them, wrote his request o Major Quintanilla divectly. g

2

i:. The imporbance of the May 10 testimony cammot be minimized. According to £
Lieutenant Marley, Major Quintenilla’s assistant in Project Blus Book, the z
mejor prefers to heed only the festimony collected by him on April 17. o
{Lisutenant Marley's statement made %o William Weitzel on August 12.) This =
early investigetion by the major plays a strange role in his evaluation: 5

It lssted lses than thres minubes, according to Deputy Spaur, snd was an mﬁﬁewﬁﬁﬁﬁ
of Depuly Spaur only.

According to former Adr Foree Commnity Relations Branch Director, Lt. Cel. John
Spaulding, the major's early investigation was poorly doms; thus Colonel Spauiding
had the major go o Ravenns for o more thoreugh investigation.

In Ravenna, on May 10, the major told Spaur the informetion he collected May 10
was ldentical with that collscted April 17. The Ravenns hesring invelved two
hours of testimony, presented orally and in writing.

A single-spaced typeswritien itranscript of this testimeny is 17 pepes long. Hew
gan the 2 or 3 minuites of interviewing April 17 outweigh ithis?

15. GENERAL COMMENT: This letter from Colonel Mims indicates that Rlus Boalk ww
specifically, Major Quintanilla and the unknown re-evaluator we overlooked
corroborating testimony resting in Blue Book's files. Tt focuses on Dale Spaur

as;;he chief witness, and belitiles his testimony, with pejorative and ervonecus
references., . ‘ .

William B. Weitzel, Chairman
Plttsburgh Subcommiiiee, NICAP

October L, 1966
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430 East Lancaster Avenue
Wayne, Pennsylvania 19087

November 21, 1966 g

The President
Washington, D. C.

Sir:

For years I have been extremely interested in all phases of
scientific advance. This is especially so when it comes to
"Unidentified Flying Objects."

Recently I have been doing a considerable amount of reading about
UFOs. Everything I read specifically illustrates numerous
instances where scientists have irrevocably proved that many of
the statements released by the United States Government concerning
UFOs are openly fallacious. The scientists, and the people who
have read their reports, laugh at the United States Government. .
As an individual who believes in our form of government, this

is quite embarrassing. :

As is obvious from my writing to you directly, I am a person of
great curiosity. I would sincerely appreciate an answer as to
what information and conclusions have been established by the
United States Government (or any agency thereof) on the subject of
UFOs .,

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Respectfully yours,

Karen I. Hanisch
(Mrs, Rudolf Hanisch)

¢c: Representative Gerald R. Ford, Jr.

Director of Public Information
United States Air Force
Pentagon

Washington, D. C.






